Sent:Tuesday, June 14, 2011 2:44 PM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

Hello:

| wanted to share that | live near the wind turbine at the Woods Hole
Research Center in Falmouth. This is not the ones that have been making
the news, but this one also affects the near neighbors. Some are

bothered by the whooshing sounds. But speaking for myself, there is a
low reverberation that comes from the generator that keeps me from
getting a good night's sleep many nights. The turbine has been up about
2 years. One week this past March there was a very strong vibration when
the wind was high affecting my home and my body. You could see a
wrought iron pole outside the house vibrating right along with it. My
heart rate increased beating in time with this cycling of the turbine. |
went to a doctor who said it was high, he said not dangerously so, but
high enough that | was constantly aware of it. It did not subside even
when | was at work. Fortunately this heavy vibration passed and has not
happened to this extent again, but it is not something I could live

with. I did talk to people at the WHRC about this and they were not sure
why this would have occurred. | don't want to stay in this neighborhood
because of this turbine.

Overall, from this experience, | don't believe these industrial size
pieces of equipment belong close to homes. I live about a quarter mile
from this turbine.

| just wanted to share this information with you.

Sincerely,
Mary

M ari Zawoisky

Sent:Wednesday, June 29, 2011 9:12 AM
To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

ce: I

| am a resident of North Dartmouth, Ma. where the town is considering 2 industrial
wind turbine. These turbine are being places extremely close to many homes that will
be effected by the close proximity of these turbine. Please consider the resent concerns
being brought forward about the health effects related to these turbines being place to
close to people. We would have to live with these efffects 24 hours a day 7 days a
week. Thank you for your time and hope the outcome is in all the people of Ma favor.

Thank You, Susan Ibrahim

Sent:Wednesday, June 29, 2011 11:57 AM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
oy |



Urge the panel to err on the side of caution and to recommend invoking the
precautionary principle, and institute at least a one year moratorium on the
construction of wind turbines in the state of Massachusetts (as has been done in the
state of CT) until further research is completed in order to conclusively determine what
is a safe setback of turbines from people and to protect the health and safety of the
citizens of Massachusetts.

Thank You.

Sent:Wednesday, June 29, 2011 8:29 AM
To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
To Whom it May Concern,

| am writing you today to urge you to please do further studies on residential areas
where proposed wind turbines will be placed. Some of these areas (Slough Road and
Airline Road in Dennis/Brewster being among them) are sensitive wildlife areas with
many rare animals and plants. To put wind turbines in these areas would be a mistake.
Many proposed sites are also close to many homes which would be affected by noise
and light flicker and other health issues. | have friends who live near a wind turbine that
is not even as large as the ones proposed in my area and they have had health and

mental issues occur due to these turbines.

| urge you to have a scientific study done regarding health issues, hold public meetings
and discuss all the material that has been presented to you, talk with people who have
been adversely affected by wind turbines, and to recommend invoking the precautionary
principle with a one year moratorium on the construction of wind turbines in
Massachusetts until further research can be done regarding safe setbacks form homes
and business. Please protect the health and well being of all Massachusetts people by
choosing knowledge over fast action. We need alternate energy, but not at the expense
of the health and mental well being of people.

Thank you for considering my comments.
Christa Dulude

Sent:Tuesday, June 28, 2011 8:02 PM
To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
to whom it may concern;

Sent:Tuesday, June 28, 2011 8:02 PM
To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
to whom it may concern;

| live near an open area in the town of Harwich
that | fear with someday be occupied by a
large industrial wind turbine. Last year a group



of concerned citizen got together and was able

to stop a proposed project, thank God, but |

still believe we are vulnerable without a state wide
minimum setback of 2 miles. I have visited operating
turbines in Hull and Falmouth, and experienced the
noise first hand, I am sure | could not live in such
conditions.

A setback of a turbine from a residence of 2 miles, seems
the only reasonable solution to this problem.

Dvid Parker--- voting resident of the town of Harwich

Sent:Tuesday, June 28, 2011 5:39 PM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
Good Day,

Please consider carefully the negative effects wind turbines may have on residents if they meet the current Mass.
noise limit of no more than a 10db increase. I urge the Commissioners and the MA DEP and MA DPH to:

1. Select a truly impartial panel to listen to legitimate noise concerns with compassion. Members who will not
prejudge those effected or may be effected and write them off as NYMBY's.

2. Hold the meetings as public meetings. Allow for public comment. Not limited to three minutes!

3. Provide panel members with materials from those effected by turbines being placed all over the world. Included
should be

communities who have found problems with placement in the wrong location, as well as those who have placed
them in the right location. I'm tired of talking to people who are highly disturbed by turbines too close all the while
listening to developers say nobody is complaining!

4. By invitation, invite those who live close to wind turbines and welcome all comments. Truly listen to what these
people may be experiencing and do not judge them as those who just, "hate the way they look; so they find them
noisy". | don't hate the way they look and my only issues are if they are placed too close to homes they will have a
negative effect on real estate values, and degrade ones quality of life in regard to noise output and flicker.

5. Invoking the "Precautionary Principle” by working to lower the state noise increase of 10db.

If anyone has ever experienced a halyard/line hitting an aluminum pole/mast either on a flag pole or a sailboat mast
while trying to sleep you will understand what | mean. The noise output if averaged over the course of a year may
not sound like much, and would probably not be more than a 10db increase over ambient, but for anyone trying to
sleep and not being able to tighten the halyard/line in an area which is normally quiet it can be impossible for most.
Try it.

Respectfully submitted,

B. Earle



Sent:Sunday, June 26, 2011 8:42 PM
To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

cc: I

This is in response to your request for comments by June 30, 2011.

I'm a member of the Selectboard in the Town of CharltonIMA Our Board has been made aware of two instances
where wind turbines are being considered in our Town and close to the center of Town. Of the two proponents -
one a high school and the other a senior citizen residence - the latter drew considerable complaints from the local
residents. These concerns regarded the noise, flicker effect, possible unseen and not easily detectable health
effects on the elderly and children. This 2nd proposed wind turbine would be quite near the town ball fields and
the elementary school.

Three of our Boards - Board of Health, Recreation and the Selectboard initiated letters to the proponents asking
them to reconsider because of the concerns brought forth by the adjacent residents and subsequent concerns
each Board had with possible health hazards.

Your efforts to further research the effect of Wind Turbines is very much appreciated. Please let me know if
there's anyway | can assist.

Kathleen Walker

Sent:Saturday, June 25, 2011 8:15 PM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

Please, please, please do not allow industrial size wind turbines to be placed within anywhere. If
you look at the research they are not green as the industry would have you believe. Do your
homework, please. Further, if you do decide to allow them (it means you haven't done your
homework), the proper setback is no less than 1 1/4 miles from any residence or business due to
noise, flicker, etc.

Thanks for listening.

Alice Kuntz

Sent:Friday, June 24, 2011 2:04 PM
To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

As a citizen who supports the growth of clean, renewable energy in this country and the Commonwealth, I
would like to express my support for appropriately sited wind turbine generators and my disapproval of the
extreme setbacks suggested for the siting of wind turbines based upon random and unclear data - especially
single on-site wind turbines.

"There is no one-size-fits-all approach. Wind turbines should be sited appropriately according to the type of

location and size of the wind turbine."



Properly sited single wind turbines will only positively impact the overall health of individuals and the
environment of our planet. Distributed wind power is a safe source of energy for our environment. The more
distributed wind projects that are built, the more we can alleviate the need for coal, natural gas, oil or nuclear
power, all of which have been proven to be an inarguable detriment to the health of humans AND the
environment. Please focus your valuable time and energy on the reduction of the real consequences of electric

generation in this country.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Steve Wilke

Sent: Wednesday, June 22, 2011 2:03 PM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

Cc:

Attachments: _1 )[Open as Web Page]

To the MassDEP,

This e-mail is regarding the request for ’Public Comments on Human Health Concerns Related
to Exposure to Wind Turbines”. As noise and vibration engineers in Massachusetts, we have
been studying the phenomenon of wind turbine noise in several locations around New England.
It has been our experience that the specific characteristics of wind turbine noise require more
specialized noise criteria than what is currently expressed in the MassDEP noise criteria. In
particular, it has come to our attention that the amplitude modulation (AM) of the wind turbine
noise contributes significantly to wind turbine annoyance in humans. The existing MassDEP
noise criteria of “10 dB above background noise levels” does not account for AM.

