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285 Delaware Avenue, Suite 500, Buffalo, NY 14202
Telephone: (716) 856-2142  Fax: (716) 856-2160

http://www.craworld.com

CONESTOGA-ROVERS
& ASSOCIATES
TO: Robert Phillips, Planning Board Chairman REF.NO.: 630631
(LM
FROM: Camie McGraw, David Britton, P.E. /ck/009 DATE: January 8, 2010
C.C.: Town Planning Board

Carol Horowitz, Town Planner
Daniel A. Spitzer, Esq.

Benjamin Brazell, EDR

Kevin Sheen, Everpower Renewables
Douglas Ward, Young/Sommer, LLC

RE: Allegany Wind Project — Review of Section 2.0, Description of Proposed Action; Section 3.4,
Climate and Air Quality; Section 6.0, Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of
Resources; Section 7.0, Growth Inducing Impacts; and Section 9.0, Effects on Use and
Conservation of Energy Resources, of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Conestoga-Rovers & Associates (CRA) has completed a review of Section 2.0, Description of Proposed
Action; Section 3.4, Climate and Air Quality; Section 6.0, Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of
Resources; Section 7.0, Growth Inducing Impacts; and Section 9.0, Effects on Use and Conservation of
Energy Resources, for Everpower Renewables’ Allegany Wind Project DEIS. The following comments and
requests for clarification and information shall be tracked and responded to by EDR, Engineer for
Everpower, in order for CRA to verify that all outstanding issues have been addressed.

Section 2.0 - Description of Proposed Action

1.  See attached Word file for minor markups.

2. CRA shall reserve final comments on Section 2.0 until the referenced Figures have been submitted for
review.

3. The applicant states that collection lines shall be installed at a depth of 36 inches, and that during
decommissioning, facilities shall be removed to 36 inches below grade. According to the Town of
Allegany Zoning Ordinance, project facilities shall be removed to 3.5 feet (42 inches) below finish
grade. Therefore, as proposed, all features including collection lines must be removed to a depth of
42 inches. Agricultural lands require removal to a depth of 48 inches and decommissioning must also
comply with NYSDAM guidelines.

4. Section 2.1: The turbine rotor diameter is stated at 99.8 meters (327 feet). In other references (Section
2.5.2), this dimension is stated as 100 meters (328 feet). This reference shall be consistent throughout.

Also in this Section, construction is indicated to begin in 2011. Ensure that this year is stated
consistently.
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CRA Memorandum Page 2

10.

11.

Section 2.5.1: The statement is made that turbine shall be set back 758 feet from certain residences and
properties in accordance with Town of Allegany Zoning Ordinance. Note that the stated setback is
greater than the minimum setback. The Ordinance requires a minimum turbine setback of 1.5 x the
tower height (stated as 492 feet), which is equivalent to 738 feet (1.5 x 492 feet).

Section 2.5.7, Section 2.6.10, and Table (unnumbered): It is unclear to what temporary /permanent
disturbance will result from the construction of the O&M facility. In Section 2.5.7, a worse case
footprint of a new location is discussed, but not quantified. In Section 2.6.10, the facility will require
clearing of 5 acres (staging area) and permanent disturbance of only 3.5 acres. The Impact Table,
following Section 2.6.10, indicates a 2.5-acre temporary and a 2-acre permanent disturbance. The Table
and statements are inconsistent.

Section 2.6.1: The applicant states that “A geotechnical investigation is generally performed at some or
all turbine locations...” Typically geotechnical investigations are required at all turbine locations. The
statement must be clarified as to the conditions when this would not be necessary. If this is a
preliminary investigation, it should be identified as such. Also, any preliminary and final geotechnical
investigations should state if groundwater was encountered and at what depth.

Section 2.6.2: “At the end of construction, utilities, gravel, and geotextile fabric will be removed and the
site restored to its pre-construction condition.” The DEIS must identify what will be done with the
gravel, and whether there are plans to reuse it elsewhere. Also, the applicant shall add a statement that
any disposal will be in accordance with all local, state, and federal regulations.

Section 2.6.3: Second sentence discusses trees that are cleared will be cut into logs and removed.
Everpower should elaborate on “removed,” and what they plan on doing with this wood. The
landowners have the first right of refusal for all materials taken from their lands. Clarify the intent to
remove the cleared materials.

Section 2.6.4:

a.  This Section states that final haul routes will be determined in consultation with supplier, town,
and county. The NYSDOT shall be added to the list of involved regulatory agencies.

b.  The last paragraph in this Section, starting with “Any stockpiled soil and/or spoil material will
only be...” and ending with “..significant sedimentation or turbidity to local surface waters”
appears to be inserted in the wrong section, and appears out of place. Such material stockpiling
and precautions will not only apply to public roadway improvements, but to other project features
and construction activities.

Section 2.6.5:

a.  Thesilt fence is only one example of a sediment and erosion control measure provided. The
applicant shall discuss either additional measures, which may be utilized, or reference the
project-specific NYSDEC-approved Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for sediment
and erosion control measures implementation and maintenance requirements.

b. In the sentence “A geotextile fabric or grid will be installed beneath the road surface, as necessary,

to provide additional support,” the term “as necessary” shall be expanded to discuss under what
condition geotextile will be installed.

630631-Memo-009
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12,

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

If roadway construction or improvements require the installation of culverts, the developer will
provide drainage design and calculations for review by the Town. This statement shall be added to the
appropriate section. Note that any ditches or other water conveyance structure shall be assessed prior
to any disturbance to determine if they are part of a stream or wetland and subject to US Army Corps
of Engineers jurisdiction.

Section 2.6.6:

a. “Proper methods for segregating stockpiled topsoil and spoil material shall be implemented, and
excavated soil will be reused to the maximum extent possible on the site that it was excavated
from, as a means to limit opportunities for proliferation of non-native flora and other invasive
species.” This statement shall be added in this Section and other Sections where material handling
is discussed.

b. The possibility of blasting is discussed in limited detail. A preliminary blasting plan has
previously been provided and shall be referenced and included as an Appendix.

Section 2.6.7: Provide total area of disturbance for the installation of electrical collection lines, including
temporary and permanent widths, restoration measures and vegetation maintenance required.

The impact table provided does not include total length and total disturbances for the various features.
Also, the clearing limits for roadways do not match statements throughout this Section. The table shall
be revised to illustrate the total project disturbance rather than disturbance based upon a
per-linear-foot basis.

Section 2.8:

a. With reference to the last sentence of the first paragraph on page 23, it is stated: “All road
materials will be allowed to remain on Site.” This sentence is vague, and should be clarified. On
page 24, Access roads and crane pads, it is stated that, at the discretion of the landowner, removed
materials shall be transported to a disposal location. The decommissioning plan must assume that
all project features will be removed to the required depth. Otherwise, written approval by

landowner will be necessary for roads to remain in place and this statement must be added to the
DEIS.

b. There are additional references to removal at a depth of 36 inches. See Comment #3. Also, the
decommissioning plan shall include cost for removal of all access roads and/or driveways.

List of permits should include reference to a Health Department Permit for the installation of an
individual sewage disposal system (septic) and water supply well associated with the O&M facility.

Section 3.4 - Climate and Air Quality

Note Section 3.4.3 references Section 4.1 for additional information on the complaint resolution procedure.
In Section 3.10.3.2.8, the reader is directed to an unidentified Appendix for the complaint resolution

procedure. Either one or both these references are accurate, and therefore should be mentioned in both
these Sections.

630631-Memo-009
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Section 6.0 — Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources

This Section is adequate.

Section 7.0 - Growth Inducing Impacts

This Section is adequate.

Section 9.0 — Effects on Use and Conservation of Energy Resources

This Section is adequate.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Attachments: DEIS Section 2.0 (Revision 1)

630631-Memo-009






285 Delaware Avenue, Suite 500, Buffalo, NY 14202
Telephone: (716) 856-2142  Fax: (716) 856-2160
http://www.craworld.com

CONESTOGA-ROVERS

& ASSOCIATES

To: Robert Phillips, Planning Board Chairman REF.NO.: 630631

LA

FrOM: Camie McGraw,CDavid Britton, P.E,, Timothy Wiens, DATE: January 27, 2010

Gordon Reusing /ck/013 —
=CEIVE

C.C.: Town Planning Board A
Carol Horowitz, Town Planner '
Daniel A. Spitzer, Esq. FEB -3 2000
Benjamin Brazell, EDR
Kevin Sheen, Everpower Renewables
Douglas Ward, Young/Sommer, LLC —

RE: Allegany Wind Project — Review of Section 3.12, Communication Facilities and

Appendices - Communication Studies, of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Conestoga-Rovers & Associates (CRA) has completed a review of Section 3.12, Communication Facilities
and Appendices — Communication Studies, for Everpower Renewables’ Allegany Wind Project DEIS. The
following comments and requests for clarification and information shall be tracked and responded to by
EDR, Engineer for Everpower, in order for CRA to verify that all outstanding issues have been addressed.
Communication Studies

The following documents were reviewed as part of the Communication Studies:

1) “Licensed Microwave Report”

2) “Off-Air TV Reception Analysis of the Allegany Wind Energy Project in Cattaraugus County, New
York”

3) “Cellular/PCS Telephone in the Vicinity of the Proposed Allegany Wind Energy Project in
Cattaraugus County, New York”

4) “Land Mobile Radio”

5) “Analysis of AM and FM Broadcast Station Operations in the Vicinity of the Allegany Wind Energy
Project in Cattaraugus County, New York”

6) “Notification of the Allegany Wind Power Project in Cattaraugus County, New York”

These reports are adequate.
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CRA Memorandum Page 2

Section 3.12 - Communication Facilities

1. Section 3.12,1.7 states that the “Notice of Proposed Construction” for the project was accepted on
November 24, 2009. A minimum of 30 days is required for the FAA to review the project. The FAA
response should be documented as part of the final DEIS pending completion of the review.

