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From: apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
To: Steinhauer, Suzanne (COMM)
Subject: Dooley Mon Dec 5 07:42:13 2011 IP6866/WS-11-831
Date: Monday, December 05, 2011 7:42:18 AM

This public comment has been sent via the form at:
www.energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/publicComments.html

You are receiving it because you are listed as the contact for this project. 

Project Name: Getty Wind Project

Docket number: IP6866/WS-11-831

User Name: Retha Dooley

County:

City: Sauk Centre

Email: retha.dooley@gmail.com

Phone: 320 352-9927

Impact:  I just want to make a congratulatory comment and to say that I hope this project moves
forward as quickly and seamlessly as possible.

Mitigation:

Submission date: Mon Dec  5 07:42:13 2011

This information has also been entered into a centralized database for
future analysis.

For questions about the database or the functioning of this tool, contact:

Andrew Koebrick
andrew.koebrick@state.mn.us
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From: The Fellings
To: Steinhauer, Suzanne (COMM)
Subject: PUC Docket No. IP6866/WS-11-831 Wind Project, Getty township; Stearns County MN
Date: Tuesday, December 27, 2011 10:41:28 AM
Importance: High

I would like to add my comments to this proposed project:  I have never been contacted regarding this
project; nor did I give any permission for any "wind" rights for this project.  How can our land be put into
the proposal without having contacting us:  our Sections in Getty township are: 16, 21.  And also Sauk
Township 29.?  We are in a livestock area and great concern on how they are grounded and stray
voltage is a big concern in the livestock industry.  Once again, how can our land be included in a wind
project such as this without our permission?  Contact information:  Cyril Felling, Felling Dairy LLC, Sauk
Centre, Mn  Cell # 320 248-7171.  p.s. Please respond so I have acknowledgment of this email.
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From: apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
To: Steinhauer, Suzanne (COMM)
Subject: Jennissen Wed Dec 21 11:58:03 2011 IP6866/WS-11-831
Date: Wednesday, December 21, 2011 11:58:06 AM

This public comment has been sent via the form at:
www.energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/publicComments.html

You are receiving it because you are listed as the contact for this project. 

Project Name: Getty Wind Project

Docket number: IP6866/WS-11-831

User Name: Dave and Barb Jennissen

County: Stearns County

City: Sauk Centre

Email:

Phone:

Impact:  After seeing the site permit book, we noticed a letter from Michael North, Regional
Environmental Assessment Ecologist.  According to his observations, this area abounds with permanent
and migratory birds of all sorts. His summary includes this statement and we quote, "this does not seem
like a viable location for a windfarm". This wind farm is located in the middle of the Padua WMA, the
Kenna WPA, and the Trisko WPA.  We especially are concerned about the turbine in Section 7.  We
continually observe loons, geese, ducks and trumpeter swans flying between the above mentioned
wildlife areas.  We thought the PUC took these things into consideration when approving a site.

We also have a nesting bald eagle on our property.  According to the U.S Fish and Wildlife Service, a
turbine should not be located within two miles of nesting eagles.  Is this recommendation being
followed?  We think not. We have spoken with wildlife organzations who will be watching the outcome.

  

Mitigation: How do you mitigate impacts?  This is a C-BED project. Local investors will be making the
money.  The route should be changed to place as many turbines on their properties as possible.  Only
one investor will have turbines and they are not near his residence. He has a alot of property and has
more area to put towers near his residence. He has said he wants as many towers as he can get.  Then
route it so he gets what he wants. Sixteen of the towers are not near any investors. This is their
investment, they want to earn the return, then place the towers on their property.       

Submission date: Wed Dec 21 11:58:03 2011

This information has also been entered into a centralized database for
future analysis.

For questions about the database or the functioning of this tool, contact:

Andrew Koebrick
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From: apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
To: Steinhauer, Suzanne (COMM)
Subject: Jennissen Fri Dec 30 14:18:02 2011 IP6866/WS-11-831
Date: Friday, December 30, 2011 2:18:05 PM

This public comment has been sent via the form at:
www.energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/publicComments.html

You are receiving it because you are listed as the contact for this project. 

