
 
 
 
 
 
 
November 1, 2007 
 
Dean Baumgardner 
Wind Capital Group 
2886 Marledge Court 
Madison, WI 53711 
 
Mr. Baumgardner, 
 
 
I have enjoyed getting to know you and Wind Capital, working with you on the Bent Tree Wind 
Farm in Freeborn County.  Everything you have done has been top notch and I am hearing 
nothing but positive feedback from the City of Albert Lea, Freeborn County, and the landowners 
with whom you have met. 
 
Dave Brunsvold and I have been meeting with the City of Albert Lea to work through some 
issues with tower placement and the airport.  The good news is that Dave is doing a great job and 
I don’t see any “turbulence” regarding the airport. 
 
The Albert Lea Economic Development Agency recognizes the value that the Bent Tree Wind 
Farm will bring to our area.  It will create jobs and grow the tax base and provide a new income 
stream for the landowners. 
 
I look forward to working with you as this project moves forward.  Don’t hesitate to call on us to 
help. 
 
 
 
Best regards, 

 
Dan Dorman 
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STATE OF MINNESOTA 

COUNTY OF WASECA 
BoardofCounty Commissioners 

307 NORTH STATE STREET 
WASECA, MINNESOTA 56093 

April 15, 2008 

Mr. Dean Baumgardner, AICP 
Wind Capital Group 
2886 Marlredge Court 
Madison WI 53711 

Dear Mr. Bam;ngardner: 

The Wa~eca Coupty Board of Commissioners is pleased tpprovide this\letter d(SUpport 
for the proposed BentTree Wind Farm project. Our cOJ.!.ntyhas a strong ij,)terest ip 
prom()ting alternative energy. 

We recognize that Bent Tree represents t~e pn?spect ofpermanent jobs and construction 
jops in our region. It is also llnopportuni~~ fo~ area suppliers to furnish materials needed 
f()r the farm's construction.>Eventhoughfhe cprrentproposal is sited in neighboring 
Freeborn County we believe the ecoQ,omic benefits ofBent Tree would extend beyond 
countylines. 

For thepa,stseYera,lyears, Wa,seca,Co.J.!.p~y has been actively assisting and.supportjng the 
4evelo~meJ1~ oft~e ¥ era,Sun ethllPol plan, in J~esville. When this facqity~ecQIIles 
operatifj)nallater this year it will be the largest ethanol plant in Minnesota. Our support 
fd,r BentTree is consistent with this past support fOrrenewable energy. 

If yo.u sho~ld find that your project requir~s lm1d north of Freeborn County w7wouldbe 
highly interested in working with you to e~ten' the Bent Tree .Wind Farm in~o Waseca 
County. Please feel free to contact usjf y@u are interested in discussing thjs, or ifwe can 
provide any other additional assistance. 

Sincerely, 

~~Ji 
Dan Kuhns 
Chairman, Waseca County 
Board of Commissioners 

DK:mlw 

507-835-0630 • FAX 507-835-0633 

"An Equal Opportunity Employer" 
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7836.0500 Site Permit Application Contents. 

Pursuant to Minn. Rules 7836.0500, subp. 1, WPL provides the following required 
information. 
 

A. a letter of transmittal signed by an authorized representative or agent of the 
applicant; 

 
See transmittal letter accompanying WPL’s Site Permit Application. 

 
B. the complete name, address, and telephone number of the applicant and 

any authorized representative; 
 
Applicant: 
Wisconsin Power & Light Company 
4902 North Biltmore Lane 
Madison, WI  53718-2148 
608.458.5043 
 
Authorized Representative: 
Jeffrey M. Gray 
Alliant Energy Corporate Services, Inc. 
4902 North Biltmore Lane 
Madison, WI  53718-2148 
608.458.5043 
 

C. the signature of the preparer of the application if prepared by an agent or 
consultant of the applicant; 

 
WPL prepared its Site Permit Application. 

 
D. the role of the permit applicant in the construction and operation of the 

LWECS; 
 

WPL will construct and operate the Bent Tree Wind Project. 
 

E. the identity of any other LWECS located in Minnesota in which the 
applicant, or a principal of the applicant, has an ownership or other 
financial interest; 

 
WPL does not own or have other financial interests in other LWECS in 
Minnesota. 
 