2. InSection 3.12.1.3 of the draft DEIS, the following two corrections (written in bold) are required in
the text to match data in the Appendices:

¢ “Comsearch (2010c) identified six (6) AM stations...”
* “These FM station atennas are located between 3.3 and 11.73 miles away..."”

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.

630631-Memo-013






285 Delaware Avenue, Suite 500, Buffalo, NY 14202
Telephone: (716) 856-2142  Fax: (716) 856-2160
http://www.craworld.com

CON ESTOGA-ROVERS

& ASSOCIATES

To: Robert Phillips, Planning Board Chairman REF.NO.: 630631

FrROM: Camie McGraqu{Aid Britton, P.E., Thomas Levy, P.Eng. DATE: February 11, 2009
/jac/004

C.C. Town Planning Board

Carol Horowitz, Town Planner
Daniel A. Spitzer, Esq.

Sara Stebbins, EDR

Kevin Sheen, Everpower Renewables
James Muscato, Young/Sommer, LLC

RE: Allegany Wind Project - Review of Section 2.0, Description of Proposed Action of the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Conestoga-Rovers & Associates (CRA) has completed a review of Section 2.0 Description of Proposed
Action for Everpower Renewables’ Allegany Wind Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS).
The following comments and requests for clarification and information shall be tracked and responded to
by EDR, Engineer for Everpower, such that CRA can verify that all outstanding issues have been addressed.

Section 2.0 — Description of Proposed Action

1. See attached word file for minor markups.

2. Section 2.1, Introduction: The turbine rotor diameter is stated at 99.8 meters (327 feet). In every other
reference, this dimension is stated as 100 meters (328 feet). This reference shall be consistent.

3. This Section indicates that three 60-foot monitoring towers have already been installed within the
Project Site, and two 80-foot permanent meteorological towers are proposed. Clarify if the existing
towers will be removed (e.g., temporary structures) and if the permanent meteorological towers shall
be constructed on the same sites, or if they require additional clearing and approvals.

4. In Section 2.3, the statement is made that during decommissioning, facilities shall be removed to 36
inches below grade. Agricultural lands require removal to a depth of 48 inches. According to the
zoning ordinance, “the restoration plan shall identify the specific properties it applies to and shall
indicate removal of all buildings, structures, wind turbines, access roads and/or driveways and
foundations to 3.5 feet below finish grade”. All references to 36 inches shall be replaced with 42 inches.
Also, the applicant shall include language that states removal in agricultural lands will be a depth of 48
inches and comply with NYSDAM guidelines.

5. When discussing the setback requirements from the Town of Allegany Zoning Ordinance, a tower
height of 505 feet was utilized, despite the fact that the turbine height is stated as 492 feet in multiple
locations in this Section. The reason behind this discrepancy should be explained within this Section or
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CRA Memorandum Pags 2

the height stated and utilized in these calculations should be consistent. Otherwise, where applicable,
the DEIS should reference the equation to determine setbacks, as opposed to specific values, such as
tower height x 1.5.

6. Section 2.6.1: The applicant states that “A geotechnical investigation is generally performed at some or
all turbine locations...” Typically geotechnical investigations are required at all turbine locations. The
statement must be clarified as to the conditions when this would not be necessary. If this is a
preliminary investigation, it should be identified as such. Also, any preliminary and final geotechnical
investigations should state if groundwater was encountered and at what depth.

7. Section 2.6.2: "At the end of construction, utilities, gravel, and geotextile fabric will be removed and the
site restored to its pre-construction condition”. The DEIS must identify what will be done with the
gravel, and whether there are plans to reuse it elsewhere. Also, the applicant shall add a statement that
any disposal will be in accordance with all local, state and federal regulations.

8. Section 2.6.3:

a. Clarify and remain consistent in the use of the term “cleared” versus “trimmed” in referencing
disturbances.

b. Second sentence discusses trees that are cleared will be cut into logs and removed. Everpower
should elaborate on "removed", and what they plan on doing with this wood. The property
owners have the first right of refusal for all materials taken from their lands. Clarify the intent to
remove the cleared materials.

9. Section 2.6.4:

a. This Section states that final haul routes will be determined in consultation with supplier, town
and county. The NYSDOT shall be added to the list of involved regulatory agencies.

b.  This Section should also state that haul routes will be evaluated for road /bridge/culvert
condition/improvements, overhead clearance (wires, traffic signal lights, etc.), and shoulder
condition/width.

c.  The last paragraph in this Section, starting with "Any stockpiled soil and/or spoil material will
only be..." and ending with "...significant sedimentation or turbidity to local surface waters"
appears to be inserted in the wrong section, and appears out of place. Such material stockpiling

and precautions will not only apply to public roadway improvements, but to other project features
and construction.

10. Section 2.6.5:

a.  Thesilt fence is only an example of a sediment and erosion control measure provided. The
applicant shall discuss either additional measures, which may be utilized, or reference the project
specific NYSDEC approved Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for sediment and
erosion control measures implementation and maintenance requirements.

b.  Please clarify whether the 40-ft (or 60-ft) disturbance includes shoulders, ditches, etc.

630631-Memo-004
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

If roadway construction or improvements require the installation of culverts, the developer will
provide drainage design and calculations for review by the Town. This statement shall be added to the
appropriate section. Note that any ditches or other water conveyance structure shall be assessed prior
to any disturbance to determine if they are part of a stream or wetland and subject to US Army Corps
of Engineers jurisdiction.

Section 2.6.6:

a. With specific reference to the second paragraph, Everpower should discuss methodologies that
will be employed to ensure topsoil is segregated from the subsoil during excavation. Similar
reference should be included wherever there is a discussion of soil removal/stockpiling activities.

b. Everpower should also discuss stabilization of temporary stockpiles.

c. Excavated soil will be reused to the maximum extent possible on the site that it was excavated
from, as a means to limit opportunities for proliferation of non-native flora and other invasive
species. This statement shall be added in this Section.

d. The possibility of blasting is discussed in limited detail. A preliminary blasting plan has been
provided and shall be referenced and included as an Appendix.

Section 2.6.7:

a. Provide area of disturbance for the installation of electrical collection lines, including temporary
and permanent widths, restoration measures and vegetation maintenance required.

b. In this Section, temporary access roads for the installation of the transmission line will result in a
disturbance of 15 feet. Other sections call for a 16-foot clearing for access roads. Explain this

discrepancy or use consistent values.

Table 1: Verify permanent disturbance for turbines (18-foot pedestal, 6-foot apron, and 100 x 60 foot

" crane pad = 0.15 acres). Verify disturbance areas with text in above sections for new access roads,

overhead electrical interconnects, and O&M building. Justify clearing of existing “well-maintained”
roads. Add explanation of areas of disturbance for met towers and substation to Section 2.6.

Section 2.7: First paragraph states six employees for O&M facility, whereas other sections state five
employees (e.g., Section 3.11.2.2; Section 7.0). Number must be consistent throughout the DEIS.

Section 2.8:

a. With reference to the last sentence of the first paragraph on page 23, which states: "All road
materials will be allowed to remain on Site". This sentence is vague, and should be clarified.

b. Furthermore, the zoning ordinance should be referenced with respect to decommissioning
activities. According to the ordinance, “the restoration plan shall identify the specific properties it
applies to and shall indicate removal of all buildings, structures, wind turbines, access roads
and/or driveways and foundations to 3.5 feet below finish grade". Therefore, written
authorization from the landowner requesting the access road to remain in place will be required
and such a statement shall be included in this Section. The decommissioning plan shall include
cost for removal of all access roads and/or driveways.

630631-Memo-004
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c. This Section references the Town'’s approval of the decommissioning plan and its components. In
some references the “Town” is singular and in some “towns” plural is used. This text shall be
clarified as to the authority of the Town of Allegany or other towns.

17. List of permits should an individual sewage disposal system (septic) and well permit as appropriate for
the O&M facility.

18. Throughout this Section clearing or restoration limits for project features are often referenced. These
disturbances must be clarified and consistent. One example of this inconsistency is access roads, which
are stated as cleared to typically 34 feet, 40 feet and 60 feet at different locations in the text. For
evaluation of environmental impacts, the maximum potential disturbance shall be described and then
consistently referenced. Clearing vegetation up to a maximum of 60 ft should be stated as the
maximum width of disturbance, not 40 feet. If such values are dependent on other factors, such as
located within agricultural fields or wetlands, this fact and the resulting impact must be noted with
each reference.

19. Sections of the DEIS where soil or surface water disturbance is addressed shall include additional
discussion on soil management, such as temporary stockpiling, segregation of soil types, stabilization

(short and long term), removal of rocks, control of invasive species, etc., wherever appropriate.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Attachments: DEIS Sections 2.0 (Revision 0)
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285 Delaware Avenue, Suite 500, Buffalo, NY 14202
Telephone: (716) 856-2142  Fax: (716) 856-2160
hitp://www.craworld.com

CONESTOGA-ROVERS
& ASSOCIATES
MEMORANDUM
To: Robert Phillips, Planning Board Chairinan REF.NO.: 630631
FROM: Camie McGrawC‘Dawd Britton, P.E., Thomas Levy, P.Eng. DATE: February 11, 2009
/jac/005
C.C.: Town Planning Board

Carol Horowitz, Town Planner
Daniel A. Spitzer, Esq.