Project Name: Getty Wind Project

Docket number: IP6866/WS-11-831

User Name: Barb  Jennissen

County: Stearns County

City: Sauk Centre

Email:

Phone:

Impact:  I will take this last opportunity to share concerns I have with placing an Industrial Wind Farm
in a heavily populated area.  No where in Minnesota have I seen this happen.  Why are we allowing it
now? With so many residents, it will be impossible to guarantee that noise, shadow flicker and a host of
other problems will go unreported. I do not believe we have fully addressed the impact on human life
when these turbines end up in populated areas.  We have families whose children want to remain part
of the family farm.  This will restrict them from allowing their children to remain in our area. There is a
very good chance that these turbines will not run at maximum speed or even around the clock.  Too
many homes will be too near the turbines and noise restrictions will apply and rest assured most of us
will be monitoring the noise levels.    

Mitigation:

Submission date: Fri Dec 30 14:18:02 2011

This information has also been entered into a centralized database for
future analysis.

For questions about the database or the functioning of this tool, contact:

Andrew Koebrick
andrew.koebrick@state.mn.us
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From: apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
To: Steinhauer, Suzanne (COMM)
Subject: klisch Mon Dec 5 12:16:15 2011 IP6866/WS-11-831
Date: Monday, December 05, 2011 12:16:23 PM

This public comment has been sent via the form at:
www.energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/publicComments.html

You are receiving it because you are listed as the contact for this project. 

Project Name: Getty Wind Project

Docket number: IP6866/WS-11-831

User Name: lee klisch

County: Stearns County

City: saint Joseph

Email: klischridge@gmail.com

Phone: 320 292 6257

Impact:  The main positive impact is less coal power on the capx2020 line. Also more local jobs rather
than sending them to North Dakota. More direct local access to wind power.Local tax base increase.

There are no negative impacts.

Mitigation: Nothing to mitigate.

Submission date: Mon Dec  5 12:16:15 2011

This information has also been entered into a centralized database for
future analysis.

For questions about the database or the functioning of this tool, contact:

Andrew Koebrick
andrew.koebrick@state.mn.us
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R- ll-g3l
Rice, Robin (PUC)

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

COTLEEN MUELLER <cmuel ler@wildblue,net>
Friday, December 30, 20L1 12:1-6 PM
stafl cao (PUC)
IP 6866 CN-1-1-471;WS-10-L240(8lack Oak) ;WS-L1-831 (Getty) or CN-1-1--831

To:MN.Public Utility Commission and Commissioners: Black Oak filed site application 11612011 (WS-l0-
1240), Getty filed application 10i 13/2011(WS-11-831). Now both are applying for a certificate of need. Both
projects have been in the making for over 2 years. Both have been working together for over 2 years. To now
determine a request for a certificate of need be applied for is putting the " cart before the horse." Under
216F.011 (a)(1),(3)-MUST be combined nameplate capacity of any other wind energy conversion system:(1) is
located within 5 miles of the wind energy conversion system;(3)exhibits characteristics of being a single
development, including, but not limited ,ownership structure,an umbrella sales arrangement,shared
interconnection,revenue sharing anangements, and common debt or equity financing. Black Oak Wind LLC
and Getty Wind LLC fall under this criteria. In addition under 216B-243 Subd.2. No energy facility shall be
sited or constructed in MN. without an issuance of a certificate of need by the commission pursuant to sections
216C.05-216C,30 and this section and consistant with the criteria for assessment of need.The applicant fails to
satisfy 2168.243 Subd. 3a. -Minnesota hydro and geothermal energy technology considering total overall
expenses would be more prudent and cost effective. Both these projects are located in or near a environmental
concern area -neither should be allowed to go forward. WS-10-1240 site permit was granted before a certificate
of need -Permit revocation is required-it was issued without proper criteria being met. WS- 1 1-83 I Application
denied-not site permit granted-application accepted with out proper criteria being met. CN-11-47L-Certificate
of need denied due to inability of developers to meet proper criteria. MN. Rules 7854.0500 (Subp.2.) THE
COMMISSION SHALL NOT ISSUE A SITE PERMIT FOR AN LWECS FOR WHICH A CERTIFICATE OF
NEED IS REQUIRED TINTIL THE APPLICANT OBTAINS THE CERTIFICATE, ALTHOUGH THE
COMMISSION MAY PROCESS THE APPLICATION WHILE THE CERTIFICATE OF NEED REQUEST
IS PENDING BEFORE THE COMMISSION. Under MN. Rules 7854.1100 Subp.3.POWER PURCHASE
AGREEMENT(PPA). The permittee has obtained a power purchase agreement or some other enforceable
mechanism at the time a permit issued. (No permit should be granted without first assessing the
need). Applicants do not have any PPA(purchase power agreements) in place-no NEED! Taking into account
energy conservancy efforts are just now beginning to produce results and long range demand and forecast had
not surged as predicted-"put the cart after the horse."- Consumers need-RELIABLE, AFFORDABLE
ELECTRICITY-Wind will provide neither-it isn't reliable, base load, or inexpensive.Deny a certificate of need-
revocation of WS-10-1240-;refuse WS11-831 as neither PPA is in place, nor is application considered complete
without following the required criteria. Neither is recommending not following rules and laws acceptable by
either the DOE or OES, or the MN. PUC. Respectfull)'submitted as public record. Dec. 30,201I
@12:10P Sincerely, Colleen Mueller 22186 Hwy 4, Paynesville, MN. 56362
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FQ--r\- S3\

