
STATE OF VERMONT 
PUBLIC SERVICE BOARD 

 
Docket No. 7867 
 
Application of Seneca Mountain Wind, LLC, for   ) 
authority, pursuant to 30 V.S.A. §§ 246 and 248, to   ) 
install four temporary meteorological stations, two   ) 
in the Town of Brighton, Vermont, and one each in   ) 
the towns of Ferdinand and Newark, Vermont   ) 
 

 

PREFILED DIRECT TESTIMONY OF  
JOHN SOININEN 

 
ON BEHALF OF SENECA MOUNTAIN WIND, LLC 

November 14, 2012 

 

 

 

Summary: 

Mr. Soininen’s testimony presents Seneca Mountain Wind, LLC’s proposed MET towers project, 
and submits for the record its Application and supporting materials.    



Docket No. 7867 
Prefiled Direct Testimony of John Soininen 

November 14, 2012 
Page 2 of 9 

_____________________________________________ 
 
Q. What are your name, occupation, and business address? 1 

Response:  My name is John Soininen.  I am a co-founder and the Vice President of 2 

Development at Eolian Renewable Energy, LLC.  I am also the project manager for Seneca 3 

Mountain Wind, LLC (“SMW”).  My primary business address is 155 Fleet Street, 4 

Portsmouth, New Hampshire, 03801. 5 

 6 

Q. Please describe your qualifications and experience. 7 

Response:  I have a Bachelor of Science in Civil Engineering from Lehigh University and a 8 

Master of Science in Real Estate Development from MIT.  I have spent my entire 9 

professional career in development and construction management acting as an estimator, 10 

project manager, and principal.  I have been involved with the permitting, design, 11 

development, and/or construction of numerous asset types from small residential projects to 12 

urban mixed-use condominiums to energy facilities.  I have personally erected and 13 

decommissioned meteorological towers.  My resume is attached as Exhibit SMW-JS-1. 14 

 15 

Q. Have you previously testified before the Public Service Board or in other judicial or 16 

administrative proceedings? 17 

Response:  I have never testified before the Public Service Board or in other judicial or 18 

regulatory proceedings related to MET towers or wind energy projects.  I have provided 19 

responses to discovery requests previously in this docket and have presented information 20 

before local boards on numerous occasions.    21 
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Q. What is the purpose of your testimony? 1 

Response:  The purpose of my testimony is to present, and provide for the record, SMW’s 2 

Application and supporting materials for approval to install four temporary meteorological 3 

stations, two in the Town of Brighton, Vermont, and one each in the towns of Ferdinand 4 

and Newark, Vermont (the “Project”).  I will also discuss SMW’s proposed seasonal 5 

restrictions and other conditions related to the installation and maintenance of certain of the 6 

MET towers, based upon our consultation with the Agency of Natural Resources.  7 

 8 

Q. Please identify the Applicant. 9 

 Response:  SMW is a Delaware Limited Liability company, registered to do business in 10 

Vermont, with its principal address at 155 Fleet Street, Portsmouth, NH 03801.  SMW is a 11 

joint venture between Eolian Renewable Energy, LLC (“Eolian”) of Portsmouth, NH and 12 

Nordex USA, Inc. (“Nordex”) of Chicago, Illinois.  Eolian is a New England-based 13 

developer of wind energy projects and Nordex is the US subsidiary of Nordex’s parent 14 

company in Germany that is a turbine manufacturer and developer.  Nordex has a turbine 15 

manufacturing facility in Jonesboro, Arkansas for the production of nacelles for US 16 

installations and currently has more than 4,700 operating turbines in 38 countries.  Eolian is 17 

actively involved in the development of wind energy facilities throughout the Northeast, 18 

which include the installation and operation of MET towers.  SMW is jointly managed by 19 

Eolian and Nordex with Eolian having primary day-to-day management responsibilities.    20 

 21 
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Q. Please describe the proposed project and its location. 1 

Response:  SMW is proposing to install four temporary meteorological (“MET”) towers in 2 

the Towns of Brighton, Ferdinand and Newark, Vermont.  The MET towers are to be 3 

located on some but not all of the legal parcels that are covered by two leases held by SMW 4 

and owned by Daniel Ouimette and Hawk Rock Holdings.  SMW has leased property from 5 

several private landowners (Daniel Ouimette, Hawk Rock Holdings, and Scott and Sara 6 

