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June 15, 2012

ByHandDeliveiy

Mrs. Susan Hudson, Clerk
Vermont Public Service Board
112 State Street, Drawer 20
Montpelier, VT 05620-2701

Re: Docket 7867 -- Seneca Mountain Wind LLC’s MET Towers Application

Dear Mrs. Hudson:

Seneca Mountain Wind, LLC (“SMW”) is providing this letter in response to the
Department of Public Service’s June 12, 2012 comments in this docket, which suggest that
construction of the MET towers at issue in this proceeding should be conditioned upon a favorable
host community vote. This is the first time that this issue has been raised in these proceedings, and
DPS did not consult with SMW concerning the issue before filing its comments with the Board.
Given the nature and tinting of this entirely new request, SMW believes a brief response is necessary,
as the issues raised by the DPS go beyond the legal criteria at issue in this docket.

First, as DPS notes on page 2 of its letter, the issue before the Board at this time is SMW’s
request for a Certificate of Public Good for construction of four temporary MET towers — the
docket does not concern a proposal for a wind project. Yet the DPS’s comments then go on to
confuse this very issue, suggesting that the MET tower application should be subject to an up or
down town wide vote on a hypothetical future wind project. No specific wind project proposal has
been presented to any of the potential host towns, and SMW is not yet in a position to say whether
it will actually propose a wind facility in Newark, Brighton, or Ferdinand. Determining whether and
where such a project might be technically feasible is the very purpose of the MET towers proposed
here.

Further, as DPS also notes, the case here is distinct from the situation in the Lowell MET
tower case where the condition was directly tied to potential ratepayer losses should the utility elect
to abandon the project in the future because of the vote. Petition ofGreen Mountain Power Coiporation
for a C’ert/Icate ofPub/ic Goodpursuant to 30 T/S.A. Section 248, authoriin the installation and operation of
three temporay wind towers, Docket 7558, Order dated February 8, 2010, at 12. In that case, ratepayers
would have been left on the hook for a potentially abandoned project to the tune of $500,000.
There is no similar risk to the ratepayer here, and thus no basis under the statutory criteria at issue in
this docket for the Board to require that construction of these MET towers be conditioned on such
a vote.

SMW is aware of the position GMP took in its separate proceeding, and SMW has stated
publicly that it will seriously consider not proceeding with a project if the host communities



ultimately vote against the project, but it would be extremely premature to require such a vote prior
to construction of MET towers, when there is no specific project proposal on the table.

Should SMW ultimately seek to propose a project in the area, the company remains fully
committed to continuing an open and transparent dialogue with the potential host communities and
their residents about such a project. SMW believes that that such a dialogue should include a full
evaluation of a specific project, if one is proposed, and that any town vote on such a project should
occur at a regular town meeting, after the communities have had the opportunity to evaluate the
potential benefits of any proposed project.

SMW agrees with DPS that the comments filed in this proceeding do not raise a significant
issue under the criteria the Board is required to consider under Section 246. SMW respectfully
requests that the Board make its decision based on those statutory criteria, not on issues that are
beyond the scope of this particular proceeding.

Sincerely,

Andrew N. Raubvogel, Esq. /
Dunkiel Saunders Elliott Rautvogel & Hand, PLLC

Cc: Service List
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STATE OF VERMONT
PUBLIC SERVICE BOARD

Application of Seneca Mountain Wind, LLC )
for a Certificate of Public Good for )
Temporary Meteorological Stations, pursuant ) Docket No. 7867
to 30 V.S.A. 35246 and 248 and PSB Order )
dated 3/9/10 )

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I,Jenna Conklin, certify that on June 15, 2012, I forwarded copies of Seneca Mountain Wind, LLC’s
Letter to PSB re: Reiponse to DPS comments to the attached service list by the method noted:

By Hand Delivery:

Mrs. Susan Hudson, Clerk
Vermont Public Service Board
112 State Street, Drawer 20
Montpelier, VT 05620-2701
susan.hudson@state.vt.us

By First Class Mail:

John Beling DonaldJ. Einhorn, Esq.
Aaron Kisicki Vermont Agency of Natural Resources
Vermont Department of Public Service 103 South Main Street
112 State Street 3rd Floor, Center Building
Montpelier VT 05620-2601 Waterbury, Vermont 05671-0301

Requested Intervenors and Interested Parties:

Benjamin Bangs and Noreen Hession Town of Brighton Planning Commission
Newark Neighbors United P0 Box 337
101 Schoolhouse Road Island Pond, VT 05846
Newark, VT 05871

Fiitz Gerhardt
Town of Newark Planning Commission 394 Beck Pond Road
1336 Newark St. Newark, VT 05871
Newark, VT 05871

Town of Newark Selectboard
1336 Newark St.
Newark, VT 05871

Dated at Burlington, Vermont this l5’ day ofJune ?012. A

By:
enna Conklin




