
     

May 10, 2010
 
 
Via E-Docket Filing 
 
Dr. Burl W. Haar 
Executive Secretary 
Minnesota Public Utilities Commission 
350 Metro Square 
121 Seventh Place East 
St. Paul, MN  55101 
 
RE: In the Matter of the Applications of Paynesville Wind, LLC for a Certificate of Need 
 and Site Permit for a 95 MW Large Wind Energy Conversion System in Stearns 
 County 
 Docket Nos. IP-6830/CN-09-1110 and IP-6830/WS-10-49 

 
Dear Dr. Haar: 
 
Enclosed please find Comments Regarding the Scope of the Environmental Report and Draft 
Site Permit in the above referenced matters. 
 
Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
/s/ Christina K. Brusven 
 
Christina K. Brusven 
Attorney 
Direct Dial:  612.492.7412 
Email:  cbrusven@fredlaw.com 
 
Enclosure 
 
 
 
 
 
4717082_1.DOC 
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From: Jimmy & Julie Jimenez
To: Bjorklund, Ingrid (COMM)
Subject: Fw: Paynesville Wind Farm ( site permit IP-6830/WS-10-49 )
Date: Tuesday, April 27, 2010 1:07:57 PM

Dear Ingrid,
My name is Julie Jimenez, and I am within the boundaries of the project.  I was present at the scoping
meeting. I was the one with the video clip that did not work.  Wow, how embarrassing. Well, I do have
that clip and a document that I addressed at the scoping meeting. The document, dated March 4, 2010,
 addresses policy issues, and well as science based technical advice on how best to assess and
prevent adverse impacts to wildlife and their habitats while allowing for the development of the Nation's
wind energy resources. It addresses laws, and guiding the wind companies to be in the boundaries of
those laws, by following the 3 tire approach; in addition to valuable research collected for the future.
I believe after extensive research of this document,  there needs to be a moratorium to reevaluate this
project site. We are working closely and have consulted a lawyer with our concerns only because we
feel unqualified to handle and understand all the issues. I believe if Geronimo truly wants what is best
they will want a moratorium to research issues that have not been and will take time to address
them appropriately. I believe Geronimo should be working closely, with the USFW and DNR, they are
the experts when it comes to issues surrounding every aspect of wildlife, which we have many areas of
concern. 
Thank you for your time,
 Julie Jimenez
 
Flicker Video: http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=MbIe0iUtelQ&feature=related
 
Ice Build Up:  http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4EmYe2u6J6g&feature=related
 
 The final Recommendations of the Wind Turbine Guidelines Advisory Committee 
http://www.fws.gov/habitatconservation/windpower/wind_turbine_advisory_committee.html

mailto:jjimenez@clearwire.net
mailto:Ingrid.Bjorklund@state.mn.us
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=MbIe0iUtelQ&feature=related
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4EmYe2u6J6g&feature=related
http://www.fws.gov/habitatconservation/windpower/wind_turbine_advisory_committee.html


From: apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
To: Bjorklund, Ingrid (COMM)
Subject: Westrum Fri May 7 13:22:12 2010 IP-6830/WS-10-49
Date: Friday, May 07, 2010 1:25:53 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: Paynesville Wind Farm

Docket number: IP-6830/WS-10-49

User Name: Darrell Westrum

County:

City: Paynesville

Email:

Phone:

Impact:  Spending State and Federal monies to subsidize loser alternative energy projects is an injustice
to Americans and citizens of Minnesota. The current financial crisis makes the need for complete
elimination of alternative energy assistance vividly obvious. To continue is irresponsible to all present
and future generations.

Mitigation: Kill the Paynesville Wind Farm Project immediately. It's no more complicated than that.

Submission date: Fri May  7 13:22:12 2010

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

mailto:apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
mailto:Ingrid.Bjorklund@state.mn.us


From: agnes lieser
To: Bjorklund, Ingrid (COMM)
Subject: paynesvillewindfarmPUCDocketNos.IP6830/WS-19-49,IP-6830/CN-09-1110
Date: Monday, May 10, 2010 7:42:11 PM

Ms. Bjorklund:
My concerns are:
      1. Has an environmental impact study been done?  If not, why not?