Sara Stebbins, EDR

Kevin Sheen, Everpower Renewables
James Muscato, Young/Sommer, LLC

RE: Allegany Wind Project — Review of Section 3.4, Climate and Air Quality;
Section 3.11, Community Facilities and Services;
Section 6, Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources;
Section 7, Growth Inducing Impacts, and
Section 9, Effects of Use and Conservation of Energy Resources
of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Conestoga-Rovers & Associates (CRA) has completed a review of Section 3.4, Section 3.11, Section 6, Section
7, and Section 9, for Everpower Renewables’ Allegany Wind Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS). The following comments and requests for clarification and information shall be tracked and
responded to by EDR, Engineer for Everpower, such that CRA can verify that all outstanding issues have
been addressed.

Section 3.4 ~ Climate and Air Quality
This Section is adequate.

Section 3.11 - Community Facilities and Services

1. See attached Section for minor comments.

2. Section 3.11.1 Existing Conditions, Solid Waste Disposal: The Section identifies the existing solid waste
transfer stations.

Clarify whether the Town has a waste collection service (residential or other) within the Project Area

or if residents are required to drop off their solid waste at the transfer stations. Any impacts to these
services shall be discussed in Section 3.11.2.
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CRA Memorandum Page 2

1. Section 3.11.2.1 Construction: This Section states that school buses may experience delays.

The contractor shall coordinate with the affected school districts and no delivery of major
components will be permitted on school bus routes during regular scheduled pick up and drop off.
Text shall be added to this Section to reflect this fact.

1. Section 3.11.3 Mitigation: This Section discusses emergency response coordination.

This Section should include additional discussion on how emergency vehicles will access turbine
sites, how they will know how to find a particular site. Consider adoption of 911 addresses for each
turbine and turbine access road, and ensure that ALL access roads are designed to accommodate
emergency vehicles and emergency vehicle turnaround areas.

This Section should discuss access to the sites from EMS vehicles during winter months. Technicians
sometimes use ATVs or snowmobiles to access turbines during periods of heavy snow for emergency
work. How will Everpower ensure EMS vehicles can reach a technician should they require emergency
services? Everpower should consider a protocol that requires access roads to be cleared of snow should
a technician require a site visit to a particular wind turbine during winter months.

This Section does not discuss high-angle rescue training or nacelle fire response plans. Additional
discussion required.

Section 6 - Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources

This Section is adequate.

Section 7 — Growth Inducing Impacts

See attached Section for minor comment. Otherwise, this Section is adequate.

Section 9 - Effects of Use and Conservation of Energy Resources

The third sentence states an average consumption of 6 MWh per home per year.

It is recommended that Everpower provide a reference and consider using a range of average home
consumption (6 MWh per year equates to 16.4 kWh/day, which is on the low end of average
consumption). Many homes will consume upwards of 40 - 60 kWh per day, and therefore it is
recommended that a range in values be provided as a more conservative approach,

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Attachments: DEIS Sections 3.4, 3.11, 6, 7, and 9 (Revision 0)
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285 Delaware Avenue, Suite 500, Buffalo, NY 14202
Telephone: (716) 856-2142  Fax: (716) 856-2160

http://www.craworld.com

CONESTOGA-ROVERS
& ASSOCIATES
MEMORANDUM
To: Robert Phillips, Planning Board Chairman REF. NO.: 630631
]
FROM: Camie McGraw, David Britton, P.E., Thomas Levy, P.Eng., DATE: February 12, 2009
Donald Knorr /jac/007
C.C.: Town Planning Board

Carol Horowitz, Town Planner
Daniel A. Spitzer, Esq.

Sara Stebbins, EDR

Kevin Sheen, Everpower Renewables
James Muscato, Young/Sommer, LLC

RE: Allegany Wind Project - Review of Section 3.1, Geology, Soils and Topography; and
Preliminary Geotechnical Evaluation, of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Conestoga-Rovers & Associates (CRA) has completed a review of Section 3.1, Geology, Soils and
Topography; and Preliminary Geotechnical Evaluation, for Everpower Renewables’ Allegany Wind Project
DEIS. The following comments and requests for clarification and information shall be tracked and
responded to by EDR, Engineer for Everpower, such that CRA can verify that all outstanding issues have
been addressed.

Section 3.1 ~ Geology, Soils and Topography

1. Section 3.1.3 discusses the need for blasting, based on preliminary geotechnical investigations; however,
once a complete geotechnical investigation is complete, the need for (and depth) of blasting will be more
clear. At this point in the project, the need for blasting can not be eliminated based on a brief and
preliminary investigation. Therefore, Everpower should provide a mitigation plan should blasting be
required. This Section should also include discussion of a post-blast survey.

2. Section 3.1.1.3, Page 3, Paragraph 1: The applicant should add the Prime Farmland and Farmland of
Statewide Importance designation to the proceeding soil table, as well as, Hydric Soil status.

3. Section 3.1.2.1, Paragraph 1: Provide more specificity in the description of the geologic features and
unique topography “in some portions of the project area”. Describe the features and the portions. Also
provide the scope of the detailed surveys that are recommended.

4. Section 3.1.2.1, Page 5, Paragraph 1: It is stated that the soils tend to be highly erodible. In addition, it is
stated that both proposed transmission line routes will traverse steep slopes. This potential impact
should be discussed further and references made to the relevant sections of the Soil Erosion and
Sedimentation Control Plan and/or Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan.
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CRA Memorandum Page 2

5. Section 3.1.3, Page 6, Bulleted List: It should be noted that U S. Army Corps of Engineers (COE) Section
404 and/or New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) Protection of
Waters Permits will likely be required for the placement of riprap and culvert replacements/extensions.

In addition to these standards, it should be noted that a SPDES (stormwater) permit would be required
by NYSDEC.

6. References to soil excavation should include discussion on soil management techniques. (See comments
for Section 2.0)

Preliminary Geotechnical Evaluation

1. CRA notes that seven test bores were conducted as part of the initial site investigation. Applicant

should provide a purpose statement and justification to support the decision to complete a limited
number of borings and how their locations were selected.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.

630631-Memo-007
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CONESTOGA-ROVERS
& ASSOCIATES
MEMORANDUM
TO: Robert Phillips, Planning Board Chairman REF. NO.: 630631
FROM: Camie McGraw, David Britton, P.E., Thomas Levy, P.Eng., DATE: February 12, 2009
Donald Knorr /jac/008
C.C. Town Planning Board

Carol Horowitz, Town Planner
Daniel A. Spitzer, Esq.

Sara Stebbins, EDR

Kevin Sheen, Everpower Renewables
James Muscato, Young/Sommer, LLC

RE: Allegany Wind Project — Review of Section 3.7, Sound; and Section 3.13, Land Use and
Zoning, of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Conestoga-Rovers & Associates (CRA) has completed a review of Section 3.7, Sound; and Section 3.13, Land
Use and Zoning, for Everpower Renewables’ Allegany Wind Project DEIS. The following comments and
requests for clarification and information shall be tracked and responded to by EDR, Engineer for
Everpower, such that CRA can verify that all outstanding issues have been addressed.

Section 3.7 — Sound

1. Section 3.7.2.2 explicitly states that the project is not in compliance with the zoning ordinance, and yet
no mitigation to ensure the project operates in compliance is provided. It is noted that Everpower states
that they are in compliance with NYSDEC guidelines, however, the project remains out of compliance
with the actual ordinance. Everpower states possible mitigation options as: waiver/easements,
relocation, and elimination. Alternatively the applicant may apply for a variance. A project permit will
not be issued until compliance with the zoning ordinance is obtained inclusive of any
waivers/variances.

Section 3.13 - Land Use and Zoning

1. Section 3.13.1.2 discusses agricultural areas, such as “The Eastern Transmission Route crosses a few
agricultural fields”, but makes no mention of agricultural districts. The presence, or lack of, should be
explicitly stated.

2. Section 3.13.7: The statement “Impacts to zoning and land use have been minimized to a great extent
through the siting of Project components in full compliance with the Town of Allegany Wind Energy
Regulations” is misleading. Although the placement of WECs are meeting the minimum horizontal
setback and land use restrictions, the setback for noise has not been met (Section 3.1) and therefore, the

REGISTENED COMPANY FOR
——————————

ISO 9001

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER ENGINEERING DESIGN






CRA Memorandum Page 2

project is not in full compliance with the Zoning Ordinance. The statement should be modified to
indicate that the applicant intends to fully comply with the Zoning Ordinance.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.

630631-Memo-008
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CONESTOGA-ROVERS
& ASSOCIATES
To: Robert Phillips, Planning Board Chairman REr. NO.: 630631
FrROM: Gordon Reusing, M.Sc., P.Eng. DATE: March 8, 2010

David Britton, P.E./ck /021 0

ﬁvf :,.:d'“"

cc Town Planning Board

Carol Horowitz, Town Planner
RE: Zoning Ordinance noise standard review

Town of Allegany, New York

R — IR

CRA has been asked to provide comments for discussion regarding the existing noise standard as defined in the
Town of Allegany Zoning Ordinance Section 5.25 (C)(2). The bylaw requires that the noise level generated from
the operation of wind energy turbines be no more than 3 decibels (dB) above the night time or daytime ambient
(background) noise level at any sensitive receptor. The bylaw indicates that this applies within 2,500 feet of any
turbine, however, sensitive receptors outside of the 2,500 feet distance may be designated by the Planning Board
to also be applicable to the 3 dB above background limit.

Noise Standards in other Jurisdictions

The Allegany bylaw is very stringent with respect to bylaws set by other New York towns, and noise regulations
for wind energy facilities in other States and countries. For example, a 50 dB(A) noise limit is a common ceiling
noise limit used in several New York town bylaws that CRA is familiar with. CRA is not aware of any bylaw,
state, federal or other jurisdiction noise limits that are more stringent than a floor of 40 dB(A).

