





Table 1: Proposed Impacts

: Impact e e
Size Mitigation | Mitigation
Wetland ORAM Category | Acres | Acres 5fgs Ratio Acres
Score

M2 32 2 0.016 0.016 PEM 2:1 0.032
M3 32 2 0.702 0.702 PFO 2.5:1 1.755
M4 14 1 0.249 0.249 PEM 2:1 0.498
M5 16 1 0.035 0.035 PEM 2:1 0.07
M6 18 1 0.009 0.009 PEM 2:1 0.018

Emergent (rounded up to

TOTAL 1.011 1.011 1/10 acre) 0.7
Forested(rounded up to 18

1/10 acre)




General Isolated Wetland Permit Application (Level Two)
(For impacts greater than ¥ acre of Category 1 isolated wetlands and greater than ¥z acre
but not exceeding 3 acres for Category 2 isolated wetlands)

Division of Surface Water 401/Stormwater Section

Project Name: Lordstown Energy Center
Applicants must submit a completed General Isolated Wetland Permit Application (Level One Review) in addition to
providing the following information and/or demonstrations:

1. Please provide an analysis of practicable onOsite alternatives to the proposed filling of the isolated
wetland(s) that would have a less adverse impact on the isolated wetland ecosystem: The Lordstown Energy
Center (LEC) site (Site) shown on the attached exhibit, does not have any practicable on-site alternatives due to multiple site
restrictions and the specific requirements for this type of facility. The facility cannot be turned to a north-south orientation due
to the fact that the LEC would have to be built on top of the natural gas line that connects the two gas wells in the immediate
area. This orientation would only be possible if the existing gas line could be moved. To date, NCL as the gas well/pipeline
owner, has not been willing to sell the easterly gas well or agree on moving the gas line. With this gas line as an interference,
there is no ability to build the deep concrete foundations needed to hold the 3,500,000 Ib. of rotating equipment that makes up
a natural gas to electricity energy facility. One of the requirements of an energy production facility is to convey its electricity to
the nearby high voltage grid system. In the case of LEC, the high voltage lines in question are located approximately 3,400 ft. to
the east of the Project site. To interconnect to these high voltage lines it is necessary to be as close as possible to these lines.
Power lines exiting the LEC must be placed in such a way to first proceed in a northerly direction across Henn Parkway and then
easterly to the First Energy lines. If the LEC were located on the southern half of the Site, then placement of the new power
lines/poles to the north would add capital cost to even reach Henn Parkway, before being redirected in an easterly direction
toward First Energy's high voltage lines. In addition, the natural gas, fire hydrant, water and sewer infrastructure that will serve
the LEC will be located in Henn Parkway. To the extent the LEC is located further away from Henn Parkway, all the costs of
interconnection for the Project to the existing infrastructure increases. The only way of avoiding the gas line/well interferences
while also avoided the unnecessary and added costs is the utilization of the proposed facility location. The attached exhibit
illustrates the optimum positioning of the LEC. As can be seen, the LEC is located adjacent to Henn Parkway. As a result, the
power lines exiting the LEC simply cross Henn Parkway and are then directed easterly to the First Energy high voltage lines. All
infrastructure interconnections costs, including new access roads from Henn Parkway are minimized.

2. Please provide information indicating whether high quality waters, as defined in rule 3745-1-05 of the
Administrative Code, are to be avoided by the proposed filling of the isolated wetland(s): There are no high
quality waters on the Site. All the wetlands score as a low Category 2 or Category 1 because of logging, farming and other
disturbances. Wetlands M2 and M3 are low Category 2 wetlands and Wetlands M4, M5 and M6 are all Category 1 wetlands.

3. Please provide maps and narratives describing buffers provided for any isolated wetland(s) that will be
avoided at the site: All of the Isolated Wetlands on the Site will be impacted.

4. Please demonstrate that the wetland(s) to be filled are not locally or regionally scarce and do not contain
rare, threatened or endangered species: No state or federally-listed plant or animal species were identified in the
wetlands. All plant species identified were invasive or common native plants. In addition, no habitat for state or federal-listed
threatened or endangered species was identified during field studies. These wetlands are located in a previously disturbed area
and consist of common wetland vegetation. A review of NWI data revealed that within Trumbull County there are
approximately 3,900 acres of Freshwater Wetlands. The isolated wetlands that are proposed to be impacted are not locally or
regionally scarce.

5. Please demonstrate that the project impacts would not result in significant degradation to the aquatic
ecosystem: The wetlands represent a small fraction of the wetland acreage present in this rural county. They consist of
common native emergent plans that have been previously disturbed by agricultural practices. South of the site along the
riparian corridor to Mud Creek is forested undeveloped land that provides benefit to the overall water quality to this aquatic
ecosystem. Impacted the isolated wetlands will not result in significant degradation to the local aquatic ecosystem.

6. Please provide a comprehensive post development storm water plan that includes water quality
improvement measures: As final design for the project progresses, applicable standards will be maintained to ensure
effective stormwater management, prevent adverse off-site impacts and prevent erosion and sedimentation. To demonstrate
the ability of the project to control post-development flows in accordance with applicable standards and policies LEC has
prepared Stormwater calculations please see
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Notes
A\Acnnik ISOIated Wetlands The Trumbull County photography, dated

TECHNICAL SKILL. April 2011, is provided by OGRIP as part
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