      2.  Is there a chance of groundwater contamination by the depth of the foundation of
the turbines?

      3.  How is Geronimo going to contain the electrical field contamination from the
underground wire?

      4.  Geronimo or you were unable to satisfactorily answer questions about--flicker,
noise pollution and ice throw.

      5.  I am also concerned about the setback distances, tower placement(too close to
non-participating owners property lines).

      6.  Non-participated land owners NEED to have a say in tower locations!

      7. I am also concerned about turbines in watershed areas as well as  designated
wildlife areas.

      8.  There is a conflict of interest because the gentleman from Worthington is trying to
sell his turbines to Geronimo..

      9.  Why weren't people from Odin or Marshall  at the meeting?

     10. The wind turbines seem to be inefficient because, it appears they are down for
maintenance more frequently than they         are running.

     11.  The turbines outside MY front window would NOT be beautiful!

                                                                                       Thank you,

                                                                                        Agnes Lieser
                                                                                        29802 CoRd 32
                                                                                        Paynesville, MN 56362
                                                                                       avlieser@hotmail.com

Hotmail is redefining busy with tools for the New Busy. Get more from your inbox. See
how.

mailto:avlieser@hotmail.com
mailto:Ingrid.Bjorklund@state.mn.us
http://www.windowslive.com/campaign/thenewbusy?ocid=PID28326::T:WLMTAGL:ON:WL:en-US:WM_HMP:042010_2
http://www.windowslive.com/campaign/thenewbusy?ocid=PID28326::T:WLMTAGL:ON:WL:en-US:WM_HMP:042010_2


From: Nick and Mesa Lieser
To: Bjorklund, Ingrid (COMM)
Subject: PUC Docket No. IP-6830 Paynesville Wind Farm
Date: Thursday, May 06, 2010 9:58:08 PM

Dear Ingrid Bjorklund,
 
As concerned citizens of the city of Lake Henry, we are filing a report in regards to the potential
Paynesville Wind Farm. As you aware the map of the projected towers reside very close to the city
limits. Our concern is the impact that the wind towers have on the property values as well as the
wild life that have their habitat in the area. We value our community and try to maintain its appeal
to continue to grow as a prosperous community. With the placement or proximity, it will have an
impact that will potentially hurt our community and reverse any positive actions that the wind
farm may bring.
 
We are in favor of ‘green’ energy, when there will be no adverse effects such as health or property
values such as utilizing a less populated area. We feel that it may happen if the project remains as
it. Please consider our opinions valuable and try to work to make the Paynesville Wind Farm as
prosperous for all involved. Thank you for your time.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicholas and Mesa Lieser
32953 Cartway Drive
Paynesville, MN 56362

mailto:nmlieser@lakedalelink.net
mailto:Ingrid.Bjorklund@state.mn.us


May 10, 2010 

  

Ingrid Bjorklund 

Minnesota Office of Energy Security 

85  7th Place East  Suite 500 

St. Paul MN  55101‐2198 

 

RE:  PUC Docket Nos. IP‐6830/WS‐10‐49 (Site Permit), 

  IP‐6830/CN‐09‐1110 (Certificate of Need) 

 

Ms. Bjorklund, 

 

I would like to take this opportunity to comment on the current situation many Minnesota communities are 

finding themselves in, namely seeing their pristine landscape being overrun by giant wind turbines.  I would 

like to lend my support to those who oppose the proposed Paynesville Wind Farm (Lake Henry and Zion 

townships in Stearns County).  The concerns we express are legitimate.   Below I have listed several items 

which I implore you to take into consideration when developing the draft site permit pertaining to this 

industrial wind farm.  

 

Along with many major issues connected to the development of an industrial wind farm, I am concerned 

with these two issues:   1) potential health risks to those living too close to wind turbines; 2) potential 

property diminution to those living within 3 miles of wind turbines/wind farm.  In this letter, I would like to 

address both issues and provide studies to back up my concerns. 