Wind turbine noise criteria in Europe and in other states and communities have begun to
incorporate various metrics to account for the AM of wind turbine noise. We believe a specific
wind turbine noise metric should be developed for the state of Massachusetts. Our company,
Noise Control Engineering, has prepared a white paper, attached here, which describes the issue
of wind turbine noise from an acoustic engineering perspective, and proposes an “Acoustic
Quality” metric to evaluate wind turbine noise. Our company is currently undergoing research
efforts to study this issue in greater depth.

| hope that you and your colleagues find this document relevant to the current debate on wind
turbine noise. We would be interested in discussing our findings with the members of your
Expert Panel, if possible. Do not hesitate to contact us if you have questions about the proposed



work. We simply ask that you notify us if you would like to send the white paper to a third party.
This way we can maintain some control over where our work is released.

Best regards,

Callie Reis

Sent:Wednesday, June 22, 2011 12:08 PM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

| understand that the Commonwealth is seeking to establish a panel to explore the issues of
possible impacts on

health issues due to wind turbines. This is becoming a sensitive topic and | applaud the effort
to review the issues

that have been raised.

| do hope that the panel of "experts" will review factual information and not rely on what is the
current state

of information, namely anecdotal stories. | recently attended a discussion on these impacts
and was dismayed to

learn that one of the experts being used based her 'findings' on interviews with 10 families
around the world.

To my mind, this hardly qualifies as factual information or as a formal study.

Noise is all around us. As | work at my desk, | listen to traffic and lawn mowers and gas
powered hedge trimmers.
Not to mention the hum of air conditioning units all day once the weather gets warmer.

Linda Cebula

Sent: Wednesday, June 22, 2011 10:19 AM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

Attachments: )[Open as Web Page]

Please find attached my presentation which includes my experience with shadow flicker in my
home. In itare links to YouTube videos I shot in and outside my house.

Thank you.



-Malcolm
Malcolm Donald

Sent:Monday, June 20, 2011 9:41 PM
To: health@falmouthmass.us; selectmen@falmouthmass.us; MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket
" (DEP); falplan@falmouthmass.us

A Resident (aresident@gmail.com) has sent you this article.

Personal Message:
What are the health impacts of NOT fully utilizing renewable energy sources?

Coal's hidden costs top $345 billion in U.S.-study

Wed Feb 16 16:18:16 UTC 2011
* Health, environmental damage could triple cost of power

* "Public cost greater than cost of coal itself"-author
By Scott Malone

BOSTON, Feb 16 (Reuters) - The United States' reliance on coal to generate almost half of
its electricity, costs the economy about $345 billion a year in hidden expenses not borne by
miners or utilities, including health problems in mining communities and pollution around
power plants, a study found.

Those costs would effectively triple the price of electricity produced by coal-fired plants,
which are prevalent in part due to the their low cost of operation, the study led by a Harvard
University researcher found.

"This is not borne by the coal industry, this is borne by us, in our taxes," said Paul Epstein,
a Harvard Medical School instructor and the associate director of its Center for Health and
the Global Environment, the study's lead author.

"The public cost is far greater than the cost of the coal itself. The impacts of this industry go
way beyond just lighting our lights."

Coal-fired plants currently supply about 45 percent of the nation's electricity, according to
U.S. Energy Department data. Accounting for all the ancillary costs associated with burning
coal would add about 18 cents per kilowatt hour to the cost of electricity from coal-fired
plants, shifting it from one of the cheapest sources of electricity to one of the most



expensive.

In the year that ended in November, the average retail price of electricity in the United
States was about 10 cents per kilowatt hour, according to the Energy Department.

Advocates of coal power have argued that it is among the cheapest of fuel sources
available in the United States, allowing for lower-cost power than that provided by the
developing wind and solar industries.

"The Epstein article ignores the substantial benefits of coal in maintaining lower energy
prices for American families and businesses," said Lisa Camooso Miller, a spokeswoman
for the American Coalition for Clean Coal Electricity, an industry group. "Lower energy
prices are linked to a higher standard of living and better health.”

HEALTH, ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS

The estimate of hidden costs takes into account a variety of side-effects of coal production
and use. Among them are the cost of treading elevated rates of cancer and other illnesses
in coal-mining areas, environmental damage and lost tourism opportunities in coal regions
where mountaintop removal is practiced and climate change resulting from elevated
emissions of carbon dioxide from burning the coal.

Coal releases more carbon dioxide when burned than does natural gas or oil.

The $345 billion annual cost figure was the study's best estimate of the costs associated
with burning coal. The study said the costs could be as low as $175 billion or as high as
$523 billion.

"This is effectively a subsidy borne by asthmatic children and rain-polluted lakes and the
climate is another way of looking at it," said Kert Davies, research director with the
environmental activist group Greenpeace. "It's a tax by the industry on us that we are not
seeing in our bills but we are bearing the costs."

The estimates came in the paper "Full cost accounting for the life cycle of coal," to be
published in the Annals of the New York Academy of Sciences. Epstein discussed his
findings on the Arctic Sunrise, a 164-foot-long (50 metre long) icebreaker operated by
Greenpeace, and moored in Boston Harbor.

Leading users of coal in the United States include utilities American Electric Power Co Inc
<AEP.N> and Duke Energy Corp <DUK.N>. The top producers include miners Arch Coal
Inc <ACI.N>, Consol Energy Inc <CNX.N>, Peabody Energy Corp <BTU.N> and Alpha
Natural Resources <ANR.N>. (Reporting by Scott Malone, editing by Maureen Bavdek)

This service is not intended to encourage spam. The details provided by your colleague have been used for the
sole purpose of facilitating this email communication and have not been retained by Thomson Reuters. Your
personal details have not been added to any database or mailing list.

If you would like to receive news articles delivered to your email address, please subscribe at



www.reuters.com/newsmails

© Copyright Thomson Reuters 2011 All rights reserved. Users may download and print extracts of content from
this website for their own personal and non-commercial use only. Republication or redistribution of Thomson
Reuters content, including by framing or similar means, is expressly prohibited without the prior written consent
of Thomson Reuters. Thomson Reuters and its logo are registered trademarks or trademarks of the Thomson
Reuters group of companies around the world.

Sent: Thursday, June 16, 2011 1:18 PM
To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
Attachments: L )[Open as Web Page]

Enclosed please find for inclusion in the record and for the consideration of the Massachusetts
Department of Environmental Protection and the Massachusetts Department of Public Health the peer-
reviewed study prepared for the American Wind Energy Association and the Canadian Wind Energy
Association: Wind Turbine Sound and Health Effects — An Expert Panel Review (December 2009).

Thank you for your attention.

Carol Wasserman

Sent:Thursday, June 16, 2011 12:58 AM
To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

One thing to keep in mind in these discussions of safety concerns about the effects of the "noise"
from the turbines is the following;

Any effects on humans from the noise would be due to the energy of the sound.

This energy is coming from a point source and is expanding spherically. ("As the sound
spreads out from a point source it weakens, not only because of absorption but
because it's energy must be spread more thinly to cover the expanding wave front.")

This results in a weakening of the sound, not in just a linear manner but in an inverse squared
manner. Thus; Intensity = POWer oyrce™ 41 12

What this says is the if one moves the generation of the sound twice as far away, the sound diminishes (more than) 4-fold.

This says nothing about whether there actually are any health risks, but if there are, they are
diminished rapidly as one moves further from the source. Any remotely possible health risks
can be easily dealt with by simply moving the sound source a minimal distance away.

(references;



www.santafevisions.com/csf/html/lectures/003 sound II.htm; section 12
www.answers.com/topic/sound-intensity)

Sincerely,

Dr. James A. Fyfe

Jennifer Murphy (I

Follow Up. Start by Tuesday, June 21, 2011. Due by Tuesday, June 21, 2011.

You replied on 11/17/2011 10:54 AM.

Sent: Wednesday, June 15, 2011 9:42 AM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

I live near the -wind turbine,l want to report that causes much stress in my life do to the
pounding noise, causes me sleepless nights headaches stress and discomfort please help . Thank you

Sent:Wednesday, June 15, 2011 7:40 AM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
e

To whom it may concern;

I ind 1 Turbine is | lffeet from my bedroom window.
Please note | am not against wind but for the proper siting of Turbines. |

am pro-neighborhood.

Turbine Erected and Turned on Spring of 2010.