F. the operator of the LWECS if different from the applicant; and 
 

WPL will operate the LWECS. 
 

G. the name of the person or persons to be the permittees if a site permit is 
issued. 

 
Wisconsin Power & Light Company 
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Appendix E – Federal Aviation Administration Summary 
 
The Albert Lea Municipal Airport is the nearest airport in relation to the project 
boundaries.  It is located approximately 7 miles to the southeast of the Project Area.  In 
May 2007, the developer submitted four preliminary locations around the boundary of 
the proposed Bent Tree Wind Farm to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) to 
determine whether there were any aviation-related issues with the project site.  The 
submittals were processed through the FAA’s OE/AAA website. 

 
On August 24, 2007, the FAA issued a preliminary “Notice of Presumed Hazard” that 
indicated that one of the preliminary locations were within the safety corridor for 
approaches to the Albert Lea, MN Municipal Airport.  Essentially, the wind towers, 
proposed to be 407 feet above ground level, would be too tall to insure adequate 
margins of safety. 
 
On September 12, 2007, the FAA issued three additional “Notices of Presumed 
Hazard”, since one additional site was within the safety corridor for the airport 
approaches, and the other two locations were identified as being within 5 miles of 
Victor 505, a low altitude airway used by instrument-rated pilots for point to point 
navigational purposes.  In this case, the height of the proposed towers would exceed 
the Minimum Obstruction Clearance Altitude (MOCA) of 2,600 feet above mean seal 
level (MSL). 
 
Because the average response time from the FAA to these site inquiries averaged 2-3 
months, the developer engaged a private consulting firm to determine the full impact 
of the approach corridor.  Bids were received from two companies, and in late October 
2007, the firm of Federal Airways and Airspace (FA&A), Satellite Beach, Florida was 
retained to do site analysis of approximately 20 sample turbine locations.  Initial work 
was completed in mid-November, 2007.  Based on the analysis, the developer adjusted 
the eastern project area boundary to eliminate the issue of conflict with approaches to 
the Albert Lea Municipal Airport. 
 
In addition to resolving the issue with the approaches to the Albert Lea Airport, the 
developer also sought to resolve the issue of the low altitude airway over the project 
area.  Following several meetings with the Albert Lea Airport Manager, the developer 
made a request to the FAA on November 7, 2007 to raise the MOCA on Victor 505 by 
200 feet, to 2,800 feet MSL.  Due to staff changes within the FAA, there was some 
delay in processing the request.  In late November 2007, the developer met with the 
Albert Lea Airport Board and received its support for raising the MOCA on the Victor 
505 Airway. 
 
The developer continued to follow-up with the FAA on the status of the request, and 
confirmed in early December that the request had been logged in and would be acted 
up once the other backlog of requests had been processed.  On January 15, 2008 the 
FAA issued a “Determination of No Hazard to Air Navigation” for the Bent Tree 
project, which was disseminated to aviation agencies.  The notice allowed for public 
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comments through February 14, 2008. No comments were received by FAA during the 
public review period and the Determination became final on February 24, 2008.   
 
In the final determination letter of January 15, instructions are included for submittal 
of the FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual Construction or Alteration, within 10 days 
of the start of construction and within 5 days after the construction reaches its greatest 
height. 
 
When reviewing the January 15, 2008 FAA determination, the Additional Information 
attached to the determination indicated that the MOCA should be increased from 2600 
feet to 2700 feet MSL.  However the original request, filed by the developer on 
November 7, 2007, called for raising the MOCA to 2800 feet MSL. The developer 
contacted FAA and the agency indicated that an altitude of 2800 feet was acceptable.  
However, the trial turbine which was filed only needed 2700 feet to pass requirements, 
therefore the FAA specified that altitude in the determination.  To fully resolve this 
issue, FAA requested that the developer file another trial turbine location that needs a 
MOCA of 2.800 feet to pass and their approval would confirm that 2800 feet is 
acceptable. The new filing was submitted on March 19, 2008 and a final approval is 
expected by the end of June. 
 