Rice, Robin (PUC)

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

COLLEEN MUELLER <cmuel ler@wildblue.net>
Friday, December 30, 2011- 2:09 PM
stafl cao (PUC)
WS-10-1240;WS-11-83 1/.CN11-831:CN-L1-471

MN Public Utilities: The National Weather Service and Weather Underground have wind estimates at an
average of 9 mph for the entire year for Sauk Centre, MN. (1) Industrial wind turbines require proposed here
have a rated wind speed of 25 mph or 11 m/s-(2) Without access to the wind resources data it would be
impossible to verify or check if there is enough wind to guarantee any economic value to property owners or the
community as a whole. There are almost 10,000 acres of wildlife within or a 10 mi radius of both the Getty and
Black Oak wind farms. At the April meeting is Sauk Centre when objections were raised to allow the
developers to use Paynesville Wind Avian studies Ms, Steinhauer specifically said no-that would not be
allowed. It appears as though it is being allowed-and that is unacceptable! While there are many similarities,
there are also many differences. There are no two places on this earth that are exactly alike. NO MITIGATION
can be achieved AFTER the wildlife and humans are impacted, including habitat. All studies MUST be
mandatory and pre-construction. These studies must be done bu LINBIASED wildlife specialists who don't
have any vested interest-and include the DNR and USFW, NOT done by wildlife companies hired by the
developers.(3) In May 2009 the MN. DEPT of HEALTH issued the white paper on health effects of wind
turbines. The MN. PUC has taken no action to priotect the health and welfare of the citizens of this state from
ill effectslinked to industrial wind. Not only are basic human rights ignored, so are the rights to enjoy the
tranquil and scenic beauty without industrial instrusions in our landscape. Over the previous 3-5 years energy
consumption is down-it is projected to level off or remain much as it is now. MN. is "Land of 10,000"
lakes. Water resources are valuable, but when questionable wind resources pushed by political agenda to
destroy our resources. This is neither environmentally friendly or a prudent use of those resources. Many of the
utility companies are ahead of the mandate for wind energy. Not only is wind energy expensive-it also
contributing to more economic failure. So few jobs are created and sustained-except for a brief construction
period. There is no real socio-economical benefit to the area except to those who host a turbine-even they can't
speak due to confidentiality and secrecy surrounding wind farms. Transmission costs for poorly producing
electricity are too expensive to justify the cost. MN citizens can't afford any more financial burdens to supply
electricity to far away cities, not to mention the losses when transmission is further away. It is estimated a mere
10% will be the final number when all factors are considered into wind energy. This is not acceptable in this
millenium. Rural communities are targeted because there are less people and financial resources to fight
it. Developers have big money and teams of lawyers. What do the citizens have? Lawyer bills and bankruptcy.
Corporation sand developers apply BIG MONEY to get stimulus dollars-our money-citizens don't get money
from the feds. It was intended that if a wind farm were to be developed-only American products were to be
purchased and used under ARRA-seems that's been forgotten. The MN. PUC. has denied ONLY one permit for
wind energy development. All others have been approved. There are HUGE environmental problems
associated with "wind farms"-some of those, but not all include l. noise pollution (2) visual pollution (3) water
contamination -1000 ton concrete per footing) (4) wildlife and habitat destruction or displacement (S)rural
infrastructure destroyed(5) public health and safety (6) citizens right to encumber (7) devaluating private
property ersulting in nigration out of rural communities . ONLY a complete and unbiased accoustical study of
noise at 80m and 100m or whatever size is suggested and what associated noise produced by industrial wind
turbines. Without doing the studies it is forcing citizens to endure and suffer adverse health affects. These
studies must include shadow flicker, inaudible and audible modulation include sitings with multiple turbines. In
addition to an accoustical study a complete environmental worksheet is the ONLY method to properly assess
the positive and negative issues surrounding wind and all energy developments. Minnesota water and mineral
resoiurces could be negatively affected by run off and burying 1000's of ton of concrete. Our waters are already
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under stress-to further this negative situation without environmental studies is not acceptable. References: (1)
www.weatherunderground.com/history.html (2)http://www.aweo.org/windmodels.html(3)Minnesota Dept of
Health 2009 White paper. Respectfully submitted as part of the public record. Sincerely, Colleen Mueller
22186 Hwy 4, Paynesville,MN. 56362
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Minnesota Department of Transportation 