Williams) who are interested in pursuing the potential to develop a wind energy facility on 7 

their land.     8 

Two of the four MET towers being proposed (the Seneca and Brighton towers) had 9 

been used previously at the Seneca and Brighton locations by a different company (EMDC, 10 

LLC) under a now-expired CPG previously issued by the Public Service Board.  SMW and 11 

its owners have no legal interest in EMDC and EMDC has no legal interest in SMW or this 12 

project.     13 

The application for the proposed MET towers being considered in this docket was 14 

submitted by SMW on April 12, 2012 and is attached here as Exhibit SMW-JS-2.  The 15 

application provides the details of the MET towers as required by the Board’s MET tower 16 

procedures, so I will not repeat them here.  I would note, though, that as is evidenced in that 17 

application, SMW has gone to great lengths to minimize the impacts of these temporary 18 

MET towers.  While SMW leases more than 11,000 acres in three towns, this project will 19 

result in the clearing of just over one (1) acre of land.  Those areas being cleared – 20 

approximately one acre at the Hawk Rock Site and 0.1 acres at the Bull Mountain site – are 21 

early successional forests that have been logged within the last 30 +/- years.  Based upon the 22 
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assessment of SMW’s environmental consultants who provided information for the 1 

application as well as pre-filed testimony in this proceeding, the clearing, installation, and 2 

operation/maintenance of the four MET towers will have minimal impacts to environmental 3 

resources.   4 

After submitting its application in April, SMW received numerous questions and 5 

concerns from members of the public or other entities (either directly or through 6 

submissions to the Public Service Board) about our proposal to install temporary MET 7 

towers.  SMW reviewed these issues carefully and submitted to the Board its responses to 8 

those public comments in June, per the Board’s schedule.  See Exhibit SMW-JS-3 (I am 9 

providing this letter for completeness, understanding that it addresses a number of section 10 

248 criteria that are not within the scope of this proceeding.).    11 

Based on our experience with other MET tower installations, and SMW’s review of 12 

the proposed MET tower sites with our consultants, SMW does not believe that this MET 13 

project will cause an undue adverse impact under any of the applicable 248 criteria that the 14 

Hearing Officer identified for further consideration in this Docket. 15 

 16 

Q.  Since SMW filed its application with the Board, has the Agency of Natural Resources 17 

made any recommendations to SMW concerning conditions that should be part of 18 

any CPG that is issued? 19 

 Response:  Yes.  The Agency of Natural Resources (“ANR”) requested seasonal restrictions 20 

on installation and maintenance of some of the proposed MET towers as a condition of any 21 
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eventual Certificate of Public Good SMW received.  Specifically, SMW has agreed to certain 1 

seasonal restrictions, as follows: 2 

1. Seasonal Restrictions re Installation of the MET towers - construction of the MET 3 

towers is to occur outside of the following periods: 4 

a. September 1 through November 30: Hawk Rock and Bull Mountain towers.  5 

b. February 15 - July 30: Hawk Rock tower (or until it has been confirmed that the 6 

chicks have fledged, if earlier than July 30).  If it is confirmed that peregrines 7 

have not utilized the cliffs for nesting by May 1st of any given year, the seasonal 8 

falcon restriction would be waived for the balance of the season. 9 

2. Maintenance Activities.  Maintenance generally occurs as follows: 10 

a. Monthly - battery check and datacard switch-out.  Every second or third month 11 

would also include an overall visual inspection of towers.  One person, 30-60 12 

minutes/site. 13 

b. Every 6 months, to coincide with monthly visits noted above – cable tension 14 

adjustments as needed.  4 people, 2-3 hours per site. Note that the first such 15 

adjustment needs to occur 2-3 months after towers are installed.  16 

c. Every 2 years - sensor replacement.  3-4 people, one day for all 4 sites. 17 

3.  Seasonal restrictions re Maintenance Activities: No limitations with respect to monthly 18 

checks (item 2a.).  For items 2b. and 2c., maintenance (except unplanned repairs) to 19 

occur outside of the following periods: 20 

i. Sept 1 - November 30: Bull Mountain and Hawk Rock towers. 21 
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ii. February 15 - July 30: Hawk Rock tower (or until it has been confirmed that 1 

the chicks have fledged, if earlier than July 30).  If it is confirmed that 2 

peregrines have not utilized the cliffs for nesting by May 1st of any given 3 

year, the seasonal falcon restriction would be waived for the balance of the 4 

season. 5 

4. Unplanned Repairs of the Towers - to occur outside of the above restricted maintenance 6 

periods, if feasible, i.e., without materially impacting the ongoing collection of MET data. 7 

