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Q.1

Q.2

Please state your name, title and business addr ess.

A.l. My nameisMichael Speerschneider. | am the Chief Permitting and Public Policy
Officer for EverPower Wind Holdings Inc., and an officer of Buckeye Wind LLC which
is acompany within the corporate structure of EverPower. Buckeye Wind LLC holds the
certificate for the Buckeye | Wind Farm which was issued in Case No. 08-666-EL -BGN.
| am aso an officer of Champaign Wind LLC, acompany that is also within the
corporate structure of EverPower and which holds the certificate issued for the Buckeye
I1 Wind Farm in Case No. 12-160-EL-BGN. My business address is 1251 Waterfront
Place, 3" Floor, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, 15222.

What areyour duties as Chief Permitting and Public Policy Officer?

A.2. | amresponsiblefor all aspects of the permitting necessary to construct and
operate EverPower’ s utility scale wind energy projectsin the Mid-Atlantic and

Midwest, including management of an internal permitting team and externa consultants.
| am responsible for coordinating the permitting processes with state and federal

agencies. | am also responsible for governmental affairs, communicating with state and
federal agencies to develop and maintain relationships and manage political risks for

EverPower’ s business. | was involved in the preparation of theinitial application by



Q.3.

Q4.

Q.5.

Buckeye Wind for the Buckeye | Wind Farm, Case No. 08-666-EL-BGN, as well asthe
application by Champaign Wind for the Buckeye 11 Wind Farm, Case No. 12-160-EL -
BGN. | have previously testified at length before the Ohio Power Siting Board in the
Buckeye Il Wind Farm proceeding, Case No. 12-160-EL-BGN.

What is your educational and professional background?

A.3. Ireceived aB.S. in Physicsand aB.A. in environmental studies from the
University of Pittsburgh. | received a M.S. in Technology and Policy and aM.S. in
Materials Science and Engineering from the Massachusetts Institute of Technology.
Prior to attending MIT, | worked for Cambridge Energy Research Associates developing
models for demand, supply and pricing in North American natural gas markets. | joined
EverPower in 2004 and have been involved in all facets of its developed projects and
operations. While my focus has been on development, permitting, policies and siting or
zoning regulations, | have worked closely with our financial, commercial and operations
teams to help ensure efficient development, construction and operation of our projects. |
have worked closely with project operators to engage local officials and residents, as well
as state and federal regulators, regarding what few issues have arisen as a result of project
operations.

On whose behalf are you offering testimony?

A.4. | amtestifying on behalf of the applicant, Buckeye Wind LLC.

What is the purpose of your testimony?

A.5. To describe the proposed amendments to the certificate granted on March 22,
2010, and to discuss the factors behind the addition of anew access road and relocation

of asubstation which are the subjects of this hearing. As my testimony will highlight, the



Q.6.

new access road and the relocation of the substation are in the best interests of the public.
| will also sponsor the admission of the application into evidence along with the exhibits
and the proof of publication. Finally, | will review the conditions suggested by the
Board' s Staff in the Staff Report of Investigation filed on November 1, 2013 and respond
on behalf of the Applicant.
Please describe the amendments proposed in the application?
A.6. OnMarch 19, 2013, Buckeye Wind submitted its application to amend the
Buckeye Wind LLC certificate proposing to amend the Project’ s collection line design,
the location and size of three construction staging areas, the location of four access roads,
the addition of a new access road and the relocation of the project substation. On
December 13, 2013, Buckeye Wind filed a notice of withdrawal of its request to shift the
western construction staging area, leaving only the request to add a new access road and
the request to shift the project substation as the issues for this hearing. The application
was prepared at and under my direction, and has been designated as Company Exhibit 2.
The proposed amendment as awhole, will result in significantly less impact on
the environment and the local community, primarily as a result of eliminating overhead
collection lines in favor of underground lines. For example, the proposed amendment
converts approximately 40 miles of overhead collection lines to underground collection
lines, eliminating poles and above-ground wires. Just as important, the total collection
line distance has been reduced from approximately 65 milesto 42 miles. These changes
are significant design improvements, which Buckeye Wind was able to accomplish by

obtaining additional property rights.



Q.7.

Q.8.