Office of Land Management 
395 John Ireland Boulevard 
Saint Paul, MN 55155 

Mailstop 678 

December 30th, 2011 

Suzanne Steinhauer, State Permit Manager 
Minnesota Office of Energy Security 
85 7th Place East, Suite 500 
St. Paul, MN 55101 

RE: In the Matter of the Getty Wind Project 
PUC Docket Number: IP6866/WS-11-831 

Dear Ms. Steinhauer, 

Phone: 651 -366-4635 
Fax: 651-366-3450 
stacy.kotch@state.mn.us 

On November 22nd, 2011, the Minnesota Office of Energy Security (OES) issued a Notice 
of Application Acceptance, which includes a public comment period regarding the scope of the 
environmental report (ER) and the draft site permit that is under consideration with respect to Getty 
Wind Company, LLC's Getty Wind Project 30 Megawatt Large Wind Energy Conversion System 
(LWECS) in Stearns County. The Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT) has reviewed 
the application regarding the proposed project and submits the following comments in response to 
the Notice. 

MnDOT appreciates the opportunity to comment on the draft site permit. MnDOT notes that 
there are several provisions that may have impacts on the state transportation system. 

The draft site permit should include language specifying that the Permittee shall obtain all 
relevant permits or authorizations from road authorities relating to any electric cables and/or feeder 
lines that may be proposed to be placed in a public road right-of-way. MnDOT has adopted a 
formal policy and procedures for accommodation of utilities on the highway rights-of-way ("Utility 
Accommodation Policy"). A copy of MnDOT's policy can be found at 
http://www.dot.state.mn.us/utility/files/pdf/appendix-b.pdf . MnDOT's policy seeks to permit utilities 
to occupy portions of the trunk highway rights-of-way where such occupation does not put the 
safety of the traveling public or highway workers at risk or unduly impair the public's investment in 
the transportation system. Compliance with MnDOT's Utility Accommodation Policy, and similar 
policies of other road authorities, should be included as a condition of the site permit. 

Based on the information provided in the Site Permit Application, it appears that the project 
area directly abuts state trunk highway (TH) 71 . Although MnDOT has no scheduled projects in the 
immediate area, there may be highway-related considerations related to oversize/overweight 
hauling of wind turbines and equipment. Specifically, these large loads of freight are often 
transported along nearby interregional corridors such as 1-94. Because MnDOT's highway 
construction activities could impact the Applicant's plans to haul oversize loads to the proposed 

An Equal Opportunity Employer 

800 0 
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site, the Applicant will need to coordinate with MnDOT when planning such loads. If the Getty Wind 
Project or its associated facilities should happen to intersect with the trunk highway system, the 
Applicant will need to apply for and obtain permits for those locations. 