May 2010 _Dr. I - scribed

I ¢ B o help me cope with the symptoms of Sleeplessness,
anxiety and irritability. Dr. || | | | | llhas been my Family Doctor for 30
years and was surprised at how quickly my otherwise strong countenance
what effected by the pressure, noise and proximity of the turbine.

August 2010 Head aches are continual. Discovered after visiting
the Doctor | have taken to grinding my teeth in my sleep without my
knowledge. Stress response which was related back to my living
condition. Doctor asks if | can afford to move away from my home of 17
years. Depression is now showing signs as | am forced to realize that my



dream home and gardens is lost to me as a result of the newly imposed
neighbor, Wind [}

September 2010 Paralyzing anxiety from lack of sleep and
continued defending to the Town and local communities leaves me frayed.
An other wise stoic and strong woman now is reduced to attacks of
weeping and anger. Medication is not the answer. Marriage being
strained by the constant fight to protect our life style as we know it and our
financial investment in our home.

January 2011 Canyon Ranch visit in Western Mass where | was
focused on stress management and how to deal more effectively with the
problem of my environment. Was hypnotized in an effort to not WEEP
every time | spoke of the wind turbines.

March 2011 Thyroid medication improved a level since the current dosage
does not appear to be working. Signs of my endocrine system changing.
Weight gain apparent.

My daily symptoms include: Sleeplessness and/or interrupted sleep

Head aches

Pressure

Forgetfulness and loss of track of thought

Anxiety

Depression

Weepy

Loss of Motivation

Grinding of teeth

Anger

Hopelessness

Endocrine changes: dry skin, dry eyes, dry mouth,
sleepy mid day, irritable bowel, sore joints, weight gain

As | am doubtful that the town of Falmouth or the State truly cares about
me or my situation | am HOPEFUL that you will do the right thing and
prevent other people under your care and constituency from ending up in



this sick and sad situation by putting these industrial machines in their
neighborhoods.

Just ... Do the right thing.

Unreie Hat Caal

Serving all of ||| N

If you know of someone who is interested in buying or selling real estate, and who could benefit from the
services we provide, we’d love to help and take great care of them for you.

add my name

Nancy Simonitsch [ G

You replied on 11/17/2011 11:21 AM.
Sent:Friday, July 22, 2011 8:08 PM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

Please attach my name to the Wind-Wise Massachusetts letter. 1 am
very concerned about the health effects of turbines placed too close
to residential areas. These are caused by the flicker , distractions,
noise and health consequences that have been documented and
stated in meetings and news reports. Thank you. Nancy Simonitsch

Nancy Simonitsch (can be shared on the public list)

My Health

John J. Ford (G

You replied on 11/17/2011 11:20 AM.
Sent:Friday, July 22, 2011 7:03 PM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

To Whom It May Concern,

My name is John J. Ford and | live at ||| | . Tk you for this

opportunity to address you. | sincerely request that you put yourselves, for the moment, not only in m
Shoes, but also in my home and backyard. | am N



Before the spinning of the two, 1.65MW wind turbines close to me here in || ], my living
surroundings were peaceful and pleasant. Nestled in the woods, my humble home adequately provided
me shelter from the elements, all except the element of wind turbine noise, low frequency or otherwise.
My health, peace of mind, sanity, enjoyment of the outdoors, the net worth of my "piece of paradise”,
have all been stolen. | want to report these crimes to you.

I, along with my neighbors, were told, based on nebulous studies and inaccurate projections, that we
would barely be able to notice the presence of the wind turbines. Now, a good amount of the time, it's the
ONLY thing I DO notice. | certainly don't notice the deer, red-tailed fox or even the bats that use to
frequent my property - they have vacated the premises.

Because | cannot sleep with my windows open anymore because of the wind turbine noise, | recently had
to spend $2,692.00 for the installation of two acoustical windows in my bedroom, in an attempt to sleep
like other human beings. The necessity of air conditioning and its' inherent hike in my electric bill, is next
on the agenda of unforeseen home improvements. | don't even like air conditioning, but | have no choice
in the matter, | need to sleep. So much for lessening my carbon footprint.

My blood pressure is off the charts when the blades are spinning. Headaches, anxiety, depression and
anger are daily occurrences. When | leave my home, | have NONE of the symptoms. | can't sell my
home, who in their right mind would want to live under such conditions? HELP!

Sincerely,

John J. Ford

Natural beauty, what's that?

You replied on 11/17/2011 11:19 AM.

Sent: Friday, July 22, 2011 4:12 PM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

In a rational society what the DEP is attempting would be a crime.
Despicable at the very least. Solving one problem (not even decisively, only
sort of) by creating a multitude of others. Where is the sense in that?

The Berkshires are so small, so beautiful. Why would anyone want to ruin
them?

So, don't try, OK? Put them far away from everything, where the wind
blows, the corridor from Texas to Canada, for example.

—
Say No to Wind trubines

Linda Kaye-Moses [ N
You replied on 11/17/2011 11:19 AM.

Sent: Friday, July 22, 2011 3:59 PM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)




I urge you to say no to wind turbines. The combined negative physical, emotional, ecological effects of wind
turbines are too devastating to allow them to become permanent scars on our villages, towns and cities, not to
mention the coastal regions that are being considered for siting of these monstrosities. They are not the solution to
our energy crisis and will only create crises of a different nature.

Thanks, in advance, for withdrawing any kind of support for wind turbines in Massachusetts.
Linda Kaye-Moses

Wind Turbine

Johnson, Ruth M, "

You replied on 11/17/2011 11:18 AM.

Sent: Friday, July 22, 2011 2:57 PM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

I don't think any town or city should have to have a wind turbine, if one wants to have one
on their property to reduce their cost for electricity should be their right depending on
the zoning laws but to put them on scenic things from hill tops to oceans is not the way of
the future.

Honestly, as I have been in the industry for several years, coal is a less pollutant than the
eye sight pollutant a wind turbine could be.

Please do not mandate wind turbine for anyone, anywhere... look into Spain they went
"green” and they have a very large unemployment rate. Hummm is there a coorilation you
bet!

Thanks, Ruth Johnson _

wind turbines

skip Barlow & Diane Fiynn || |G

You replied on 11/17/2011 11:18 AM.
Sent: Friday, July 22, 2011 8:16 AM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

Good luck;

As a member of the [l Board of Health | have heard from many “experts” as well as listened to
hours of testimony both pro and con during the past several months. This has all taken place at open
meetings under the open meeting law, will your group follow the same policy? How would you select a
balanced group of “experts”? Good luck,

Galon “Skip” Barlow

Adding our voice: In strong Opposition to Wind Turbines built near families- part 2

Jeanne Nesto

Outlook Web Access has blocked access to attachments. Blocked attachments: ATT229521.htm,
ATT229522.htm.

You replied on 11/17/2011 11:17 AM.



Sent: Thursday, July 21, 2011 7:40 PM
To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

Attachments: j

)[Open as Web Page];
)[Open as Web Page];
Dear Sirs: Please see part 2 of our email. William Palmer, a noted expert on turbine
noise, wrote the below email with attachments to one of our ||l constituents,

. We ask that you read his attachments regarding health problems
associated with Wind Turbines. We represent ourselves and many of our constituents
as we protect the health of our families by continuing our opposition to the proposed
400 foot wind turbines, with unprecedented 300 foot blades, to be placed in the middle
of a well populated residential area. These turbines will be only 913 feet from each other
and appoximately 177 families live within 2500 feet from them, many as close as 1500
feet. We implore that you carefully read all the materials we have sent you and impose
fair setbacks from these utility sized turbines of 1.25 miles or at the very least, 10 times
the rotor diameter.

Thank you, David Costa and Jeanne Nesto,

Attachment: http://asadl.org/jasa/resource/1/jasman/v129/i4/p2521 s2?bypassSSO=1

From: William Paimer NN

Sent: Thu 6/16/2011 10:16 AM
To:

For your interest, | attach a summary which | had prepared from my 275 pages of notes taken at the
Wind Turbine Noise Conference in Rome this year, and at the Acoustical Society of America 161st
Seattle meeting, and from my post conference review of the proceedings which are available. It was
indeed a challenge to extract the "gold" from a large number of excellent and relevant papers
attended.