 

As you know the Office of Energy Security requested for the MN Department of Health to investigate 

potential health problems of those persons living near and inside an industrial wind farm.  The Department 

of Health released a White Paper on May 22, 2009 detailing their findings.  Part of the problem with this 

aggressive “push” for large scale wind energy being instituted in more densely populated areas, is that there 

has not been a chance for more research to be done on the effects of the low frequency vibrations on 

persons living near these towers. The report does acknowledge findings from the National Research Council 

(NRC) regarding the “effects of low frequency (infrasound) vibrations (less than 20 Hz) on humans are not 

well understood, but have been asserted to disturb some people.”   (Pg. 6: Public Health Issues of Wind 

Turbines)     As the report states, everyone is affected differently.  How can a person be asked to live next to 

one of these wind turbines with the potential to be adversely affected by the low frequency vibrations?   

 

Noise is definitely as issue for persons living in an industrial wind farm.  I understand that the set‐back for 

non‐participating land owners is three rotor‐diameters non‐prevailing wind direction and five rotor‐

diameters prevailing wind direction.  Depending on the size of the wind turbine, this is probably anywhere 

from 800‐900 ft. non‐prevailing wind direction and 1300‐1400 ft. prevailing wind direction.  I refer to page 6 

again in the “white paper” stating that the NRC concluded that noise from giant wind turbines is not an issue 

beyond a half a mile, which is 2640 feet.  This statement concurs with a similar statement published in the 



Congressional Research Service Report for Congress dated June 20, 2008 “Wind Power in the United States:  

Technology, Economic, and Policy Issues”.  The statement reads as quoted, “For residences over 1 kilometer 

(.6 miles) from a wind turbine, noise is generally not an issue.”  This report was authored by Jeffrey Logan 

and Stan Mark Kaplan, Specialists in Energy Policy with the Resources, Science and Industry Division.   With 

both of these reputable agency’s findings to be the same, I believe that the MN Public Utilities Commission 

should strongly take this into consideration and put in place greater minimum setbacks of at least one‐half 

mile for non‐participating property owners.   

 

The MN state statute for noise pollution at nighttime sets the standard of 50 dB (A) not to be exceeded more 

than 50% of any given hour.  That standard should have a lower threshold.  The “white paper” mentions that 

complaints have been heard from those experiencing noise levels as low as 35 dB (A).  Some problems that 

arise with this can be sleeplessness along with headaches.  The report states that more problems surface 

when the noise levels exceed 35 dB (A).  I site another report, “Wind Turbine Sound and Health Effects:  An 

Expert Panel Review”, prepared by a group of doctors for the American Wind Energy Association and the 

Canadian Wind Energy Association. Even though this report concluded that there are no direct adverse 

physiological effects from wind turbines, when you read the entire study there are bits and pieces that make 

a person wonder how they came up with this conclusion.  Included in this report, “About 5% of respondents 

were annoyed at noise levels between 35‐40 dBA and 18% to 40 to 45 dBA.”  (pg. 3‐16)  When I look at the 

predicted noise level maps for the Paynesville Wind Farm, I see that there are many homes within the 40‐45 

dB(A) level.  Have all these people signed on for this?  Is the computer accurately predicting the sound levels, 

or will the sound levels be greater?  I have listened to many people who live near wind turbines and how 

they have been affected by the noise levels.  Those people, who testify that they suffer from sleeplessness 

and ultimately have other issues because of this, cannot be discounted.  They need to be heard and listened 

to. 

 

Another concern for the non‐participating property owner is “shadow flicker”.  Persons living inside 1000 

feet from a wind turbine and are between the sun and turbine, are expected to experience 1.5 hours of 

“flicker” each day the sun shines. Again the CRS report states that shadow flicker can be annoying for anyone 

who lives very close to a wind turbine:  “Shadow flicker generally does not affect residences located 10 

rotor diameters or more (.6 miles) from the turbine, except possibly early in the morning or late in the 

evening when shadows are long”.  Shadow flicker is not something you can get away from.  It affects you 

outside your residence as well as inside your residence.  Are the setbacks from a roadway great enough for 

the shadow flicker not to distract drivers?  Ireland wants turbines setback as far as 984 feet from a road so 

shadow flicker does not distract the driver.  Again, minimum setbacks need to be increased to avoid this 

hazard.   

 

 I ask that the Commission should review this and make permits available only if the Commission can be 

assured that the noise levels will not exceed 35 dB(A) when placing a tower for a non‐participating resident.   