Any wind farm construction work, including delivery or storage of structures, materials or 
equipment that may affect MnDOT right-of-way is of concern such that MnDOT should be involved 
in planning and coordinating such activities. The site permit should include language specifying 
that the Permittee shall obtain all relevant permits from road authorities relating to the transport of 
oversize materials and equipment related to the project over public roads, as well as installation of 
facilities that may be proposed to occupy portions of public road rights-of-way. Please note that if 
work is required within MnDOT right of way for temporary or permanent access, such work should 
be coordinated with Mark Renn in District 38 Permits Office at 320-223-6522 or 
Mark.Renn@state.mn.us. 

Sincerely, 

Utility Transmission Route Coordinator 

Minnesota Department of Transportation 

cc: Mark Renn - MnDOT District 38 Permits 
Roland Jurgens- Getty Wind Company, LLC 

An Equal Opportunity Employer 

800 0 
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From: Westerman Dairy
To: Kirsch, Raymond (COMM)
Subject: Getty Wind Farm, PUC Docket number: IP6866/WS-11-831
Date: Wednesday, November 30, 2011 10:01:17 PM

Getty Wind Farm, PUC Docket number: IP6866/WS-11-831

Have environmental studies been done as to the impact on the wildlife 
in the Getty Township area? If so, has the Getty Wind Farm paid for 
an independent study or has the study been done by someone who works 
for the wind developer?

Has any long-range plan been developed by Getty Wind Farm for 
10-20-50 years down the road to dismantle outdated/non-working 
turbines and excavation of tons of cement left behind?

Are any kind of guarantees being made to land owners who live in the 
area, who have not signed contracts for "wind rights", whose land 
will decrease in value due to the wind turbines. When we want to 
retire some day and sell our farm, will the wind developers make up 
the price difference lost in the sale of our land?

What kind of compensation will be given to us for not being able to 
use our cell phones and our internet due to interference from the 
wind turbines?

Will the investors of Getty Wind Farm also be having wind turbines 
put up on their property? Where will the exact placement of these 
wind turbines be?
"We haven't determined that yet" from the investors is NOT 
acceptable. Exact placement should be known before ANY kind of a 
permit is issued.

Janell Westerman
43035 County Road 28
Sauk Centre, MN 56378
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From: Westerman Dairy
To: Steinhauer, Suzanne (COMM)
Subject: Getty Wind Farm-PUC Docket #IP6866/WS-11-831
Date: Wednesday, November 30, 2011 9:34:35 PM

Comments concerning the application for site permit for Getty Wind Farm
PUC Docket Number: IP6866/WS-11-831

To Suzanne Steinhauer, State Permit Manager:

We, the family of Scott and Janell Westerman, are very much AGAINST the Getty 
Wind Farm coming into our area. We are angry that this would even be considered 
in highly productive agricultural land. We live in section 18 of Getty Township and 
will be directly affected by the Getty Wind Farm.

The reasons are as follows:

1. The devaluation of our property. If we should decide to sell our farm in the 
next 5-10 years, we feel we would not be able to receive fair market value for our 
property - who wants to live next to these huge wind turbines? We attended the 
meeting Black Oak Wind Farm hosted, of which many of the investors of Getty Wind 
Farm were there. Black Oak Wind Farm is also planning on erecting wind turbines 
just to the northwest, west and south of us. They could not give us any guarantees 
that our property would be worth what others are getting in the area. IT IS A FACT 
THAT PROPERTIES AROUND WIND FARMS REDUCE IN VALUE WHEN THE WIND 
TURBINES GO UP!!!

2. Interference to our cell phones/internet service from the wind turbines. 
Also at the meeting Black Oak Wind Farm hosted we were told by Black Oak 
representatives that the wind turbines do in fact cause interference to cell phone 
usage and internet service. This is of great concern to us since we depend greatly 
on internet usage for market and weather reports, use for homeschooling our 
daughters, and cell phone usage related to our farm.

3. Concern for health effects. Since no long-term studies have been made 
regarding these large-scale wind turbines, we are concerned about health effects 
they may have. Others who live by them often complain about the screeching noise 
they make, migraine headaches, stress related problems, dizziness. This would not 
only affect us, but also our animals on the farm. We make our living here, if our 
cows are affected and milk production is reduced, we can't run a business that way. 
There is a scientific health study from UK-stating 6.5 mi is what the setback should be to protect 
human health-  the link: http://www.express.co.uk/posts/view/286414. 