The summary includes my statement that "there is no smoking gun" that links wind turbines to "direct
health effects." However, the summary goes on to identify that links are clearly indicated from the
conference presentations, and explains my position. | do provide a hypothetical statement about
what | would imagine a "direct health effect" statement might say, being careful to identify that my
statement is hypothetical only.

Such a direct health effect would have to be stated in

terms such as 5 deaths per year from cardiac infarction are experienced per
1000 persons exposed to an A-weighted sound level of 40 dBA from wind
turbines during resting hours compared to 3 such deaths per 1000 person years
for those not exposed. (There is no evidence for such a statement.)

However, it is not possible to make such a statement without making the observation that in the
Environmental Noise Assessment prepared for Enbridge Wind Power Development, in Ontario,
where 110 turbines were installed in 2009, there are 158 homes identified with having a sound level
of 37 dBA or higher with wind speeds of 6 metres per second. In my presentation at the Acoustical
Society of America in Seattle (I was an invited speaker) | noted that based on the sound monitoring
performed by the acoustical consultant for the proponent, the sound level at a home where the


http://asadl.org/jasa/resource/1/jasman/v129/i4/p2521_s2?bypassSSO=1

predicted sound level was 37 dBA, would be above 40 dBA 25% of the time, and that it was above
the predicted value over 50% of the time - hence a 40 + dBA figure is quite reasonable for these 158
homes. | also have to observe that in the last 12 months there have been 3 sudden deaths due to
cardiac infarction of residents of homes in this wind power development.

- male age 57 - home was listed as 40.0 dBA

- female age 39 - home was listed as 39.2 dBA

- male age 67 - home in the vicinity as the others, believed to be of comparable sound level.

| understand of course, that a sample size of 3 homes in a pool of 158 homes, is far too small for any
statistical accuracy, but it is indeed remarkable to note the cardiac infarct rate of 3 deaths in 158
homes (say 500 residents) in a period of 12 months, is a sudden death rate from cardiac infarction of
of 6 per 1000 person years exposed, twice the Canadian national average. There is of course no
public record that links these deaths to wind turbines.

These are real families, suffering real pain, and are not simply numerical statistics. | am not in the
"loop" of health effect data collection, and can only speak of those deaths that are public knowledge
(as a small community people do talk as you know).

Attached below is my summary of the two conferences, and also a copy of the paper | presented at
the Acoustical Society of America. | would be pleased to explain further any of the points from the
conferences that you might find of note.

With respect,

Bill

William K.G. (Bill) Palmer

Adding our voice: In strong opposition to wind turbines built near families-Part 1
Jeanne Nesto
You replied on 11/17/2011 11:17 AM.

Sent: Thursday, July 21, 2011 7:23 PM
To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
Attachments:®wWind Turbine-Rand Accoustics.do )[Open as Web Page]

Kenneth L. Kimmell

Commissioner Department of Environmental Protection
One Winter Street

Boston, MA 02108

John Auerbach
Commissioner Department of Public Health
One Ashburton Place



Boston, MA 02108

Dear Sirs - Our names are David Costa and Jeanne Nesto. We live on || NG

We are elected Town Members for the Town. We are writing for
ourselves and many of our constituants who have been in strong opposition to two
proposed 400 foot utility sized turbines, with unprecedented 300 foot blades approved
by the Town of |l to be built in the middle of a well populated area. These
turbines are only 913 feet apart. Our home is one of 177 families who live within 2500
feet of these turbines. Many live within 1500 feet of them. We feel utility sized turbines
do not belong so close to so many families. Please see the attached information which
we as a group have sent to the Board of Health. We hope that this august
body will guide the Town of away from wind energy, which has proven to be
harmful to so many people, and towards other forms of sustainable energy that do not
pose the risks associated with wind. We have also forwarded you information from
William Palmer in our 2nd email to you sent directly after this one. We plead for you to
carefully and impartially review all the documents that are being sent to you and impose
fair setbacks of 1.25 miles, or at the very least, 10 rotor diameters. The government
should not impose such a burden on citizens when there are alternatives to wind, and a
way to minimize the many health problems through proper setbacks. We thank you for
your consideration, David Costa and Jeanne Nesto, &

Attachment:
Medical impacts possible for some near wind turbines

From case studies emerging around the world, there are medical impacts for some within a
certain distance, due to variations in sensitivity to noise and possibly to vestibular conditions.
According to vestibular.org , 35 percent of people over age 40 have a vestibular condition. The
medical impact of close proximity to Turbines seems most associated to strong low frequency
pulsations that pervades the homes at night. Homes are more transparent to noise at lower
frequencies. The effect is described as "living inside a drum". | recently experienced those
unpleasant medical impacts directly while on survey in Falmouth, Massachusetts. | found very
little reduction below 20 Hertz, and amplification below 6 Hertz indoors. The dBA filter does not
measure this noise. See http://randacoustics.com/hammered-by-a-wind-turbine/

Summary

From my experience investigating wind turbines, | find only two methods of reducing wind
turbine noise reliably; sufficient distance set prior to permit, or shutdown if there are complaints.
Shutdown could be time-of-day such as 10 pm to 7 am or when winds exceed a certain speed.
Falmouth is using a 10 m/s cutoff on "WIND 1" since March.

In brief, from my independent research of the last two years:
1. For large wind turbines sited in quiet rural areas, community reaction to noise moves into
"Widespread complaints" at levels above 33 dBA. It is appropriate to design facilities to no more

than "Sporadic complaints". Widespread complaints are inappropriate.

2. Two 1.5MW wind turbines create 33 dBA at a mile (31-35 dBA, 33 dBA average, Freedom,
Maine; night, moderate winds, January 2010).


http://vestibular.org/

3. Annoyance ramps up quickly above 32 dBA in rural areas, climbing through 1/3 of the
population annoyed above 40 dBA (Pedersen Waye 2004). It is inappropriate to design a facility
that annoys lots of people.

4. Health effects start at 30 dBA (WHO "NOEL" 2009), with adverse health effects rising quickly
above 40 dBA (WHO "NOAEL" 2009). Those in vulnerable groups (children, elderly, with pre-
existing conditions or disease) may experience adverse effects below 40 dBA. It is inappropriate
to design a facility that could adversely affect the health of people, especially children and
elderly.

"Pitch and feather" design trumped by "DIRTY FUEL"

Some would suggest that the new variable pitch controls are quieter than the old "stall-
controlled" designs, based on test stand readings in neutral air conditions at the wind turbine
"test stands" out west (e.g. Texas). However | suggest that those test-stand data are of limited
use in New England. At Mars Hill, Freedom, and Vinalhaven, "pitch and feather” wind turbines
have all exceeded the predicted "maximum" sound levels based on test-stand data. Large
turbine blade controls are simply unable to match instantaneously the fast-changing wind
speeds and direction top to bottom of blade rotation (also known as wind shear). Variable pitch
controls are unable to reduce the instantaneous noise effects of buffeting in-flow turbulence,
layering, veer shear, and low-level atmospheric jets variously impinging along the three blade
surfaces. The result is more noise, especially at night.

Some would suggest that manufacturer-supplied noise reduction options (or NROs, consisting
of firmware settings in the wind turbine software) are a reliable noise control strategy for wind
turbines. As of today, the NROs | am familiar with have a maximum of 4 decibels available at a
significant operational penalty of 5 percent power output per decibel. It is worth noting that when
complaints have arisen at a facility, at least 5 dB up to 10 dB or more noise control may be
needed to remove complaints. That is to say, a maximum of 4 dB reduction (even if you could
get it) usually won't be enough to stop complaints. As found recently at Vinalhaven, NROs do
not reduce noise levels measurably, due again in all likelihood to the inefficiencies and
increased noise pulsations created by turbulence and strong wind shear. Wind is a dirty fuel in
New England. Wind shear, veer shear, in-flow turbulence, atmospheric stability, layering, and
low-level jets are all like water in the gas. | suggest that wind turbines are noisier in the real
world than at the national wind turbine test stands and NROs don't realize any noise reductions
because- the fuel here is dirty.

Vinalhaven

| understand that the acoustical consultant, Acentech, has refused to release the noise data
they gathered over several months in 2010. There can be only one rational explanation for that:
the turbines are louder than the State limit allows. | understand that Fox Island Wind is burning
money attempting to develop so-called "active" noise control for the problem in Vinalhaven. | am
familiar with ANC technology, which works in certain cases in constrained ductwork. | don't see
reliable noise reduction obtained with ANC for the wind turbines at Vinalhaven.