Ontario has a Noise Guideline for Wind Turbines that specifies sound level limits in rural areas ranging from
40 dB at wind speeds of 4 to 6 meters per second (m/s), to 51 dB-at a wind speed of 10 m/s.

New York State's Program Policy, Assessing and Mitigating Noise Impacts, states that "Increases ranging from
0-3 dB would have no appreciable effect on receptors. Increases from 3-6 dB may have potential for adverse
noise impact only in cases where the most sensitive receptors are present. Sound pressure increases of more than
6 dB may require closer analysis of impact potential depending on existing sound pressure levels and the
character of surrounding land use and receptors.”

Challenges with the “Level above Background” Approach

Setting a noise level limit as some dB level above existing background noise level has some challenges. This
approach essentially creates a moving target. Since background is variable at any given location, the noise limit
will be different for each receptor of concern. The background noise is highly dependent on lines of sight and
proximity to such background noise sources as road traffic, streams and existing commercial or industrial sites.
Background also changes seasonally and is significantly influenced by wind noise, the rustle of leaves on trees
and insect or animal noise.
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No matter what dB level above background is used, there can always be challenges concerning the method the
background noise was determined. Due to the issues noted above, getting agreement on an appropriate
background sound level will be difficult and requires a significant amount of background noise monitoring in
numerous locations to adequately characterize background under all conditions. There is no “black and white”
method for determining background sound levels under all seasonal conditions; therefore there can always be
discussions and debate over the appropriate number chosen.

Enforcing the “level above background” approach will also be challenging. It will require meaguring wind
turbine noise levels under numerous wind conditions and background conditions in order to determine impacts.

The choice of the level to use is debatable. The Town's bylaw at 3 dB essentially means that the noise level of the
wind turbines must be imperceptible. Any noise level 0 to 3 dB above background would not be detectable by
most people. Permitting absolutely no perceptible noise impact under any conditions at any receptor may not be
viewed as reasonable criteria.

The rural nature of the Allegany area can have very low background sound levels in areas that are sheltered
from wind noise. It would not be uncommon to have 30 dB as a potential background level. Therefore the
existing bylaw would require wind turbine noise levels to be in the 33 dB level which is not achievable without
very large setbacks of approximately 1000 meters or 3300 feet. Such low noise level limits and required setbacks
to achieve such limits would make most wind energy projects not feasible,

Considerations for Changes to the Bylaw
The Town may consider increasing the level above background from 3 dB to a higher number such as 6 dB,

however it still leaves the challenges of determining and agreeing upon the baseline background levels to use
and enforcing the criteria as noted above. Even a 6 dB level above background would result in very low criteria

of 36 dB for some receptors that could have a background in the 30 dB range.

It would be reasonable for the Town to consider adding minimum floor criteria to the bylaw. 40dB(A)is a very
low noise level (roughly equivalent to a quiet whisper) that CRA believes would be a very reasonable floor
criteria noise level for a rural area. Ontario uses 40 dB(A) as the minimum noise criteria for rural areas. CRA is
not aware of any jurisdiction that has an ambient noise level limit less than 40 dB(A).

If the Town adds a 40 dB(A) floor to the bylaw, this would be the minimum noise limit applicable. For example,

if background was determined to be approximately 30 dB(A), the current bylaw would result in a 33 dB(A)
criteria. With the minimum floo, the criteria would become 40 dB(A).

630631-Memo-021
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MEMORANDUM 217 Montgomery Street

Suite 1000
Syracuse, NY 13202

315.471.0688
To: Camie McGraw F: 315.471.1061

www.edrpc.com
From: Ben Brazell

Date: February 22, 2010

Reference:  Allegany Wind Power Project
Response to CRA Comments on DEIS

EDR Project No. 06059

Comments:

This EDR memorandum provides responses to all CRA comment memorandums (009 through 020)
for the Allegany Wind Power Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). The responses
below are presented in order and in relation to the numbers provided on the respective CRA
memorandum.

CRA Memo-009

Section 2.0 — Description of Proposed Action

1. Edits were made to the DEIS based on CRA’s markups.

2. Comment noted. All figures were submitted for review on January 29, 2010.

3. The DEIS was updated to assure consistency with the Town of Allegany Wind Energy
Regulations. Specifically, under (D) Decommissioning and Site Restoration Plan and
Bond on page 11 of the regulations, it states “The restoration plan shall identify the specific
properties it applies to and shall indicate removal of all buildings, structures, wind turbines,
access roads and/or driveways and foundations to 3.5 feet below finish grade...” This was
essentially restated in the DEIS (see DEIS pages 15 and 33), and because the regulation
does not specify removal of collection lines, the depth of collection line burial was not
changed.

4. The DEIS has been searched/edited so the rotor diameter and year of construction is
consistently stated throughout.

5. This comment was addressed in Seciton 2.5.1 of the DEIS.

6. This comment regarding O&M facility disturbance was addressed to assure consistency in
Section 2.5.7 and Section 2.6.10, as well as the Impact Assumptions Table (Table 1) of the
DEIS.

7. Section 2.6.1 of the DEIS (Pre-Construction Activities) was updated to clearly indicate that
geotechnical borings will be conducted at all turbine locations prior to construction.

8. This comment was addressed in Section 2.6.2 of the DEIS.

9. Section 2.6.3 of the DEIS was updated to clarify discussion regarding trees that are cleared.

Environmental Design & Research,
Landscape Architecture, Planning,
Environmental Services,

Engineering and Surveying, P.C.
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10. These comments were addressed in Section 2.6.4 of the DEIS. Specifically, the NYSDOT
was added to the list and the discussion regarding stockpiled soil was removed and inserted
under Section 2.6 (Project Construction) to indicate it relates to all aspects of construction.

11. These comments were addressed in Section 2.6.5 of the DEIS by referencing the project-
specific SWPPP and by indicated the conditions under which geotextile fabric would be
necessary.

12. This comment was addressed in Section 2.6.5 of the DEIS as suggested.

13. These comments were addressed in Section 2.6.6 of the DEIS by inserting the suggested
language and specifically referencing the blasting plan.

14. This comment was addressed in Section 2.6.7 of the DEIS as requested.

15. A new table (Table 2. Project Disturbance) was created to address this comment.

16. These comments were addressed in Section 2.8 of the DEIS as appropriate. All comments
specific to the decommissioning plan will be addressed in such plan, which must be
approved prior to issuance of a Special Use Permit.

17. This comment was addressed in Section 2.9 (Table 3) of the DEIS by adding the Department
of Health.

Section 3.4 - Climate and Air Quality

Sections 3.4.3 and 3.10.3.2.8 of the DEIS were updated (and corrected) to reference Section 4.2
and Appendix G,

Section 6.0 — Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources

This Section was adequate.

Section 7.0 — Growth Inducing Impacts

This Section was adequate.

Section 9.0 - Effects on Use and Conservation of Enerqy Resources
This Section was adequate.

CRA Memo-010

Section 3.10 — Public Safety
1. This comment was addressed in Section 3.10.1.2 of the DEIS by adding “March 2009".
2. This comment was addressed in Section 3.10.2.2.4 of the DEIS to clarify that there is more
than one circuit.
3. As indicated above, Section 3.10.3.2.8 of the DEIS was updated (and corrected) to reference
Section 4.2 and Appendix G..

CRA Memo-011

Section 3.1 — Geology, Soils, and Topography
1. Table 6 of the DEIS {Section 3.1.1.3) was updated to include Prime Farmland and Farmland
of Statewide Importance, while the subsequent paragraph addresses hydric soils.






February 22, 2010
Camie McGraw
Page 3

2. This comment was addressed in Section 3.1.2.1 of the DEIS by clarifying the difference
between the GZA and EDR investigations.

3. A consistent number of 2,500 feet is used throughout the DEIS.

4. The reference to disturbance specifically refers to the impact assumptions (not total
disturbance), and therefore the reference to Table 1 (Impact Assumptions) is correct.

5. This comment was addressed in Section 3.1.2.1 by referencing the preliminary SWPPP in
Appendix C of the DEIS.

6. This comment was addressed in Section 3.1.3 of the DEIS by adding the suggested
language.

7. This comment was addressed in Section 3.1.3 of the DEIS by defining “old field".

Preliminary Geotechnical Evaluation
1. This comment was addressed in Section 3.1.1 of the DEIS by clarifying the purpose of the

preliminary geotechnical investigation and indicating that borings will be conducted at all
turbine locations prior to construction.

Preliminary Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
1. Edits were made to the Preliminary SWPPP based on CRA's markups.

Prelminary Blasting Plan
This Section was adequate.

CRA Memo-012

Section 3.8 — Traffic and Transportation
1. This comment was addressed in Section 3.8.2 of the DEIS by addressing the access routes
to the O&M building and substation. In addition, the Route Evaluation Study was updated to
include these discussions and depict the locations of the associated components.
This comment was addressed in Section 3.8.2.1 and 3.8.2.2 of the DEIS as suggested.
This comment was addressed in Section 3.8.3 of the DEIS as suggested.
This comment was addressed in Section 3.8.3 of the DEIS by replacing the word “should”
with the word “will".
This comment was addressed in Section 3.8.3 of the DEIS by discussing the pre-
construction video documentation.
6. This comment was addressed in Section 3.8.3 of the DEIS by adding the suggested
language regarding the road-use agreement.
7. This comment was addressed in Section 3.8.3 of the DEIS by adding the suggested
language regarding a road bond.

Rl

o

Section 3.11 — Community Facilities and Services
This Section was adequate.

Route Evaluation Study
1. This study was updated to address this comment by replacing the word “should” with the
word “will”.
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2.

This study was updated to address the pre-construction video and associated report.

CRA Memo-013

Communication Studies

These reports were adequate.

Section 3.12 ~ Communication Facilities

1. This comment was addressed by appending the recently received FAA determinations

2.