Once the wind farm’s final project site plan is completed, it is WPL’s intent to submit 
FAA Form 7460-1 through the OE/AAA process for a determination on each final 
turbine location.    However, based on analyses performed by FA&A and the approvals 
by the FAA to raise the MOCA along Victor 505, WPL is confident that any new 
filings within the project boundary will receive FAA approval. 
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Federal Aviation Administration
Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520
2601 Meacham Blvd.
Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Aeronautical Study No.
2007-AGL-3973-OE

Page 1 of 5

Issued Date: 01/15/2008

Dean Baumgardner
Wind Capital Group
2866 Marledge Ct
Madison, WI 53711

** DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine BT N
Location: Bath, MN
Latitude: 43-49-39.51N NAD 83
Longitude: 93-26-30.85W
Heights: 407 feet above ground level (AGL)

1691 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

This aeronautical study revealed that the structure would have no substantial adverse effect on the safe
and efficient utilization of the navigable airspace by aircraft or on the operation of air navigation facilities.
Therefore, pursuant to the authority delegated to me, it is hereby determined that the structure would not be a
hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s) is(are) met:

As a condition to this Determination, the structure is marked and/or lighted in accordance with FAA Advisory
circular 70/7460-1 K Change 2, Obstruction Marking and Lighting, white paint/synchronized red lights -
Chapters 4,12&13(Turbines).

It is required that the enclosed FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual Construction or Alteration, be completed
and returned to this office any time the project is abandoned or:

__X__ At least 10 days prior to start of construction (7460-2, Part I)
__X__ Within 5 days after the construction reaches its greatest height (7460-2, Part II)

See attachment for additional condition(s) or information.

This determination expires on 07/15/2009 unless:

(a) extended, revised or terminated by the issuing office.
(b) the construction is subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Communications Commission

(FCC) and an application for a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
6 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date
prescribed by the FCC for completion of construction, or the date the FCC denies the application.
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Page 2 of 5

NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION
MUST BE POSTMARKED OR DELIVERED TO THIS OFFICE AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE
EXPIRATION DATE.

This determination is subject to review if an interested party files a petition that is received by the FAA on or
before Febuary 14, 2008. In the event a petition for review is filed, it must contain a full statement of the basis
upon which it is made and be submitted in triplicate to the Manager, Airspace and Rules Division - Room 423,
Federal Aviation Administration, 800 Independence Ave., Washington, D.C. 20591.

This determination becomes final on Febuary 24, 2008 unless a petition is timely filed. In which case, this
determination will not become final pending disposition of the petition. Interested parties will be notified of the
grant of any review. For any questions regarding your petition, please contact Office of Airspace and Rules via
telephone -- 202-267-8783 - or facsimile 202-267-9328.

This determination is based, in part, on the foregoing description which includes specific coordinates, heights,
frequency(ies) and power. Any changes in coordinates, heights, and frequencies or use of greater power will
void this determination. Any future construction or alteration, including increase to heights, power, or the
addition of other transmitters, requires separate notice to the FAA.

This determination does include temporary construction equipment such as cranes, derricks, etc., which may be
used during actual construction of the structure. However, this equipment shall not exceed the overall heights as
indicated above. Equipment which has a height greater than the studied structure requires separate notice to the
FAA.

This determination concerns the effect of this structure on the safe and efficient use of navigable airspace
by aircraft and does not relieve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

This aeronautical study considered and analyzed the impact on existing and proposed arrival, departure, and
en route procedures for aircraft operating under both visual flight rules and instrument flight rules; the impact
on all existing and planned public-use airports, military airports and aeronautical facilities; and the cumulative
impact resulting from the studied structure when combined with the impact of other existing or proposed
structures. The study disclosed that the described structure would have no substantial adverse effect on air
navigation.

An account of the study findings, aeronautical objections received by the FAA during the study (if any), and the
basis for the FAA's decision in this matter can be found on the following page(s).

A copy of this determination will be forwarded to the Federal Communications Commission if the structure is
subject to their licensing authority.

If we can be of further assistance, please contact Michael Blaich, at (770) 909-4329. On any future
correspondence concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2007-AGL-3973-OE.
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Signature Control No: 516817-101495029 (DNH)
Kevin P. Haggerty
Manager, Obstruction Evaluation Service

Attachment(s)
Additional Information
Map(s)

7460-2 Attached
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Additional information for ASN 2007-AGL-3973-OE

Proposal: To build a Wind Turbine to a height of 407 feet above ground level, 1691 feet above mean sea level. 
 