Also included in the “white paper” on page 14 is a list of reports which state that aerodynamic modulation is 

often underestimated when noise estimates are calculated.  Placements of towers are usually calculated by 

computer programs.  I contend that with so many variables ranging from wind speed to the land’s terrain, it 



is nearly impossible to know 100% for sure that a person next to the wind turbine will not be affected by the 

noise.  When one is constructed 1000 feet away from a resident, then it is too late! 

 

One more aspect affecting people’s health is the issue of medical helicopters not landing inside of a wind 

farm.  To me that is blatant discrimination for those of us who choose to be non‐participating land owners 

but yet are forced to live in an industrial wind farm.  Where are our rights?  Why should I be punished if 

someone at my house needs immediate medical attention which only a medical helicopter can provide? 

 

The second major issue I am concerned with is property diminution.  As more and more of these industrial 

wind farm are popping up over the country, more studies are available from property appraisers, real estate 

agents, etc. testifying to the loss of property value for those in and around wind turbines.  Below I have listed 

five such reports and where to look for these finds. 

 

Chris Luxemburger:  “Living With the Impact Of Windmills” ‐(real estate broker from Canada)  Chris did a 

study involving the sale of 600 homes in and around wind farms in a 3 year span.  He concluded that if you 

can see a wind turbine, (he used the standard of 3 nautical miles as a guide) the value of your property can 

decline.  He found that a) days on the market nearly doubled if you’re within 3 nm of a wind farm vs. not; b) 

the average price was reduced $48,000 lower (for homes in the range of $250,000 – 329,000); and c)homes 

not sold in the 3 nm area was 11% compared to 3% elsewhere.    

 

McCann Appraisal LLC – Michael McCann CRA: (Chicago area):    Michael was asked to contribute findings to 

a report by a so‐called independent entity on the decline of property valves of homes inside large wind 

farms.  When he read the draft of the report, he states that some of the information he gave was either not 

included or misconstrued.  He stated a finding of a drop of 25% of property valve to homes near the wind 

farm studied. 

 

Gardner Appraisal Group, Inc:  go to www.windactiongroup.org/documents/20145 

Texas:   They produced an excellent slide show of their findings about property decline of land near or inside 

a wind farm in Texas.  Their findings:  a) property with a view adds value; b) If you even see a turbine from 

your property, the property declines 10‐30% of land inside wind farm vs. outside wind farm; c)  depending on 

how close you are to turbines, property value had dropped anywhere from 25%‐37%; d) other things 

involved with wind farm construction like transmission line, roads to and from turbines, additional traffic 

because of maintenance, etc. and electrical substations will also have a declining effect on property value. 

 

Lake Ontario Realty:  Northern New York State 

www.watertowndailytimes.com/article/20100407/NEWS03/304079990 

 

Report on the decline of waterfront property in Cape Vincent as compared to waterfront property in four 

other comparable non‐wind farm communities.  Property value was reported to decline 25% in the Cape 

Vincent area.  Also days on the market increased 58.5% per year while the other four non‐wind farm 

communities only declined 10%. 

http://www.windactiongroup.org/documents/20145
http://www.watertowndailytimes.com/article/20100407/NEWS03/304079990


 

Appraisal Group:  Wind Turbine Impact Study:  go to www.wind‐watch.org/documents/wind‐turbine‐

impact‐study 

September 2009:  Looked at property in Wisconsin focusing on Dodge and Fond du Lac counties where three 

large wind farms are located:  Blue Sky Green Field – 88 turbines; Forward Wind Energy – 86 turbines; Cedar 

Ridge Wind Farm – 41 turbines.  Please go to this site and read this report.  There are many aspects to this 

report about property loss. 

 

Thank you for allowing me to provide some insight into this situation.  I live in Stearns County also, and we 

are facing a proposed wind farm in our area too.  Geronimo is trying to get land signed up in our area and 

proposes to set up 80‐130 wind turbines in Luxemburg Township. So we have a personal stake in the 

decisions you make for the Paynesville Wind Farm.    Please call or email me if you have any more questions. 

 

Sincerely, 

Betty Lutgen 

15969 County Road 21 

Watkins MN  55389 

320‐76‐2043 

 

 

  

 

http://www.wind-watch.org/documents/wind-turbine-impact-study
http://www.wind-watch.org/documents/wind-turbine-impact-study
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