(Appendix S).
This comment was addressed in Section 3.12.1.3 of the DEIS as suggested.

CRA Memo-014

3.13 — Land Use and Zoning

Section
1.

2.

Section

Comment noted. All figures were submitted for review on January 29, 2010.

This comment was addressed in Section 3.13.2.2 of the DEIS by removing the referenced
statement as it was incorrect. The operating project is not anticipated to interfere with
ongoing land use.

5.0 — Alternatives Analysis

1.

Section

The interconnection request was further explained in Section 5.1 of the DEIS.

8.0 - Cumulative Impacts

1.

2.

3.

4.

This comment was addressed in Section 8.0 of the DEIS by clarifying the discussion on the
two Wethersfield projects.

This comment was addressed in Section 8.0 of the DEIS by discussing the potential
cumulative construction impacts.

This comment was addressed in Section 8.0 of the DEIS by adding a general statement
about the projects that do not have available turbine counts.

This comment was addressed in Section 8.0 of the DEIS by expanding the discussion on bat
fatalities.

CRA Memo-015

Section

3.5 -~ Visual and Aesthetic Resources

1.

2.
3.

This comment was addressed throughout the DEIS, including Section 3.5 by presenting
consistent rotor diameters and project acres.

This comment was addressed in Section 3.5.3 of the DEIS as suggested.

This comment was addressed in Section 3.5.2.2.6 of the DEIS by referencing the local
ordinance.
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Shadow Flicker Analysis

1.

NI A WN

The rotor diameter is 100 meters and this shadow flicker study and DEIS has been updated
to assure consistency throughout. Figure 3 of this report previously contained a typo (488
feet), which has been corrected.

The source of the wind rose data has been included in the shadow flicker report.

The source of the sunshine data has been included in the shadow flicker report.

The conservative approach regarding vegetative masking has been clarified.

The requested new table has been included as an appendix to the shadow flicker report.
Table 1 has been updated to include the requested information.

The figures have been updated to label the turbines.

The graphic in Attachment B has been updated to depict the three receptors.

Visual Impact Assessment

1.
2.

w

2oENOOs

Page numbers have been corrected.

The rotor diameter is 100 meters and this visual study and DEIS has been updated to assure
consistency throughout. Figure 3 of this report previously contained a typo (488 feet), which
has been corrected. All analyses are based on the correct height.

This comment has been addressed by committing to additional analysis when information
becomes available.

Balloon visibility in Figure 12, Sheet 1 has been addressed.

The potential for additional visibility has been addressed as requested.

The figure sheets have been edited to address this comment.

The discrepancy has been discussed as requested.

The figure has been revised to include the turbine at the 6-mile mark as requested.

Figure edits have been made as requested.

. Local spelling has been updated/corrected in this visual study and the DEIS to assure

consistency throughout.

CRA Memo-016

Section 1.0 — Executive Summary

1.
2.
3.

4.

Edits were made based on CRA's markups.

This has been edited to indicate up to six full time positions.

This comment was addressed in Section 1.0 of the DEIS by addressing modeled flicker and
industry standard.

This comment was addressed/clarified in Section 1.0. It is not the Project Sponsor's
intention to have two separate environmental monitors.

Section 4.0 — Unavoidable Adverse Impacts

1.

This Section is adequate.

Community Qutreach and Communication Plan

1.
2.

This comment was addressed in the plan as requested.
This comment was addressed in the plan as requested.
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3. Emergency services and schools were added to the list as requested.
4. This comment regarding the 800 number has been updated as requested.
5. This comment regarding contact within 48 hours has been addressed as requested.

CRA Memo-017

Section 3.7 ~ Sound
1. Section 3.7.2.2 of the DEIS was updated to address the local ordinance.
2. This comment was addressed in Section 3.7.2.2 of the DEIS.
3. Section 3.7.2.2 of the DEIS was updated to address waivers.

Environmental Sound Survey and Noise Impact Assessmen
1. The following response has been provided by David Hessler:

The measured vs. modeled agreement we have seen at a number of sites substantially similar to this
one has been predicated on a ground absorption coefficient of 0.5 as used in this assessment. In
other words, if we used a coefficient of 1.0 as suggested | would expect the model to slightly
underestimate the mean or typical project sound level. Consequently, | would not be comfortable in
using that approach; particularly since experience indicates that caution and conservatism are
prudent when it comes to wind turbine noise predictions. We have seen one case where 1.0 was the
right value to use (i.e. it made the calculated levels match the measured levels) but it was at a
Midwestem site in the middle of a vast field of 2 ft. high soybeans over freshly churned earth (highly
absorptive). But that was in the summertime at that site. | don't think that performance would carry
over to the mountainous and wooded Allegany site. At two test sites in NY not far from Allegany we
found that 0.5 was the proper coefficient.

CRA Memo-018

Section 3.6 — Histori¢, Cultural & Archeological Resources
1. This comment was addressed in Section 3.6.2.1.1 of the DEIS. Specifically, the Phase 1A
report addresses two potential routes (northern and eastern) and the northern route, which is
no longer proposed, crossed the sensitive areas.
2. This sentence was edited as suggested in Section 3.6.3.1 of the DEIS.
3. This comment was addressed in Section 3.6.3.2 of the DEIS by including a broad timeframe
for development of the plan.

Phase 1B Cultural Resources Survey

This report was adequate.

Historic Architectural Resources Survey

This report was adequate.
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CRA Memo-019

Section 3.2 — Water Resources
1. This comment was addressed in Section 3.2.3 of the DEIS as requested by providing
examples of special crossing techniques.
2. This comment was addressed in Section 3.2.3 of the DEIS by referencing the community
relations plan and providing an example of potential mitigation.

Water Supply Survey
This report was adequate.

Wetland Delineation Report
1. Comment noted. Please also note, based on EDR's recent communications with Corps
personnel, it is our understanding that delineations conducted in 2009 will not require use of
the new data forms, but all delineations that occur in 2010 or later will require use of these
new forms.
2.

Section 3.3 — Biological Resources

1. This comment was addressed in Section 3.3.1.1.2 of the DEIS (see also Appendix J).

2. The requested statement was added to Section 3.3.2.2.3 of the DEIS.

3. This comment was addressed in Section 3.3.2.1.1, Section 3.3.2.1.2, Section 3.3.2.2.2, and
Table 8 of the DEIS. :

4. This comment was addressed in Section 3.3.3.2 of the DEIS.

Species Lists
The species lists were adequate.

Final Environmental Studies Work Plan for the Allegany Wind Project, Cattaraugus County, New
York
1. The transmittal letter associated with the final work plan submitted to the NYSDEC is now
included in Appendix 1, and this transmittal letter indicates the plan is based on comments
provided by the NYSDEC.

A_2007 Breeding Bird Survey at the Proposed Allegany Wind Project in Cattaraugus County, New
York

This study was adequate.

Fall 2007 Bird and Bat Migration Survey Report: Visual, Radar, and Acoustic Bat Surveys for the

Allegany Wind Project in Aliegany, New York
This study was adequate.

Spring 2008 Bird and Bat Migration Survey Report: Visual, Radar, and Acoustic Bat Surveys for the
Allegany Wind Project in Allegany, New York
This study was adequate.
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Summer-Fall 2008 Bird and Bat Studies

This study was adequate.

January 5, 2010, Stantec responses to CRA comments from December 5. 2008
1.

2.

Comment noted.

Independent of the SEQRA record, the Project Sponsor has requested a meeting with the
NYSDEC to discuss the results of the various studies conducted, potential risk, and potential
future actions.

Comment noted.

CRA Memo-020
Draft Environmental impact Statement

1.
2.

3.

Town Board approval was addressed in Table 35 of the DEIS.

This comment was addressed in Section 3.5.1.1.8 of the DEIS and the visual study to
indicate the correct location of St. Bonaventure University.

This comment was addressed throughout the DEIS to assure consistent spellings of local
roads/creeks.

This comment regarding potential sound impacts to historic structures was addressed in
Section 3.6.2.2.2 of the DEIS.

This comment regarding the radar in Bradford, PA was addressed in Section 3.12.2.2.6 of
the DEIS.

This comment regarding concern over wells was addressed in Section 3.2.3 of the DEIS by
referencing the community relations plan and providing an example of potential mitigation.
This comment was addressed in Section 2.8 of the DEIS, as indicated in the CRA
memorandum. ‘

This comment was addressed in Section 3.8.2.1 of the DEIS,

Additional comments provided from the Town Planner, Carol Horowitz, were addressed in
their respective DEIS Sections.
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To: Robert Phillips, Planning Board Chairman REF.NO.: 630631

FrROM: Camie McGraw, David Britton, P.E. /ck/014 DATE: January 27, 2010
C.C. Town Planning Board

Carol Horowitz, Town Planner
Daniel A. Spitzer, Esq.

Benjamin Brazell, EDR

Kevin Sheen, Everpower Renewables
Douglas Ward, Young/Sommer, LLC

RE: Allegany Wind Project - Review of Section 3.13, Land Use and Zoning; Section 5.0,
Alternative Analysis, and Section 8.0, Cumulative Impacts, of the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement

Conestoga-Rovers & Associates (CRA) has completed a review of Section 3.13, Land Use and Zoning;
Section 5.0, Alternative Analysis, and Section 8.0, Cumulative Impacts, for Everpower Renewables’
Allegany Wind Project DEIS. The following comments and requests for clarification and information shall
be tracked and responded to by EDR, Engineer for Everpower, in order for CRA to verify that all
outstanding issues have been addressed.