Metaview

Wind turbines are not "pollution-free” (AWEA removed that description from their web site last
year). Noise is a recognized pollutant and worldwide, affects more people than any other
environmental pollutant. My vision is that those who do not yet understand the potential for



medical impacts from wind turbine acoustic emissions 1) take the time to consider that some
people really are suffering because of inadequate siting and 2) take the necessary steps
including community noise impact assessments to ensure that wind turbines are properly sited
with sufficient distance. Properly sited turbines do not cause problems and allow for more wind
turbine promotion. Badly sited turbines cause problems for people and the wind industry.
Sufficient distance is the key to a successful installation near residential areas.

Robert W. Rand, Member INCE
Rand Acoustics

65 Mere Point Road

Brunswick, Maine 04011

Tel: 207-632-1215

Fax: 206-339-3441

Web: http://frandacoustics.com

Wind Turbines

You replied on 11/17/2011 11:17 AM.
Sent:Thursday, July 21, 2011 6:17 PM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
Wind turbines make people sick.

| agree with Lilli Green 's letter "Preservethe Wellfleet " stating that more studies are needed.
| have grave concerns and hope that you postpone your action.

Sincerely,
Tracy Duffey Finstein

Health Effects of Wind Turbines

peggy burke and ray burke

You replied on 11/17/2011 11:16 AM.
Sent: Thursday, July 21, 2011 6:13 PM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

| wish to refer you to a set of proposed findings submitted to the Cape Cod Commission Sub-Committee
hearing the DRI application of New Generation Wind on July 20th. by attorney Chris Senie. It should be
in their data base(please contact pczepiga@capecodcommission.org. )to locate it. | refer you to pages
6,7 and 8 outlining the "cascade of effects which link the sound pressures from wind turbines and adverse
health effects. | think you will find this enlightening regarding the issue of annoyance leading to stress
leading to chronic sleep deprivation leading to chronic health problems.




Thank You

Mariaret Burke
Adverse Human Health Impacts of Industrial Wind turbines
Dr Sarah Laurie h

Outlook Web Access has blocked access to attachments. Blocked attachments: ATT00005.htm,
ATT00006.htm, ATT00007.htm, image003.jpg, ATT00008.htm.
You replied on 11/17/2011 11:16 AM.

Sent: Thursday, July 21, 2011 3:04 PM
To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

J )[Open as Web Page];
Attachments: L] )[Open as Web Page];

)[Open as Web Page];

ATTENTION:

Kenneth Kimmell, Commissioner of MA Department of Environmental Protection
John Auerbach, Commissioner of MA Department of Public Health

Dear Sirs,

| would like to share with you the information which we have gathered in Australia,
relating to the adverse human health impacts of industrial wind turbines when they are
sited inappropriately - too close to homes and workplaces. | have attached a number of
documents below which | hope will help you in your deliberations. The Waubra
Foundation has been set up specifically to advocate for and facilitate the conducting of
the best independent multidisciplinary research into the reported adverse health effects
of wind turbines.

The time for denials of the serious and cumulative health impacts from acute and
chronic exposure to operating wind turbines is over. These problems are real, and are
resulting in significant ill health, around the globe. There is a consistent range of
symptoms and serious illnesses being experienced, which have been well described by
a number of different medical practitioners in the United Kingdom (Dr Harry), Australia
(Dr David Iser and myself) and in America (Dr Nina Pierpont). They have also been
identified in the ongoing community health survey conducted by the Society for Wind
Vigilance (WINDVoice), founded by Professor Robert McMurtry and Ms Carmen Krogh.

Interestingly we are now finding the same pattern of symptoms is being reported in
people who have been exposed to infrasound/low frequency noise from sources other



than wind turbines, which for a long time has been called "annoyance" by acousticians
and others involved in the study of these people. The same pattern of onset is
described - some people are affected immediately whereas others take time to develop
symptoms, which may be different for different individuals in the same household.
What is universal is that the symptoms worsen over time with chronic exposure, and
generally start to resolve when the exposure ceases. The longer the exposure time, the
longer it takes for the symptoms to resolve. Some people with long term chronic
exposure and severe symptoms do not fully recover their health.

Despite the extent of the reported cases of illness from exposure to wind turbines, there
is a singular lack of peer reviewed studies and properly conducted research, with the
exception of Dr Nina Pierpont's study. However no further work has yet been published,
nor has it been funded, and this is a serious failing on the part of public health
authorities globally, who are getting reports of people's ill health but have generally
been unwilling to investigate further.

There is an immediate need for independent studies which might include the following:

1. Collection of acoustic data with physiological and biochemical measures, such as
sleep studies, ambulatory BP studies, midnight salivary cortisol done
contemporaneously so that exposure to infrasound & low frequency noise (ILFN) can be
correlated and the amount of exposure measured. (Such a study is already being
planned in Australia)

2. Larger epidemiological studies, to identify the full range of symptoms and medical
and psychiatric diagnoses associated with operating turbines, and which can give
information relating to what a safe buffer distance might be. (This epidemiological study
has been recommended in our recent Australian Senate Committee's report - see
below)

3. Studies which address the reported learning problems being described by parents
and teachers in children exposed to operating wind turbines overnight and during the
day at school. (This is planned)

| have attached a number of documents below, which further address and describe the
problems. They include my submission to the Australian Federal Senate Committee,
the Australian Senate Inquiry's report, and the Explicit Cautionary Notice which we have
recently issued and are sending around to the relevant elected officials, bureaucrats,
wind developers, and other relevant parties.

7/20/11



Department of Environmental Protection
Department of Public Health

To whom it may concern -

| am Elizabeth L. Andersen and I am writing on behalf of my husband, Neil P. Andersen, and
myself about the devastating effects that the ||| | | | | S l:urbine has had on our family
since it went online in . We reside in, what used to be, a wonderful home at [JJjj
from the 396 ft. wind machine. After just two weeks
of this machine running full tilt, all the time — thump, thump - day and night, thump, thump,
thump - every hour, thump, thump, scrape, thump - every minute, scrape, scrape, scrape, thump,
thump - every second, scrape, scrape, scrape, scrap, scrap, scrape-I was a physical and
emotional wreck! First comes the sleep depravation — thump, thump, thump invades the house.
You are tired. Headaches that do not go away. Thump, thump, thump, — you feel dizzy and
nauseous. No sleep — scrape, scrape, scrape, scrape. Body functions go haywire — start dropping
things (can’t seem to make my hand close all the way) and fall down basement stairs. Hear jets
going over the house, think it is the turbine — heart palpitations. Deep exhaustion sets in —
thump, thump, thump, thump. Go to doctor — need to increase . Highest level
of is prescribed along with Go to ear specialist —
along with Vertigo.. Anger. Teeth grinding- break a tooth.
Crying — no more sanctuary of home — thump, thump, thump, thump, thump. Depression.
Suicide plans. Call suicide hotline. How do you explain that you are being abused every day by a
wind turbine!

Neil starts manifesting symptoms two months after turbine goes on line. Doctor says men
usually are more stoic at first, then - Wham! He tries to work around yard — scrape, scrape,
scrape. Starts complaining that his ears bother him like he is underwater. Can’t sleep —
headaches. Thump, thump, thump. Blood pressure goes way up. Tired — scrape, scrape, scrape,
scrape. Goes to doctor and is . I o the
most laid back guy | know. Thump thump, thump, scrape. Awful ringing in his ears. Anger —
no help for us. Neil is toast. He ends up in hospital emergency room and is treated for
exhaustion and given :

Going on 17 months now.
Help us - anyone?

Elizabeth L. Andersen

Wind power YES!

Martin Goulet ([

You replied on 11/17/2011 11:15 AM.



Sent: Thursday, July 21, 2011 7:44 AM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

I'm writing to support the use of wind turbines where ever they may be needed. Please do not let
NIMBY wackos deter us from this important work.

Marty Goulet,

Concern of anonymous

steven Ouellette [ G

You replied on 11/17/2011 11:15 AM.

Sent:Wednesday, July 20, 2011 12:07 PM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

| support research into wind turbine health but I am concerned over the anonymous
Windwisema.org folks trying to flood you with negative wind turbine emails.
Thank You,

Steven J Ouellette

Health impacts of industrial wind turbines
Allan Keith [

You replied on 11/17/2011 11:15 AM.
Sent:Wednesday, July 20, 2011 11:43 AM
To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
Gentlemen:

By mistake my name was omitted from the letter signed by 407 persons sent to you yesterday
requesting an independent and transparent investigation into the documents furnished to you be Wind
Wise Massachusetts regarding adverse health effects from wind turbines. Please add my name to that
list.