4. Shattering of wind turbines. Lighting strikes, malfunctions, etc., yes - it will 
happen! Who will be there to pick up the pieces out of our fields, our cows' feed. 
Who will be helping to pay our veterinary bills from "hardware" in our cows' 
stomachs. I'm sure it won't be the Getty Wind Farm!

5. IMPACT ON THE WILDLIFE IN OUR AREA. We have over 6,000 acres of 
wildlife area out here. You can't tell me this wind farm will NOT impact the wildlife. 
We have large volumes of migratory birds flying over all the time, everything from 
Trumpeter Swans, to ducks and geese, to Bald Eagles. (And yes, we do have bald 
eagles nesting close by) And guess where the large blades of the wind turbines are - 
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right in their flight path. Where's Environmental Services? Why are they not doing 
their job? We have a natural environment lake at our back door - much too close for 
these wind turbines. Had Getty Wind Farm done studies to investigate the impact on 
the wildlife? Studies from other areas DO NOT COUNT - we want studies done for 
THIS area, until then, permits shouldn't even be considered!!

6. Electric rates WILL increase. The electric companies are forced to buy back 
the little electricity that the wind turbines produce. They in turn pass the cost on to 
us (and you). When's it going to end? We are a small dairy farm and we can't afford 
it.

WE are the ones who have to live next to these wind turbines, not you, not the 
commissioners, not the wind developers, WE DO! Your decision impacts the rest of 
our life and the lives of future generations. These wind turbines are being erected 
and called "green" energy. There is nothing "green" about them. In all reality, wind 
farms produce very little electricity. One of the Black Oak representatives said that it 
would take a 22 mph wind 100% of the time to make a wind turbine run at full 
efficiency. DO YOUR HOMEWORK ON THESE THINGS. If it wasn't for huge tax 
credits and government subsidies on wind turbines, they would not be popping up 
like daisies.

Who is going to dismantle these wind turbines 20 years down the road when they're 
no longer operating? Who is going to excavate the tons of cement they leave in the 
ground? Will it be those same investors and wind developers that are so eager to 
get them in? Most likely it will be the landowners left to deal with their garbage, and 
the costs will be so astronomical, that we'll not be able to do anything with them. So 
they'll stand like gravestones in a cemetery, allowed to become unsightly reminders 
of the mistakes of a few "select" money hungry people.

SAY "NO" TO THE PERMITS. The wind developers are promising a lot of things 
and they don't stand behind it their empty promises. They don't give back to the 
community, it does nothing to provide local jobs, there simply are no benefits to 
these wind turbines. Stearns County is the largest dairy county in the state of 
Minnesota. There is a farm at least every 1/2 mile and many times less. Set back 
laws are not strict enough. Wind turbines have no place here. Keep Stearns County 
the beautiful family-friendly, farmer-friendly place that it is. KEEP THE WIND 
TURBINES OUT!

Sincerely,
the Westerman family
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From: apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
To: Steinhauer, Suzanne (COMM)
Subject: Westerman Wed Nov 30 21:40:23 2011 IP6866/WS-11-831
Date: Wednesday, November 30, 2011 9:40:28 PM

This public comment has been sent via the form at:
www.energyfacilities.puc.state.mn.us/publicComments.html

You are receiving it because you are listed as the contact for this project. 

Project Name: Getty Wind Project

Docket number: IP6866/WS-11-831

User Name: Janell Westerman

County: Stearns County

City: Sauk Centre

Email: janellw@wisper-wireless.com

Phone: 320-352-0103

Impact:  Comments concerning the application for site permit for Getty Wind Farm

PUC Docket Number: IP6866/WS-11-831

We, the family of Scott and Janell Westerman, are very much AGAINST the Getty Wind Farm coming
into our area. We are angry that this would even be considered in highly productive agricultural land.
We live in section 18 of Getty Township and will be directly affected by the Getty Wind Farm.

The reasons are as follows:

1. The devaluation of our property. If we should decide to sell our farm in the next 5-10 years, we feel
we would not be able to receive fair market value for our property - who wants to live next to these
huge wind turbines? We attended the meeting Black Oak Wind Farm hosted, of which many of the
investors of Getty Wind Farm were there. Black Oak Wind Farm is also planning on erecting wind
turbines just to the northwest, west and south of us. They could not give us any guarantees that our
property would be worth what others are getting in the area. IT IS A FACT THAT PROPERTIES AROUND
WIND FARMS REDUCE IN VALUE WHEN THE WIND TURBINES GO UP!!!