Section 3.13, Land Use and Zoning

1. CRA shall reserve final comments on Section 3.13 until the referenced Figures have been submitted for
review.

2. Section 3.13.2.2: Under Operation, the following statement is made: “.. .clearing of land categorized as
wild, forested, conservation lands and public parks to accommodate Project construction will have
long-term impact on forested land use.” This general statement must be expanded to discuss what the
long-term, operation impacts are and how they have been mitigated to the extent practical.

Section 5.0, Alternative Analysis

1. Section 5.1: The applicant shall explain why an interconnection request for 79 MW was sent to NYISO
and how it relates to the final 72.5 MW project.

Section 8.0, Cumulative Impacts

L. In this Section, the applicant discusses cumulative impacts due to the Bliss Windpark, Wethersfield
Windpark, Allegany Windpark, and the Wethersfield Wind Farm. It is unclear from this Section that
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the Wethersfield Windpark is an expansion of the municipality’s initial trial project Wethersfield Wind
Farm. In fact, the Wethersfield Windpark is discussed along with the Bliss Windpark due to
involvement of the same developer. The two Wethersfield projects should be tied together during the
discussion.

2. The Noble Allegany Windpark has not yet initiated construction. Therefore, the cumulative impact
discussion should include the possibility that this project will be constructed during the same time
period as the proposed Allegany Wind Project and potential cumulative construction impacts.

3. When the cumulative impacts for avian fatalities are estimated, the total number of turbines is stated as
257. This is the total of the proposed project and the three projects identified by the NYSDEC for
discussion. The total does not take into account the three projects that the applicant identified from the
NYISO queue. Although turbine counts may not be available, the applicant should provide a general
discussion of the potential for cumulative impacts from these projects.

4. During the discussion of avian fatalities, the applicant references the field studies provided in the
Appendices and relative impacts to the observed population, as well as other sources of bird mortality.
For the discussion of bat fatalities, none of this discussion and referencing is provided. The applicant
shall further discuss the estimated bat mortality rate determined for cumulative impacts, and how these
figures compare to other information available, the results of the bat surveys conducted for this project
site, and what impact this may mean for the bat population.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.

630631-Memo-012
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To: Robert Phillips, Planning Board Chairman REF.NO.: 630631
FROM: Camie McGraw, David Britton, P.E., Gordon Reusing/ck/010 DATE: January 27, 2010
C.C. Town Planning Board

Carol Horowitz, Town Planner
Daniel A. Spitzer, Esq.

Benjamin Brazell, EDR

Kevin Sheen, Everpower Renewables
Douglas Ward, Young/Sommer, LLC

RE: Allegany Wind Project ~ Review of Section 3.10, Public Safety, of the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement

Conestoga-Rovers & Associates (CRA) has completed a review of Section 3.10, Public Safety, for Everpower
Renewables’ Allegany Wind Project DEIS. The following comments and requests for clarification and
information shall be tracked and responded to by EDR, Engineer for Everpower, in order for CRA to verify
that all outstanding issues have been addressed.

Section 3.10 — Public Safety

1. InSection 3.10.1.2, the date of the Altona Windpark turbine collapse (March 2009) should be included
for reference.

2. Section 3.10.2.2.4: The following sentence appears in the second paragraph, “Power to the circuit of the
project with the turbine fire is also disconnected.” This statement is unclear. It implies that the entire
windpark project is disconnected in the case of a fire.

3. Section 3.10.3.2.8: The Project Complaint Resolution Plan is referenced as a yet-unnumbered Appendix.
In Section 3.4, it is stated that the complaint resolution procedure is discussed further in Section 4.1.
Either one or both these references is accurate, and therefore should be mentioned in both these
Sections.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.
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Environmental Sound Survey and Noise Impact Assessment

1. Hessler evaluated the environmental noise impact from the Project using conservative model inputs.
CRA agrees with the method and analysis for the most part.

However, a ground absorption co-efficient (G) value of 0.5 was used to represent the entire model area
which consists of a largely rural Project site and absorptive ground surface that would otherwise be
modeled using a value of up to G = 1.0.

Itis CRA's experience that ground-type is typically modeled using the following absorption co-efficient
values:

A) G =10, representative for soil/ grass, woods/high foliage, non-compacted, soft-porous ground

B) G =05, representative for non-compacted gravel, somewhat porous

C) G =0.25, representative for asphalt, urban, mostly reflective surfaces

D) G =0, representative for concrete, water, hard and entirely reflective surfaces

CRA notes that Hessler stated "our own extensive experience comparing actual wind turbine sound
levels with model calculations based on ISO 9613-2 indicates that the standard is highly accurate - to
about +/-1 dB based on a number of field trials involving wind turbines with 80 m hub heights". The
comparison shows very good agreement and ground truthing to the model results. The G value used in
these previous models versus field trials is unknown. The G value used in the current Project model
may be re-considered respective of site conditions and the noise impact presented accordingly; the
predicted off-site noise impact at only a few valley residences is 41 dBA, which is 1 dBA over the
NYSDEC threshold of 40 dBA. Increasing the G value will obviously decrease the off-site noise impact
predictions.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.

630631-Memo-017
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CONESTOGA-ROVERS
& ASSOCIATES
To: Robert Phillips, Planning Board Chairman REF.NO.: 630631
dud
FrOM: Camie McGraw, David Britton, P.E. /ck/011 DATE: January 27, 2010
C.C. Town Planning Board

Carol Horowitz, Town Planner
Daniel A. Spitzer, Esq.

Benjamin Brazell, EDR

Kevin Sheen, Everpower Renewables
Douglas Ward, Young/Sommer, LLC

RE: Allegany Wind Project - Review of Section 3.1, Geology, Soils, and Topography and
Appendices - Preliminary Geotechnical Evaluation; Preliminary Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Plan; and Preliminary Blasting Plan, of the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement

Conestoga-Rovers & Associates (CRA) has completed a review of Section 3.1, Geology, Soils, and
Topography and Appendices - Preliminary Geotechnical Evaluation; Preliminary Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Plan; Preliminary Blasting Plan; and Water Supply Survey for Everpower Renewables’ Allegany
Wind Project DEIS. The following comments and requests for clarification and information shall be tracked

and responded to by EDR, Engineer for Everpower, in order for CRA to verify that all outstanding issues
have been addressed.

Section 3.1 - Geology, Soils and Topography

1. Section 3.1.1.3: The applicant should add the Prime Farmland and Farmland of Statewide Importance
designation to the proceeding soil table, as well as Hydric Soil status.

2. Section 3.1.2.1, Page 3: In this paragraph, the applicant discusses the need for “detailed subsurface
survey” at the footprint of each turbine, and makes the statement that the proposed turbine locations
are based on “detailed on-site investigation.” These statements are misleading. The applicant should
modify this section to clearly differentiate between these two investigations. Although the proposed
locations are based on the Preliminary Geotechnical Evaluation (included as an Appendix), each site
will undergo required additional investigation prior to turbine construction.

3.  Section 3.1.2.1, Page 4: This Section indicates that there are no permanent residences within 1,500 feet of

the proposed turbines. In several other Sections, the distance of 2,500 feet is stated. A consistent
number shall be used in the DEIS.

4. Section 3.1.2.1, Page 4: This Section references a total disturbance as shown in Section 2.5. As indicated

in comments for Section 2.0, total disturbances were not provided. These Sections shall contain the
same numbers.
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5. Section 3.1.2.1, Page 4: It is stated that the soils tend to be highly erodible. In addition, it is stated that
both proposed transmission line routes will traverse steep slopes. This potential impact should be

discussed further and references made to the relevant sections of the Stormwater Pollution Prevention
Plan.

6. Section 3.1.3: In the event that blasting is necessary, the applicant states that potential impacts will be
mitigated based on the measures in the Preliminary Blasting Plan in the Appendices. Although the
Preliminary Blasting Plan does outline the steps the contractor must take should blasting be necessary,
the applicant should expand this Section to indicate that a final blasting plan, as well as pre- and
post-blasting surveys will be required as outlined in the preliminary plan.

7. Section 3.1.3, Page 6: The applicant must define the term “old field community” as used to describe the
location of the staging area.

Preliminary Geotechnical Evaluation

1. CRA notes that seven test bores were conducted as part of the initial site investigation. Since that time,
the layout and number of turbines has been modified. The applicant should provide a purpose
statement and justification to support the decision to complete this number of borings, how their
locations were selected, and how the change in turbine locations affect the results with special concern
over Turbines 7W-11W, which are beyond the current boring locations.

Preliminary Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan

1. See attached Word file for markups.

Preliminary Blasting Plan

This Section is adequate.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Attachments: Preliminary Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (Revision 1)

630631-Memo-011






285 Delaware Avenue, Suite 500, Buffalo, NY 14202
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GCONESTOGA~-ROVERS
& ASSOCIATES

To: Robert Phillips, Planning Board Chairman REF.NO.: 630631
FrROM: Camie McGrawC %d Britton, P.E., Stephen Koo/des/015  DATE: February 8, 2010
C.C: Town Planning Board

Carol Horowitz, Town Planner
Daniel A. Spitzer, Esq.

Benjamin Brazell, EDR

Kevin Sheen, Everpower Renewables
Douglas Ward, Young/Sommer, LLC

RE: Allegany Wind Project - Review of Section 3.5, Visual and Aesthetic Resources and
Appendices - Shadow Flicker Analysis and Visual Impact Assessment, of the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement

CRA Infrastructure & Engineering, Inc., (CRA) has completed a review of Section 3.5, Visual and Aesthetic
Resources, and Appendices ~ Shadow Flicker Analysis and Visual Impact Assessment, for Everpower
Renewables’ Allegany Wind Project DEIS. The following comments and requests for clarification and
information shall be tracked and responded to by Environmental Design & Research (EDR), Engineer for
Everpower, in order for CRA to verify that all outstanding issues have been addressed.