Thank you, Winifred W. Keith, _

FORMAL SUBMISSION FOR THE EXPERT PANEL STUDYING THE HEALTH EFFECTS
OF WIND TURBINES

Preston Ribnick (1

You replied on 11/17/2011 11:15 AM.

Sent: Wednesday, July 20, 2011 11:23 AM
To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP); Kimmell, Ken (DEP); Auerbach, John
' (DPH)

Attachments: LI )[Open as Web Page]




Kenneth L. Kimmell

Commissioner, Department of Environmental Protection
One Winter Street

Boston, MA 02108

John Auerbach

Commissioner, Department of Public Health
One Ashburton Place

Boston, MA 02108

Dear Commissioners Kimmell and Auerbach:

Attached please find my letter in PDF format as a formal submission for the expert
panel studying the health effects of wind turbines.

Thank you.

Preston Ribnick
Wellfleet, MA

Attachment:

Preston Ribnick

P.O. Box 963

South Wellfleet, MA 02663

July 20, 2011

Kenneth L. Kimmell

Commissioner, Department of Environmental Protection

One Winter Street

Boston, MA 02108

John Auerbach

Commissioner, Department of Public Health

One Ashburton Place

Boston, MA 02108

Dear Commissioners Kimmell and Auerbach:

| would like to begin by expressing my sincere appreciation to the Department of
Environmental Protect and the Department of Public Health for conducting a
research study on the health effects of wind turbines.

| am writing to express my deep concern regarding the health risks posed by
improperly siting wind turbines too close to people.

| have worked in the healthcare industry for the past 38 years in hospital
administration and consulting. | founded and currently own a national healthcare
education and consulting firm specializing in improving healthcare quality
nationwide.

For the past 18 months | have intensely researched the benefits and risks of wind
energy. | have spoken to many, many people living near wind turbines as well as
national and international experts. Earlier this year | traveled throughout



Australia and New Zealand and met with numerous people who have become
physically ill due to wind turbines.

Based upon my research and personal contacts with many people living near
wind turbines in the U.S. and around the world, | can absolutely state that when
wind turbines are placed too close to people, a significant number will have their
health compromised.

Therefore, the expert panel that the DEP and DPH is assembling to conduct a
comprehensive research study into the health effects of wind turbines is

extremely important to all the citizens of our Commonwealth.
Submission Letter to DEP/DPH by Preston Ribnick 7/20/2011 2

| would like share two important observations:

First, it is most critical that the members of the expert panel be completely
independent. That means the experts must have no past or current ties to the
wind energy industry or associations, wind developers, consultants working for
wind developers, or public employees that work for public agencies that are
supportive of wind energy. The citizens of Massachusetts look to you and your
departments for a comprehensive and independent report.

Second, | believe that while the study is underway and until the final report is
issued, there should be an absolute moratorium on all wind energy projects
throughout the Commonwealth as well as to wind energy projects within three
miles of land.

The truth is, there are far too many unanswered questions regarding the
placement of wind turbines. Until through and independent research and
analysis is conducted, it is imperative that no further turbines are placed in
Massachusetts or in near-shore waters.

We already have examples of placing turbines too close to people in
Massachusetts prior to the benefit of a comprehensive and independent study.
Look no further than the Falmouth experience. The many residents living in
proximity of the Falmouth turbines are the unfortunate victims of living too close
to wind turbines. The same severe health problems they suffer are being
experienced by people all over the world who live near wind turbines.

Again, thank you for sponsoring the study and I, and many citizens throughout
Massachusetts, look forward to being informed about who will be serving on the
panel of experts, the progress of the panel, the process they utilize to conduct
their study, when their meetings are scheduled, when members of the public can
testify, the list of materials the panel reviews, the procedure the panel will use to
write their findings, when their draft report will be open for public feedback, when
you expect that the report will be available for public comment and the
anticipated date when the report will be finalized.

Most respectfully,

Preston Ribnick, MS

Wellfleet, MA

Wind Turbine Stud

s Rotonc
You replied on 11/17/2011 11:14 AM.
Sent:Tuesday, July 19, 2011 6:29 PM



To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
Dear Commissioners Kimmell and Auerbach,

| am writing in strong favor of a review of the health impacts of Wind Turbines. Make no
mistake, | am a strong proponent of alternative energies including wind, but most power
generation is a transformation of some energy source into electricity, and as such it is locally
(and globally) disruptive. Frankly all of it should be done in a concentrated way away from
people and nature:

with oil there are greenhouse and acid rain forming gasses

with coal there are all things from oil but more particulate emissions, heavy metals, and a whole
scale raping of the land...

with nuclear there are incredibly poisonous fuel and fissile breakdown products...
with geothermal there is an area of the surface that is sacrificed as a heat collecting zone
(although I believe geotherm is the future of decentralized heat, not electricity, in the U.S. north

east).

with wind there is the generation of a sustained pure tone of potentially both audible and low
frequency over/under tones, threats to migratory bird populations.

| believe wind power has great potential, the scale should be large, but it belongs several miles
(more or less based upon real assessments of how far the audible signals carry over a given the
landscape) from the nearest occupier (student, family, employee, et al.).

| thank you for taking my comment.

Respectfully,

KSR

Dr. K.S.Rotondi

BRPC Comments on Human Health Concerns Related to Exposure to Wind Turbines



Brian Domina (1

You replied on 11/17/2011 11:14 AM.

Sent: Tuesday, July 19, 2011 4:16 PM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

Cc: !

Attachments: ] )[Open as Web Page]
Sir/Mam:

Please find attached to this email, comments from the Berkshire Regional Planning Commission
on potential human health concerns related to exposure to wind turbines.

Thanks,

Brian

Brian Domina

The Secretary of the Commonwealth has determined that most e-mails to and from public offices and
public officials are public records. Consequently, confidentiality should not be expected.

Attachment: see below
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Thus, the panel is strongly encouraged to study the potential human health effects of audible sound, infrasound and
low frequency sound produced by wind turbines. The panel is encouraged to pay special attention to the emerging
information regarding the possible human health effects related to low frequency sound.

Suggested Best Practices

In 2010, the Berkshire Regional Planning Commission released its Model Large Wind Energy Facility
Zoning Bylaw (Model Bylaw). The Model Bylaw contains recommendations to those communities wishing to
develop a zoning bylaw to permit large wind energy facilities. The Model Bylaw contains the following relevant
recommendations, which were based on the best available information we could locate from reputable sources:

Shadow/Flicker

The Model Bylaw prohibits large scale wind energy facilities from causing significant shadow/flicker
impacts on off-site inhabited buildings. The Model Bylaw references the 30 shadow/flicker hours
per year industry standard. However, the genesis of the 30 shadow/flicker hour per year standard
is a German court case and is not necessarily based upon the best available science. The panel
should consider recommending a different science based standard.

Ice Throw & Blade Throw

Sound

The Model Bylaw imposes a setback distance equal to 1 ¥ times the height of the large wind
energy facility from property lines, on-site buildings, public and private ways and recreational trails.
The setback creates a clear area in which debris can harmlessly fall to the ground.

Based on the 2007 National Academy of Sciences Study, Environmental Impacts of Wind-Energy
Projects, which found that “noise produced by wind turbines generally is not a major concern for
humans beyond a half mile...” the Model Bylaw imposes a setback distance equal to /2 mile from
the nearest inhabited building.

The Model Bylaw also incorporates the Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection’s
Noise Pollution Policy. However, the Noise Pollution Policy does not adequately regulate
infrasound and the low frequency sound produced by wind turbines. The panel should consider
recommending a science based standard for low frequency sound and infrasound that can be
merged into the current Policy.

Please find attached to this letter a list of resources that may aid the panel in its work. The Commission

looks forward to the completion and release of the report.

Sincerely,

o I

Nathaniel W. Karns, AICP
Executive Director

€e:

The Honorable Benjamin B. Downing, State Senator

The Honorable Gailanne Cariddi, State Representative, 1 Berkshire

The Honorable Paul Mark, State Representative, 2" Berkshire

The Honorable Smitty Pignatelli, State Representative, 4™ Berkshire

Secretary Richard K. Sullivan, Jr., Executive Office of Energy & Environmental Affairs.