2. Interference to our cell phones/internet service from the wind turbines. Also at the meeting Black Oak
Wind Farm hosted we were told by Black Oak representatives that the wind turbines do in fact cause
interference to cell phone usage and internet service. This is of great concern to us since we depend
greatly on internet usage for market and weather reports, use for homeschooling our daughters, and
cell phone usage related to our farm.
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3. Concern for health effects. Since no long-term studies have been made regarding these large-scale
wind turbines, we are concerned about health effects they may have. Others who live by them often
complain about the screeching noise they make, migraine headaches, stress related problems, dizziness.
This would not only affect us, but also our animals on the farm. We make our living here, if our cows
are affected and milk production is reduced, we can't run a business that way. There is a scientific
health study from UK-stating 6.5 mi is what the setback should be to protect human health-  the link:
http://www.express.co.uk/posts/view/286414.

4. Shattering of wind turbines. Lighting strikes, malfunctions, etc., yes - it will happen! Who will be
there to pick up the pieces out of our fields, our cows' feed. Who will be helping to pay our veterinary
bills from "hardware" in our cows' stomachs. I'm sure it won't be the Getty Wind Farm!

5. IMPACT ON THE WILDLIFE IN OUR AREA. We have over 6,000 acres of wildlife area out here. You
can't tell me this wind farm will NOT impact the wildlife. We have large volumes of migratory birds
flying over all the time, everything from Trumpeter Swans, to ducks and geese, to Bald Eagles. (And
yes, we do have bald eagles nesting close by) And guess where the large blades of the wind turbines
are - right in their flight path. Where's Environmental Services? Why are they not doing their job? We
have a natural environment lake at our back door - much too close for these wind turbines. Had Getty
Wind Farm done studies to investigate the impact on the wildlife? Studies from other areas DO NOT
COUNT - we want studies done for THIS area, until then, permits shouldn't even be considered!!

6. Electric rates WILL increase. The electric companies are forced to buy back the little electricity that
the wind turbines produce. They in turn pass the cost on to us (and you). When's it going to end? We
are a small dairy farm and we can't afford it.

WE are the ones who have to live next to these wind turbines, not you, not the commissioners, not the
wind developers, WE DO! Your decision impacts the rest of our life and the lives of future generations.
These wind turbines are being erected and called "green" energy. There is nothing "green" about them.
In all reality, wind farms produce very little electricity. One of the Black Oak representatives said that it
would take a 22 mph wind 100% of the time to make a wind turbine run at full efficiency. DO YOUR
HOMEWORK ON THESE THINGS. If it wasn't for huge tax credits and government subsidies on wind
turbines, they would not be popping up like daisies.

Who is going to dismantle these wind turbines 20 years down the road when they're no longer
operating? Who is going to excavate the tons of cement they leave in the ground? Will it be those same
investors and wind developers that are so eager to get them in? Most likely it will be the landowners
left to deal with their garbage, and the costs will be so astronomical, that we'll not be able to do
anything with them. So they'll stand like gravestones in a cemetery, allowed to become unsightly
reminders of the mistakes of a few "select" money hungry people.

SAY "NO" TO THE PERMITS. The wind developers are promising a lot of things and they don't stand
behind it their empty promises. They don't give back to the community, it does nothing to provide local
jobs, there simply are no benefits to these wind turbines. Stearns County is the largest dairy county in
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the state of Minnesota. There is a farm at least every 1/2 mile and many times less. Set back laws are
not strict enough. Wind turbines have no place here. Keep Stearns County the beautiful family-friendly,
farmer-friendly place that it is. KEEP THE WIND TURBINES OUT!

Sincerely,

the Westerman family

Mitigation: Set-back rules need to be more stringent - at least 2 miles

The only mitigation here is to keep them out.

Submission date: Wed Nov 30 21:40:23 2011

This information has also been entered into a centralized database for
future analysis.

For questions about the database or the functioning of this tool, contact:

Andrew Koebrick
andrew.koebrick@state.mn.us
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