Another benefit of the proposed design is that the mgjority of the collection line
system, al staging areas and the substation for the Buckeye | Wind Farm (Case No. 08-
666-EL -BGN) will now share the same locations as the collection line system, staging
areas and substation for the Buckeye Il Wind Farm (Case No. 12-160-EL-BGN). This
design change avoids redundant impacts that would result if the Buckeye | Wind Farm
and Buckeye Il Wind Farm were constructed and operated as proposed under the current
certificates. Instead, under the new design as proposed in the amendment, both projects
can utilize the same substation and staging areas as well as the same locations for the
majority of the collection line systems.

Would you please provide adescription of the new access road that Buckeye Wind
IS proposing to construct?

A.7. Thenew accessroad will run north and south between turbines 16 and 18. 1t will
start at an approved access road location south of turbine 16 and will then follow a
collection line route that was approved in theinitial certificate proceeding for the
Buckeye | Wind Farm, terminating at turbine 18. The addition of this access road will be
an improvement to theoverall design because it will allow for adirect route from the
nearby construction staging area to turbines 21, 18, 16 and 17, reducing the need to use
Perry Road to access turbines 16 and 17 during construction and operation of the
Buckeye |l Wind Farm.

Arethere any environmental concer ns with Buckeye Wind constructing a new
access road as part of the Project?

A.8. No. The new accessroad will require a stream crossing near turbine 18 where a

crossing for a Buckeye | Wind Farm collection line has been approved. The stream isa



Q.9.

Q.10.

low quality stream, and is an ephemeral, Modified Class | stream. A culvert isalready in
place at the stream and Buckeye Wind plansto utilize it if possible or improve it
depending on the results of further analysis. The new access road will be located in
active agricultural areas, and will only have a limited, temporary forest impact of 0.14
acres as aresult of the temporary clearing impact performed during construction of the
access road.

Would you please provide adescription of Buckeye Wind’s proposal to abandon the
current Buckeyel Wind Farm substation location?

A.9. If theamendment is approved, the current location for the Buckeye | substation
will be abandoned, and the substation will be placed at the same location as the Buckeye
I1 Wind Farm substation. The Buckeye Il Wind Farm substation location is
approximately 1,000 feet center to center from the current Buckeye | Wind Farm
substation location, and is approximately 1,227 feet from the nearest non-participating
residence versus 1,531 feet from the current location for the Buckeye | Wind Farm
substation. Importantly, amending the Buckeye | Wind Farm certificate to place the
Buckeye | Wind Farm substation at the same location as the Buckeye || Wind Farm
substation will allow both projects to share the same substation, and avoid the impact of
two substations on the same parcel.

Arethere any environmental concerns or other concerns with Buckeye Wind’s
proposal to usethe Buckeye |1 Wind Farm substation location?

A.10. No. Thesubstation will remain located in an active agricultural field, and will be
1,227 feet from the nearest non-participating residence and at the same location as the

approved Buckeye Il Wind Farm substation. Having the flexibility to combine the



substations at one location is a better design and will result in less overall impact to the
property.

Q.11. IstheMarch 19, 2013 application including all appendices and exhibits true and
accurateto the best of your knowledge and belief?
A.11. Yes, subject to any clarifying statements made by Buckeye Wind in response to
Staff’ s datarequests. In addition, Buckeye Wind withdrew its request to amend the
certificate to shift the western construction staging area on December 13, 2013.

Q.12. Did Buckeye Wind have notices of the application to amend published in a
newspaper of general circulation in Champaign County?
A.12. Yes, anotice was published on April 1, 2013 in the Urbana Daily Citizen. A true
and accurate copy of that notice that has been designated as Company Exhibit 3.

Q.13. Haveyou reviewed the Staff Report of I nvestigation issued in this proceeding?
A.13. Yes.

Q.14. Does Buckeye Wind have any concerns with any of the conditions recommended by

Staff in the Staff Report of | nvestigation?
A.14. No, dthough condition 3 is no longer applicable because Buckeye Wind has
withdrawn its request to relocate the western construction staging area.

Q.15. What do you recommend that the Ohio Power Siting Board doin this case?
A.15. | recommend that the Ohio Power Siting Board grant the application to amend the
certificate.

Q.16. Doesthis concludeyour direct testimony?

A.16. Yes, it does.
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