Suggested Documents

Report: Environmental Impacts of Wind-Energy Projects
National Research Council of the National Academy of Sciences, 2007
http://www.vawind.org/Assets/NRC/NRC Wind Report 050307.pdf

Public Health Impacts of Wind Turbines
Minnesota Department of Public Health, Environmental Health Division, 2009
http://www.health.state.mn.us/divs/eh/hazardous/topics/windturbines.pdf

The Potential Health Impact of Wind Turbines
Chief Medical Officer of Health of Ontario, 2010
http://www.health.gov.on.ca/en/public/publications/ministry reports/wind turbine/wind turbine.pdf

The Health Impact of Wind Turbines: A Review of the Current White, Grey and Published Literature
Chatham-Kent Public Health Unit, 2008
http://www.wind-works.org/LargeTurbines/Health%20and%20Wind%20by%20C-K%20Health%20Unit.pdf

Wind Farm Noise: 2009 in Review
The Acoustic Ecology Institute, 2010
http://www.acousticecology.org/docs/AEl_WindFarmNoise 2009inReview.pdf

Night Noise Guidelines for Europe
World Health Organization, 2009
http://www.euro.who.int/ _data/assets/pdf file/0017/43316/E92845.pdf

Kenneth L. Kimmell
Commissioner, Department of Environmental Protection



One Winter Street
Boston, MA 02108

John Auerbach

Commissioner, Department of Public Health
One Ashburton Place

Boston, MA 02108

RE: Submission of materials to be entered into evidence regarding the review of
public health and safety standards near wind turbines

Dear Commissioners Kimmell and Auerbach:

Thank you for your support of the comprehensive and independent research study on
the health effects of wind turbines.

Attached please find the following documents in PDF format which we are formally
submitting to the expert panel:

|. Cover letter addressed to you, signed by more than 400 people from 100 towns
throughout the Commonwealth of Massachusetts
DEP DPH Letter.pdf

II. Additional supporting documentation - background information
DEP DPH Additional Supporting Documentation.pdf

lll. Catalogue of documents regarding adverse health impacts from wind turbines (listing
of hundreds of journal articles, studies, reports, presentations, personal stories, news
articles and other information regarding the adverse impact of wind turbines on human
health)

Catalogue of Documents Regarding Adverse Health Impacts from Wind
Turbines.pdf

Also, please note that we are submitting via mail printed copies of all documents
attached to this email and a CD-ROM of the source documents catalogued, several
DVDs with videotaped footage of those living with wind turbines, and the book: Wind
Turbine Syndrome: A Report on a Natural Experiment written by Nina Pierpont, MD,
PhD.

Again, thank you for convening the expert panel to research this most important topic.
People from throughout the Commonwealth of Massachusetts will be closely following
the progress of the panel and many of us plan to make formal presentations to the
panel at the appropriate time.

Respectfully submitted,



Wind Wise ~ Massachusetts
Forward email

This email was sent to windturbinedocket.massdep@massmail.state.ma.us by [ KGczIEIzIzINGE

Uidate ProfiIeiEmaiI Address | Instant removal with SafeUnsubscribe™ | Privacy Policy.

- wind turbine Ero'iect

To help protect your privacy, some content in this message has been blocked. If you are sure that
this message is from a trusted sender and you want to re-enable the blocked features, click here.
You replied on 11/17/2011 11:14 AM.

Sent: Monday, July 18, 2011 3:34 PM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

Dear Sirs/Madame,

| am writing in opposition to the proposed location of the wind turbine project off Chase Road. My
guestion is, was any other locations looked at in town? There is plenty of land behind the Dartmouth
House of Correction, or behind the water treatment plant on Old Westport Road or even the property
behind the Caddy Shack driving range on rte. 6. | am not at all opposed to green energy but | am not sure
why the only site available has been chosen within so many homes.

Sincerely,
Russ Ferreira

Windturbines

You replied on 11/17/2011 11:13 AM.
Sent:Monday, July 18, 2011 10:20 AM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

Mr. Kenneth Kimmell, Commissioner of MA Department of Environmental
Protection

Mr. John Auerbach, Commissioner of MA Department of Public Health

Dear Mr. Kimmell,
Dear Mr. Auerbach,

we are living in || | | | I northern Germany, between

Mediterranian Sea and Northsea, in a little Village. Since 11 years we
are attacked by a windpark of 10 windturbines, which stay in a distance
of 700 meters to our house. Since a few years my husband's and my
healthy condition gets more and more bad because of the windturbines.



The best way to express our concerns about wind turbines is this video
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=jQdpjgKvjhc

Best regards,
Uwe and Petra Tiemann

Study on health risks from industrial wind turbines

Rogers [

You replied on 11/17/2011 11:13 AM.

Sent: Saturday, July 16, 2011 9:42 PM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

Kenneth L. Kimmell

Commissioner Department of Environmental Protection
One Winter Street

Boston, MA 02108

John Auerbach

Commissioner Department of Public Health
One Ashburton Place

Boston, MA 02108

Commissioners:

Having been threatened with the construction of an industrial wind turbine within in the
- d hcar a cottage, cherished by five generations of a large
extended family, | have been studying the affects of these large turbines for two years.
In the process, | have heard many sad stories from real people from all around the
world and from as close as Falmouth and Hingham, MA (affected by the Hull turbine).
These are not just computer projections. Therefore | agree with the following statement:

The public health and risks posed by industrial wind turbines represent unacceptable threats
to

the citizens of Massachusetts and require your personal and immediate intervention and
action.

As you study the health risks from industrial wind turbines, | urge you to invoke the precautionary
principle and a moratorium on building all wind turbines in Massachusetts until more research is
completed.

Sincerely,

Patricia C. Roaers



Wind Turbines - Pollute

barbara howard |

You replied on 11/17/2011 11:13 AM.

Sent: Friday, July 15, 2011 6:57 PM
To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
] )[Open as Web Page]; I The

Attachments:Energy Collective: UNIVER...: #]

)[Open as Web Page]
To the Mass DEP & DPH

I am aware that you are receiving a great deal of information regarding the debilitating physical
ailments that have occurred when Wind Turbines are installed near residential communities. I
have witnessed the trauma but, thankfully, I am not currently at risk as my town of Harwich has
turned down the installation of wind turbines in my neighborhood.

The information that I am sending is different than the above as it does not address the impact
to physical health directly, but instead provides evidence that the current design of wind
turbines are not even "green". Not one fossil fuel plant world wide has been de-commissioned
as a result of wind turbines. Unfortunately, the opposite is true, additional fuel plants have had
to be built to accommodate the inconsistency of the wind vs. the consistency of the demand. 1
am hoping this additional information might help you opt to delay installing wind turbines
anywhere.

Thank you for your consideration and for tackling this daunting task in such an open manner.

Regards,
Barbara Howard

Wind Turbiine Noise
chris Kapsambelis [ GGG
You replied on 11/17/2011 11:12 AM.
Sent: Friday, July 15, 2011 3:08 PM
To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

- - - )[Open as Web Page];

)[Open as Web Page]

MassDEP policy is to control noise pollution using the Department’s noise regulation (310 CMR 7.10)
which in part states that a violation occurs when a noise source “Increases the broadband sound level by
more than 10 dB(A) above ambient...”.

Attachments: j

When it come to enforcing this regulation against wind turbines, MassDEP has accepted a common
redefinition used by practically all sound engineering firms as ““Increases the broadband sound level by
more than 10 dB(A) In ambient...”.

While such redefinition is inconsequential in many, if not most, common applications such as the noise
generated by a diesel engine, or a fossil fuel power plant, it becomes highly consequential when applied
to rhythmic noise sources such as pile drivers, whose noise characteristic is a burst of loud sound every



second or so. Since a pile driver is quiet more that 10% of the time, the increase in ambient noise would
be negligible. However, as everyone knows, pile drivers generate noise that increases the broadband
sound level well above the 10 dB(A) limit set forth in the regulation (310 CMR 7.10).

Like the pile driver, utility scale wind turbines produce a rhythmic sound with a burst of sound at the
rate of a little less than once a second. This large component of sound has been named Aerodynamic
Amplitude Modulation (AAM) by sound engineers who have measured its effect. Below is a link to a
presentation by Noise Control Engineering, Inc. who made some limited measurements of the wind
turbine noise coming from the wind turbines installed in - Massachusetts.

http://www.falmouthmass.us/energy/nce%20june6th%20presentation aam r2.pdf

These wind turbines have elicited a rather large number of nearby residents’ noise complaints,
attracting the attention of MassDEP who is apparently reevaluating how to enforce the regulation.