Location: The structure will be located 9.35 nautical miles north of the Albert Lea Municipal Airport (AEL)
 reference point. 
 
Exceeds FAR Part 77.23(a)(3) and (a)(4), Increase Minimum Obstruction Clearance Altitude (MOCA) from
 2600 to 2700 on Airway V505 between Mason City, Iowa VORTAC (MCW) and FREED Intersection. 
 
MOCAs assure obstacle clearance over the entire route segment to which they apply and assure navigational
 signal coverage within 22 nautical miles of the associated VOR navigational facility.  For that portion of the
 route segment beyond 22 nautical miles from the VOR (as in this aeronautical study), a structure that affects
 only the MOCA would not be considered to have substantial adverse effect. 
 
An aeronautical study for Visual Flight Rules (VFR) disclosed that the proposed structure would not affect VFR
 navigation. The proposed structure would have to exceed 500 feet Above Ground Level (AGL) to penetrate the
 vertical confines of any VFR route. 
 
The proposed structure was found to have no substantial adverse effect on the VFR traffic patterns in the
 vicinity of the site. 
 
Details of the structure were not circularized to the aeronautical public for comment. 
 
The impact on arrival, departure, and en route procedures for aircraft operating under VFR/IFR conditions at
 existing and planned public use airports, as well as aeronautical facilities, was considered during the analysis of
 the structure. 
 
The aeronautical study disclosed that the structure, at the height shown on page 1 of this determination, would
 have no substantial adverse effect upon any terminal or enroute instrument procedure or altitude. 
 
The cumulative impact resulting from the structure, when combined with the impact of other existing or
 proposed structures was considered and found to be acceptable. 
 
Therefore, it is determined that the structure will have no substantial adverse effect upon the safe and efficient
 utilization of the navigable airspace by aircraft or on the operation of navigational facilities and would not be a
 hazard to air navigation. 
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Sectional Map for ASN 2007-AGL-3973-OE
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Federal Aviation Administration
Air Traffic Airspace Branch, ASW-520
2601 Meacham Blvd.
Fort Worth, TX 76137-0520

Aeronautical Study No.
2007-AGL-3974-OE

Page 1 of 5

Issued Date: 01/15/2008

Dean Baumgardner
Wind Capital Group
2866 Marledge Ct
Madison, WI 53711

** DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Wind Turbine BT W
Location: Hartland, MN
Latitude: 43-46-21.03N NAD 83
Longitude: 93-28-07.55W
Heights: 407 feet above ground level (AGL)

1700 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

This aeronautical study revealed that the structure would have no substantial adverse effect on the safe
and efficient utilization of the navigable airspace by aircraft or on the operation of air navigation facilities.
Therefore, pursuant to the authority delegated to me, it is hereby determined that the structure would not be a
hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s) is(are) met:

As a condition to this Determination, the structure is marked and/or lighted in accordance with FAA Advisory
circular 70/7460-1 K Change 2, Obstruction Marking and Lighting, white paint/synchronized red lights -
Chapters 4,12&13(Turbines).

It is required that the enclosed FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual Construction or Alteration, be completed
and returned to this office any time the project is abandoned or:

__X__ At least 10 days prior to start of construction (7460-2, Part I)
__X__ Within 5 days after the construction reaches its greatest height (7460-2, Part II)

See attachment for additional condition(s) or information.

This determination expires on 07/15/2009 unless:

(a) extended, revised or terminated by the issuing office.
(b) the construction is subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Communications Commission

(FCC) and an application for a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
6 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date
prescribed by the FCC for completion of construction, or the date the FCC denies the application.
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NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION
MUST BE POSTMARKED OR DELIVERED TO THIS OFFICE AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE
EXPIRATION DATE.

This determination is subject to review if an interested party files a petition that is received by the FAA on or
before Febuary 14, 2008. In the event a petition for review is filed, it must contain a full statement of the basis
upon which it is made and be submitted in triplicate to the Manager, Airspace and Rules Division - Room 423,
Federal Aviation Administration, 800 Independence Ave., Washington, D.C. 20591.