Section 3.5, Visual and Aesthetic Resources

1. As noted in previous memos, rotor diameter has been stated as 100 meters and 99.8 meters. Dimensions
shall be consistent throughout the DEIS and the Appendices. This includes the total Project site in acres,
which is stated as 8,940 acres in this Section and 9,119 acres in other Sections.

2. InSection 3.5.2.1, Construction, the applicant states that dust during construction can be considered an
adverse impact on aesthetic resources. Yet, under Mitigation, the control of dust during construction
activities is not discussed. Basic methods, which the contractor will utilize to control dust, shall be
outlined in this Section or reference the appropriate section where this discussion already occurs.

3. Section 3.5.2.2.6: The DEIS states that “setback distances proposed by the Project Sponsor for turbines
(2,500 feet from residences) will largely redress the potential for impact from shadow flicker.” This
distance is based on the required setback from the Town's Zoning Ordinance and shall be discussed and
referenced as such.
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Shadow Flicker Analysis

1

Section 1.0: The turbine rotor diameter is stated at 99.8 meters (327 feet), and the overall turbine height
is stated at 150 meters (492 feet). Figure 3 of the Report provides a visual presentation of the modeled
turbine that shows a rotor diameter of 100 meters (328 feet) and an overall turbine height of 148.7 meters
(488 feet). The figure and statements are inconsistent. Further, a rotor diameter of 99.8 meters is
restated in Section 3.0, Bullet 4.

Section 3.0, Bullet 5: The annual wind rose provided in Table 1 of Attachment A does not provide
information on where the data is from, how it was collected, or the collection year (or years). If this
information was collected from an on-site meteorological tower or local weather station, that fact should
be stated. The measurement period used to develop the annual wind rose should also be included.
Wind data should be representative of the proposed Project.

Section 3.0, Bullet 6: The source of data and collection period for the sunshine values used should be
stated. Sunshine values should be representative of the Project.

Section 3.0, Bullet 10: The language used for the USGS DEM data implies that no consideration was
given to vegetation masking during the calculation of shadow isolines. This should be clearly stated as
being a conservative approach.

Section 4.0: In addition to the second set of short summary bullets of total number of impacted
structures with corresponding number of hours of shadow flicker, a more exhaustive summary of all
structure IDs, with their individual flicker impacts, should be provided in a table format. This will aid
the Project during the public consultation phase of the application before the Towns. The table should
contain the following columns:

Structure ID

Physical address

Number of possible flicker days

Maximum flicker hours per day

Total predicted shadow flicker per year

Whether or not the impacted structure is a project participant

Section 5.0, Table 1: Include the physical addresses and whether or not the receptor is a project
participant.

Turbines are unlabeled on the Figures. All Figures shall identify turbines by ID numbers (e.g., 5E, 5W)
shown in Attachment C.

Attachment B: Section 5.0 listed three receptors that were impacted by shadow flicker greater than 10
hours per year. Only one of these receptors was found in the figure in Attachment B (receptor 8446).
The remaining two receptors were not found (receptors 8439 and 8440). These receptors should be
readily identifiable in the figure as they are the most impacted by flicker.

630631-Memo-015
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CONESTOGA-ROVERS
& ASSOCIATES

To: Robert Phillips, Planning Board Chairman REF.NO.: 630631

FROM: Camie McGraw, David Britton, P.E., Gordon Reusing, DATE: February 8, 2010
Tim Wiens/des/017

C.C.: Town Planning Board

Carol Horowitz, Town Planner
Daniel A. Spitzer, Esq.

Benjamin Brazell, EDR

Kevin Sheen, Everpower Renewables
Douglas Ward, Young/Sommer, LLC

RE: Allegany Wind Project - Review of Section 3.7, Sound; and Appendices - Environmental
Sound Survey and Noise Impact Assessment of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement

CRA Infrastructure & Engineering, Inc., (CRA) has completed a review of Section 3.7, Sound; and
Appendices ~ Environmental Sound Survey and Noise Impact Assessment, for Everpower Renewables’
Allegany Wind Project DEIS. The following comments and requests for clarification and information shall
be tracked and responded to by Environmental Design & Research (EDR), Engineer for Everpower, in order
for CRA to verify that all outstanding issues have been addressed.

Section 3.7, Sound

1. Both Section 3.7 and the Noise Impact Assessment do not include review of the project in accordance
the Town of Allegany Zoning Ordinance noise setbacks and limits.

2. "Wind Turbine Sound and Health Effects - An Expert Panel Review" prepared for the American Wind
Energy Association and the Canadian Wind Energy Association, December 2009, should be referenced
in both the Sound Survey and the DEIS documents.

This document is the most current reference that gathered a multi-disciplinary panel of experts in the
field of acoustics, science and medicine to evaluate current wind turbine literature.

3. Section 3.7 shall also discuss waivers or easements, which may be required or requested.
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YVisual Impact Assessment

1.

2.

10.

The page numbers are incorrect throughout the report.

Section 2.2.1: The turbine hub height is stated at 328 feet (100 meters), the rotor diameter is stated at 328
feet (100 meters), and the maximum turbine height is stated at 492 feet (150 meters). Figure 3 of the VIA
provides a visual presentation of the modeled turbine that shows a rotor diameter of 100 meters (328
feet) and an overall turbine height of 148.7 meters (488 feet). The figure and statements are inconsistent.
Further, as the modeled turbine is slightly shorter than the one stated in the VIA, this will result in a
minor underestimation of the visual impact.

Section 2.2.4: The VIA states that two meteorological towers, each with a height of 262 feet (80 meters),
will be installed to collect wind data and validate Project performance. As these heights are significant
and similar to those of the turbines, they should also be considered as part of the visual impact
assessment once their final design and locations have been finalized.

Viewpoint 15 (Figure 12): The description of this location and viewpoint states that no turbines are
visible. However, the balloon is clearly visible above the tree line in Figure 12, Sheet 1.

Viewpoint 79 (Figure 19): There are three turbines visible at this viewpoint. These turbines are the
northernmost turbines along the eastern ridgeline and the angle of the photograph is directed at these
turbines. It would appear that if the viewer were to modify their angle towards the south, several other
turbines would be potentially visible. The applicant shall discuss the potential for additional visual
impacts in such a situation for this and other viewpoints.

Figure 5, Sheets 2 to 9: The photo numbers used for referencing are repeated for different land use
classifications.

Figure 8, Sheets 1 to 4: The topography-based viewshed indicates a large area where turbines may be
visible. Upon inclusion of vegetation, the visible turbine area shrinks significantly. However, the field
survey using balloons demonstrates flaws in the vegetation viewshed, as areas where the balloons were
visible, are not shown as potential areas on Figure 8. The applicant shall discuss this discrepancy.

Figure 9, Sheet 2: The visible section presented for Chipmunk Creek/Road at approximately the 5-mile
mark does not consider the wind turbine sited at the 6-mile mark. This figure should be revised to
include the wind turbine sited at the 6-mile mark.

Figure 10: Viewpoints 43 and 184 are not labeled as photo simulation locations (green triangle) on this
Figure. For clarity, add the balloon locations and a viewing direction to all marked viewpoints selected
for simulation. Further, add a box reference indicating the location of the inset box with respect to the
rest of Figure 10.

Ensure that the local spelling of roads, waterways, and geographical features are consistent. There are
multiple occurrences of similar sounding features with different spellings, such as Chipmunk Creek
versus Chipmonk Creek.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.

630631-Memo-015






285 Delaware Avenue, Suite 500, Buffalo, NY 14202
Telephone: (716) 856-2142  Fax: (716) 856-2160
http://www.craworld.com

CONESTOGA-ROVERS
& ASSOCIATES
MEMORANDUM
To: Robert Phillips, Planning Board Chairman REF.NO.: 630631
FrROM: Camie McGraw, David Britton, P.E., DATE: February 10, 2010
Donald Knorr/jap/019 E @ E n v E
cC: Town Planning Board
Carol Horowitz, Town Planner FEB 16 2010
Daniel A. Spitzer, Esq.
Benjamin Brazell, EDR
Kevin Sheen, Everpower Renewables

Douglas Ward, Young/Sommer, LLC

RE: Allegany Wind Project -Section 3.2, Water Resources, Section 3.3, Biological Resources, and
Appendices - Water Supply Survey, Wetland Delineation Report, Species Lists, and Avian
Studies, of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement

CRA Infrastructure & Engineering, Inc. (CRA) has completed a review of Section 3.2, Water Resources,
Section 3.3, Biological Resources, and Appendices - Water Supply Survey, Wetland Delineation Report,
Species Lists, and Avian Studies, for Everpower Renewables’ Allegany Wind Project DEIS. The following
comments and requests for clarification and information shall be tracked and responded to by EDR,
Engineer for Everpower, in order for CRA to verify that all outstanding issues have been addressed.

Section 3.2, Water Resources

1. This Section clearly indicates that installation of the transmission line will require crossing of two state-
mapped streams. In Section 3.2.3 Proposed Mitigation, the applicant references “special crossing
techniques” to minimize impacts. Further explanation of these special crossing techniques shall be
provided in regards to stream crossings.

2. Although the chance of impact to local wells and springs is minimal, as outlined in this Section, the

applicant shall explain under Proposed Mitigation what procedures shall be implemented should local
wells/springs be negatively impacted due to the Project.

Water Supply Survey
This Section is adequate.

Wetland Delineation Report

1. Since the delineation was conducted, the U.S Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) has issued their
Regional Supplement to the Corps’ Delineation Manual for Northcentral and Northeast. The Corps
may require that the Applicant submit the new data forms issued under this supplement. This will not
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Fall 2007 Bird and Bat Migration Survey Report: Visual, Radar, and Acoustic Bat Surveys for the
Allegany Wind Project in Allegany, New York

This Section is adequate.