5. Reporting - Seneca shall annually provide a report, by December 2, to the ANR and the 8 

Board, documenting the number of unplanned entries during the seasonally-restricted 9 

periods for each of the MET sites identified above, and explaining the basis for each 10 

entry. 11 

I note that back in June 2012 ANR initially requested a bear-related spring seasonal 12 

restriction on installation and maintenance of the Brighton MET tower.  However, after 13 

consultation with one of its biologists who subsequently visited the site, ANR informed 14 

SMW that such a spring seasonal restriction would be unnecessary as there is not a 15 

springtime food source for bears at that site.  SMW has agreed to comply with all seasonal 16 

restrictions that ANR has currently recommended. 17 

 18 

Q. Has ANR requested that SMW agree to any other conditions? 19 

 Response:  Yes.  After the application was filed and after ANR and SMW originally 20 

proposed conditions for the CPG (as reflected in our June 4th filing to the Board), ANR has 21 
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revisited with SMW the issue of the Hawk Rock tower.  ANR is now requesting that avian 1 

deflectors be installed on the Hawk Rock MET tower guy wires.  SMW has agreed to that 2 

condition and proposes to install “Firefly Met Tower Bird Diverters” from P&R 3 

Technologies, Inc., or a functionally similar device from a different manufacturer, per the 4 

attached specification sheet and in accordance with the manufacturer’s spacing 5 

recommendations.  See Exhibit SMW-JS-4.  6 

 7 

Q.  In addition to the application, is there any other information that SMW would like to 8 

present to the Board? 9 

 Response:  Yes.  SMW has undertaken considerable effort and expended substantial sums of 10 

money to submit an application for the four temporary meteorological towers that meets the 11 

applicable section 248 criteria.  At no time has SMW sought to cut corners or in any other 12 

way short change or frustrate public involvement in this process.  SMW has been working in 13 

this project area for approximately 18 months and has consistently made concerted efforts to 14 

engage all members of the communities on issues relating to the MET towers and any 15 

potential for future energy facilities.  On numerous occasions SMW has mailed letters and 16 

pamphlets to property owners and taxpayers providing information and seeking questions 17 

and comments.   SMW has also held open houses in both Brighton and Newark that were 18 

open to and well attended by many members of the public.  SMW has held informal social 19 

gatherings inviting close neighbors to meet the team and ask questions.  More formally, 20 

SMW has attended numerous Planning Commission and Selectboard meetings in Newark, 21 

Brighton, and the UTG and also participated in a panel discussion in Brighton.  These 22 
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efforts demonstrate a significant commitment by SMW to ensure that there is an open and 1 

transparent dialogue regarding our proposal. 2 

  SMW is proposing to erect MET towers to further evaluate the potential to develop 3 

a wind energy facility in the Towns of Brighton, Ferdinand, and Newark.  The MET towers 4 

will be temporary and their potential impacts will be both temporary and minimal.  Pursuant 5 

to 30 V.S.A. § 246(c) the Legislature directed the Public Service Board to “seek to simplify 6 

the application and review process, as appropriate, in conformance with this section.”  7 

Towards this end, this docket’s Hearing Officer has appropriately limited the issues that 8 

require further consideration to the following: 9 

[T]he possibly adverse effect of: the Hawk Rock MET tower installation on 10 
black bear food sources and peregrine falcon habitat; the Hawk Rock MET 11 
tower installation on rare, threatened, or endangered species or natural 12 
communities; the Bull Mountain MET tower installation on black bear food 13 
sources; and the Brighton MET tower installation on black bear food sources. 14 

  In order to appropriately address these limited issues, SMW specifically engaged its 15 

consultants from Stantec and Arrowwood Environmental to address them through prefiled 16 

testimony, despite the fact that their prior assessments had already concluded that the 17 

temporary MET towers would not have an undue adverse impact to the environmental and 18 

wildlife resources noted above.     19 

 20 

Q. Does this conclude your testimony at this time? 21 

 Response:  Yes, it does. 22 

4839-5969-0513, v.  8 23 