This determination becomes final on Febuary 24, 2008 unless a petition is timely filed. In which case, this
determination will not become final pending disposition of the petition. Interested parties will be notified of the
grant of any review. For any questions regarding your petition, please contact Office of Airspace and Rules via
telephone -- 202-267-8783 - or facsimile 202-267-9328.

This determination is based, in part, on the foregoing description which includes specific coordinates, heights,
frequency(ies) and power. Any changes in coordinates, heights, and frequencies or use of greater power will
void this determination. Any future construction or alteration, including increase to heights, power, or the
addition of other transmitters, requires separate notice to the FAA.

This determination does include temporary construction equipment such as cranes, derricks, etc., which may be
used during actual construction of the structure. However, this equipment shall not exceed the overall heights as
indicated above. Equipment which has a height greater than the studied structure requires separate notice to the
FAA.

This determination concerns the effect of this structure on the safe and efficient use of navigable airspace
by aircraft and does not relieve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

This aeronautical study considered and analyzed the impact on existing and proposed arrival, departure, and
en route procedures for aircraft operating under both visual flight rules and instrument flight rules; the impact
on all existing and planned public-use airports, military airports and aeronautical facilities; and the cumulative
impact resulting from the studied structure when combined with the impact of other existing or proposed
structures. The study disclosed that the described structure would have no substantial adverse effect on air
navigation.

An account of the study findings, aeronautical objections received by the FAA during the study (if any), and the
basis for the FAA's decision in this matter can be found on the following page(s).

A copy of this determination will be forwarded to the Federal Communications Commission if the structure is
subject to their licensing authority.

If we can be of further assistance, please contact Michael Blaich, at (770) 909-4329. On any future
correspondence concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2007-AGL-3974-OE.
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Signature Control No: 516818-101495093 (DNH)
Kevin P. Haggerty
Manager, Obstruction Evaluation Service

Attachment(s)
Additional Information
Map(s)

7460-2 Attached
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Additional information for ASN 2007-AGL-3974-OE

Proposal: To build a Wind Turbine to a height of 407 feet above ground level, 1700 feet above mean sea level. 
 
Location: The structure will be located 7.02 nautical miles northwest of the Albert Lea Municipal Airport
 (AEL) reference point. 
 
Exceeds FAR Part 77.23(a)(3) and (a)(4), Increase Minimum Obstruction Clearance Altitude (MOCA) from
 2600 to 2700 on Airway V505 between Mason City, Iowa VORTAC (MCW) and FREED Intersection. 
 
MOCAs assure obstacle clearance over the entire route segment to which they apply and assure navigational
 signal coverage within 22 nautical miles of the associated VOR navigational facility.  For that portion of the
 route segment beyond 22 nautical miles from the VOR (as in this aeronautical study), a structure that affects
 only the MOCA would not be considered to have substantial adverse effect. 
 
An aeronautical study for Visual Flight Rules (VFR) disclosed that the proposed structure would not affect VFR
 navigation. The proposed structure would have to exceed 500 feet Above Ground Level (AGL) to penetrate the
 vertical confines of any VFR route. 
 
The proposed structure was found to have no substantial adverse effect on the VFR traffic patterns in the
 vicinity of the site. 
 
Details of the structure were not circularized to the aeronautical public for comment. 
 
The impact on arrival, departure, and en route procedures for aircraft operating under VFR/IFR conditions at
 existing and planned public use airports, as well as aeronautical facilities, was considered during the analysis of
 the structure. 
 
The aeronautical study disclosed that the structure, at the height shown on page 1 of this determination, would
 have no substantial adverse effect upon any terminal or enroute instrument procedure or altitude. 
 
The cumulative impact resulting from the structure, when combined with the impact of other existing or
 proposed structures was considered and found to be acceptable. 
 
Therefore, it is determined that the structure will have no substantial adverse effect upon the safe and efficient
 utilization of the navigable airspace by aircraft or on the operation of navigational facilities and would not be a
 hazard to air navigation. 
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Sectional Map for ASN 2007-AGL-3974-OE
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