Spring 2008 Bird and Bat Migration Survey Report: Visual, Radar, and Acoustic Bat Surveys for the
Allegany Wind Project in Allegany, New York

This Section is adequate.

Summer- Fall 2008 Bird and Bat Studies

This Section is adequate.

January 5, 2010, Stantec responses to CRA comments from December 5, 2008

1. On page 2, item 2, Stantec states that the 2007 survey report was not intended to be an avian and bat risk
assessment and that it is the responsibility of the NYSDEC and USFWS to determine the level of risks to
birds and bats. CRA agrees with both statements and will await comments from NYSDEC and USFWS
during the agency comment period.

2. However, the preparation of an avian and bat risk assessment by the Applicant will likely aid the
NYSDEC and USFWS to make their assessments and, therefore, may be beneficial if these agencies have
not already provided such assessments. This is a matter the Applicant may wish to consider.

3. The avian and bat issues shall not be considered resolved until correspondence is received from the
NYSDEC and USFWS regarding the acceptability of the various bird and bat reports; the extent of risks

to birds and bats; and, any recommendations for additional pre- or post-construction studies and/or
mitigation measures.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.

830631-Memo-019
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change the boundaries of any of the delineated wetlands. No further action is required at this time
under SEQR.

Section 3.3, Biological Resources

1. On page 25 of this Section, the applicant states that the USFWS Website was utilized for online
consultation on October 1, 2008 and January 5, 2009. The last consultation occurred over a year prior to
the revision of the DEIS. The applicant shall verify the Website to ensure that no changes have occurred
in the last year.

2. Section 3.3.2.2.3: The applicant states that “habitat for the Appalachian shoestring fern and Appalachian
bristle fern will be avoided during construction to the extent possible.” A statement shall be added that
it is the responsibility of the environmental monitors to inspect the area to be disturbed for such habitat
and ensure implementation of protective measures or avoidance of this habitat.

3. There are several blank values for disturbances in this Section, including the entire Table on page 28.
The final version of the DEIS shall include completion of these blanks so that CRA may verify accuracy
and consistency of any values.

4. This Section (page 26) states that a cerulean warbler bird, a state-listed species of special concern, was
observed while walking between sampling points and is likely a breeding bird within the Project Site.
However, no mitigation measures are discussed in regards to this species. The applicant shall further
discuss protection of this species, which shall include at a minimum, the environmental monitor
inspecting areas of disturbance for the presence of the cerulean warbler bird prior to the start of
construction.

Species Lists

This Section is adequate.

Final Environmental Studies Work Plan for the Allegany Wind Project, Cattaraugus County, New York

1. The August 2007 Work Plan states on page 1, Section 1.0, incorporated recommendations received from
the NYSDEC (specifically from R. Edick, B. Gary, and M. Woythal), including a July 23, 2007 meeting,
July 27 and August 14, 2007. Communications regarding the scope of the studies and a decision by
NYSDEC that stated that Golden Eagle surveys were not necessary.

Therefore, CRA assumes that the number and scope of the studies are adequate to NYSDEC, even
though some of the specific tasks of the studies were less than what are currently recommended by
NYSDEC (in their January 2009 Guidelines for Conducting Bird and Bat Studies...).

Copies of all communications between the Project and the NYSDEC (and USFWS) regarding these
matters and the acceptability of the conducted studies shall be included in the DEIS.

A 2007 Breeding Bird Survey at the Proposed Allegany Wind Project in Cattaraugus County, New York

This Section is adequate.

630631-Memo-019







285 Delaware Avenue, Suite 500, Buffalo, NY 14202
Telephone: (716) 856-2142  Fax: (716) 856-2160
http:/Mww.craworld.com

CONESTOGA-ROVERS
& ASSOCIATES

MEMORANDUM

To: Robert Phillips, Planning Board Chairman

4

C
FrROM: Camie McGraw, David Britton, P.E. /jap/ ({8

CC: Town Planning Board
Carol Horowitz, Town Planner
Daniel A. Spitzer, Esq.
Benjamin Brazell, EDR
Kevin Sheen, Everpower Renewables
Douglas Ward, Young/Sommer, LLC

RE: Allegany Wind Project - Review of Section 3.6, Historic, Cultural & Archeological
Resources, and Appendices ~ Phase 1B Cultural Resources Survey and Historic Architectural
Resources Survey of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement

CRA Infrastructure & Engineering, Inc. (CRA) has completed a review of Section 3.6, Historic, Cultural &
Archeological Resources, and Appendices - Phase 1B Cultural Resources Survey and Historic Architectural
Resources Survey, for Everpower Renewables’ Allegany Wind Project DEIS. The following comments and
requests for clarification and information shall be tracked and responded to by EDR, Engineer for
Everpower, in order for CRA to verify that all outstanding issues have been addressed.

Section 3.6, Historic, Cultural & Archeological Resources

1. Section 3.6.2.1.1 identifies that portions of the proposed transmission line route are considered highly
sensitive for prehistoric archeological resources. However, in Section 3.6.3.1, it is stated that protective
measures shall only be implemented at identified archeological resources. This would seem to indicate
that no precautionary measures should be implemented in the “highly sensitive” portions of the
transmission line route. The applicant shall identify in the DEIS additional protection measures in areas
where the potential for archeological resources has been deemed high.

2. Section 3.6.3.1: The last sentence “Beyond this, additional mitigation is not necessary, and-is-therefore
none-is-propesed” shall be modified as shown.

3. Since the mitigation of impacts to historic and architectural resources depends a plan established
between the applicant, SHPO, and the Towns of Allegany and Olean (as stated in Section 3.6.3.2), an
anticipated schedule or timeline for the development of the plan shall be provided in this Section.

Phase 1B Cultural Resources Survey

This Section is adequate.
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Historic Architectural Resources Survey

This Section is adequate.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.

630631-Memo-018
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CONESTOGA-ROVERS

& ASSOCIATES
MEMORANDUM
TO: Robert Phillips, Planning Board Chairman REF. NO.: 630631
FrOM: Camie McGravéfIéi}/id Britton, P.E., Thomas Levy, P.Eng,, DATE: February 11, 2009
Mel Gates /jac/006
Cc.C.: Town Planning Board

Carol Horowitz, Town Planner
Daniel A. Spitzer, Esq.

Sara Stebbins, EDR

Kevin Sheen, Everpower Renewables
James Muscato, Young/Sommer, LLC

RE: Allegany Wind Project - Review of Preliminary Blasting Plan and
Preliminary Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan for Construction -
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)

Conestoga-Rovers & Associates (CRA) has completed a review of the Preliminary Blasting Plan and the
Preliminary Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan, for Everpower Renewables’ Allegany Wind Project
DEIS. The following comments and requests for clarification and information shall be tracked and

responded to by EDR, Engineer for Everpower, such that CRA can verify that all outstanding issues have
been addressed.

Preliminary Blasting Plan

1. Page 1, first paragraph, last sentence states “Blasted rock or boulders may be broken into a well
graded mixture of the size recommended by the geotechnical engineer”. This item should be revised
to indicate the anticipated locations where this material may be used.

2. Page 1, fifth and sixth paragraphs, Items B and C: These items outline the maximum allowable air-
blast parameters at inhabited and uninhabited buildings. There are different values proposed for
structures owned and not owned by the developer. It is recommended that the value of 128 decibels
peak be applied to both inhabited and uninhabited buildings, both owned and not owned by the
developer for this project, as a conservative measure.

3.  Page 2, Item G: There is a bullet item under Item G. that states “Direction and distance in feet to the
nearest structure neither owned nor controlled by the project developer”. This should be changed to
reference the nearest structure both owned and not owned by the project developer.

4. Page3, Item H, references the completion of a post-blast survey. It also states that any findings
inconsistent between the pre- and post-blasting surveys will be provided to the contractor/
subcontractor/developer. There should be additional information added to this section outlining the
methods and p{'ocedures to be utilized if damage has occurred as a result of blasting operations,
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including but not limited to, impacts to foundations, groundwater supply, and private oil and gas
wells,

5.  Third paragraph on page 1 states that the applicant must approve any blasting. This section must be
revised to state that if blasting is believed to be necessary, the final blasting plan must be submitted to
and approved by the Town, in writing, prior to any blasting activities.

Preliminary Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan

1. Generally, the Preliminary Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan appears to be acceptable with the
following changes/ clarifications:

a.

Section 2.0, Item 2.1, Erosion and Sediment Control, sixth paragraph; this paragraph states that
the erosion and sediment control measures will be inspected at least once every 7 days by a
person knowledgeable in the principals and practices of erosion and sediment control. This item
shall be revised to include additional inspection after storm events.

Section 2.0, Item 2.7, Operation and Maintenance of Erosion and Sediment Control and
Stormwater Management Practices, page 12, third paragraph; this paragraph states all practices
will be inspected at least every seven calendar days. This item shall be revised to include
additional inspection after storm events.

The table, on Page 13, Sump Pit, included a recommended frequency of Weekly inspection.
Revise this item to include inspection after storm events.

The table, on Page 14, Open Stormwater Channels, included a recommended frequency of
monthly inspections during construction and annually thereafter. Revise this item to include
inspection frequency of weekly and after storm events.

2. The General Description in Section 1.2 of the plan provides values different from Section 2.0
previously reviewed as follows. These values must be verified and corrected in the appropriate
section.

Length of buried electrical interconnect lines in Section 2.0 is 12.2 miles and length of above
ground and underground electrical interconnect lines is 12.1 miles in the blasting plan.

Dimensions of crane pad in Section 2.0 are 100 x 60 feet, but in the blasting plan, the crane pad is
listed as 120 x 40 feet.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.

630631-Memo-008