Attached is another paper on the subject of AAM that shows the complexity of not only how the noise
is generated as a function of wind speed, but also how it tends to propagate as a function of wind
direction.

The complexities of AAM are such that before any regulation is administered the panel will need to
conduct studies at least on the following subjects:

e The accuracy of manufacturer’s specifications on noise emissions. Currently, the level of AAM is
all but ignored.

e The relationship between AAM and wind speed.

e The directivity of AAM emissions relative to the oncoming wind.

e Theincreased sensitivity to health issues of the pulsating nature of AAM.

It’s clear to anyone who has seriously studied the issue of wind turbine noise and health that the role of
AAM is a huge part of the problem.

Respectfully,

Chris Kapsambelis

Re: Expert Panel on Health Effects of Wind Turbines
John sears |

You replied on 11/17/2011 11:11 AM.

Sent: Friday, July 15, 2011 9:11 AM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
Dear Commissioners Kimmel and Auerbach:



http://www.falmouthmass.us/energy/nce%20june6th%20presentation_aam_r2.pdf

| urge that the expert panel being convened to review the literature
on the impact of industrial wind turbines on public health conduct an
independent and comprehensive review of all the evidence, paying
particular attention to the experience of the citizens of Falmouth and
Newburyport who live in the vicinity of wind turbines.

The information and research examined by the panel should be the work
of independent experts, engineers, and health care professionals, not

of individuals or organizations employed by or with a financial

interest in the wind energy industry.

The materials and comments submitted to the expert panel should be
posted online so that all citizens can read them.

Wind Wise ~ Massachusetts has compiled an extensive catalogue of
information on the health impacts of industrial wind turbines located
in Massachusetts, in other states in this country, and in many other
parts of the world. I urge the expert panel to thoroughly review this
material.

Because a growing body of evidence indicates that wind turbines can be
injurious to the health of those living in their vicinity, it is vital

that those responsible for public health carefully assess the problem

and develop strict guidelines that establish adequate setbacks for the
protection of the citizens of Massachusetts from these effects.

Thank you for all you are doing to ensure that the residents of
Massachusetts live in a safe and healthy environment.

Sincerely,

John Sears

John F. Sears, PhD

Please read

You replied on 11/17/2011 11:11 AM.
Sent: Saturday, July 09, 2011 1:14 PM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
To Whom it May Concern,

| have spent the past year reading, and researching the health effects of wind turbines on humans. | have
spoken with people on Martha's Vineyard who are within a two mile radius of wind turbines and people
from Vinalhaven, Maine, who have suffered devastating ilinesses as a result of exposure to wind turbines.



| am gravely concerned about the health impact on humans of exposure to wind turbines. | strongly urge
those who are making decisions on wind turbines to do their research on the impact to human health.

The issues of noise, light and the wind interference have led to serious, medical issues affecting the
brain, eyes, equilibrium, sleep, heart rhythm and psychological well being among others.

Please find out for yourselves. Talk with those who have been affected. Read the research. Do your part
to protect the health of your constituents.

Very truly yours,

Andrea Quigley

For DEP/DPH Turbine Working Group

You replied on 11/17/2011 11:11 AM.
Sent: Friday, July 08, 2011 4:22 PM
To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
To the DEP/DPH Wind Turbine Working Group:

Thank you for addressing the problems caused by wind turbines. The turbine
erected by the Town of Falmouth approximately [ JJJflf from our home has had a great
impact on our health and our quality of life. Sincerely, Kathie and Day Mount

Mr. Kimmell, Mr. Auerbach

Albrecht Hung [IENEEEEG
You replied on 11/17/2011 11:08 AM.
Sent: Thursday, July 07, 2011 1:36 PM
To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
_IFamHung in )[Open as Web Page];
Attachments: )[Open as Web Page]; 1 )[Open

as Web Page]
Helga Hung

Mr. Kenneth Kimmell, Commissioner of MA Department of Environmental Protection
Mr. John Auerbach, Commissioner of MA Department of Public Health



Dear Mr. Kimmell,
Dear Mr. Auerbach,

many thanks that we can report our worries and woes.
vielen Dank, dass wir unsere Sorgen und NOte hier vortragen durfen.

We are a family with three disabled persons.
Wir sind eine Familie mit drei Behinderten.

In a distance of 800 meters two 1.5 MW wind turbines were set up.
In 800 m Entfernung wurden zwei 1,5 MW-Windkraftanlagen errichtet.

The epileptic attacks of our adopted son increases with the emissions of the wind turbines.
Unser Adoptivsohn hat durch die Immissionen der Windkraftanlage vermehrt epileptische
Anféalle bekommen.

The court says, people like we are not to be considered and have to accept health impacts from
these facilities.

Das Gericht sagt, Menschen wie wir sind nicht zu bertcksichtigen und haben
gesundheitliche Auswirkungen durch diese Anlagen hinzunehmen.

After our son had an accident with paraplegia due to the increased epileptic attacks, we tried to
sell our house.

Nachdem unser Sohn infolge der vermehrten epileptischen Anfélle einen Unfall mit
Querschnittslahmung hatte, versuchten wir unser Haus zu verkaufen.

For Three years we have been looking for a buyer, and finally the house was sold far below
price.

Drei Jahre haben wir einen Kéufer gesucht und zum Schluss das Haus weit unter Preis
verkauft.

All built-in facilities suitable for the handicapped were not included in the purchase price. Today,
we are still trying to purchase this piece by piece.

Samtlich eingebauten behindertengerechten Anlagen waren im Kaufpreis nicht enthalten.
Wir sind heute noch dabei diese Stiick fur Stick wieder anzuschaffen.

Before the construction of wind turbines so-called citizen participation have been sold. An action
group which had been founded in the city was threatened. Signature lists which were displayed



in the shops, were destroyed by the future operators of the business by coercion. The community
was threatened with claim for indemnification (compensation for expected profits of the wind
turbines).

VVor dem Bau der Windkraftanlagen wurden sogenannte Burgerbeteiligungen verkauft.
Eine Burgerinitiative die sich im Ort gegriindet hatte wurde bedroht. Unterschriftenlisten
die in den Geschaften auslagen, wurden von den zukinftigen Betreibern durch Nétigung
der Geschéftsleute vernichtet. Der Gemeinde wurde mit Schadensersatzforderung (Ersatz
far erwartete Gewinne der WK-Anlagen) gedroht.

We are still in contact with former neighbors, some of them also suffer under these turbines.
Meanwhile, nobody dares to say anything against the wind turbines, because they don’t know
who is listening. Meanwhile, we are happy to be there any longer, life has changed much to
disadvantage there.

Wir haben heute noch Kontakt zu ehemaligen Nachbarn, von denen einige ebenfalls unter
diesen Anlagen leiden. Inzwischen traut sich keiner mehr etwas gegen die Anlagen zu
sagen, man weil3 ja nicht wer zuhért. Inzwischen sind wir froh dort weg zu sein, dass Leben
hat sich sehr zum Nachteil verandert dort.

Yours sincerely,

Helga Hung

Attachments:
http://www.wind-watch.org/documents/why-is-sharp-limited-low-frequency-noise-extremely-

annoying/

http://www.gegenwind-sh.de/Gegenwind S-H/Allerlei auf Seite 3/allerlei auf seite 3.html

Korrelation zwischen den epileptischen Anféllen undder Infraschall - AUW
I Auf Basis der Aufzeichnungen (iber die epileptischen Anfalle von

durch die StiftungLiebenau kann ein statistischer Zusammenhang zwischen der epileptischen
Anfalle und derAussetzung von durch WKA ausgeldsten Infraschall festgestellt werden.
(Aufzeichnungen sind alsKopie beigefiigt bzw. siehe auch angehdngte Diagramme zur
Veranschaulichung) Ein 6rtlicher Zusammenhang kann an der beigefugten Statistik sehr gut
festgestellt werden, da dieepileptischen Anfalle von | B fast immer wahrend bzw.
kurz nach einem Aufenthalt inWendelins auftreten. Folgende Diagramme veranschaulichen den
erlduterten Zusammenhang:* Die Anfallshdufigkeit und Anfallsstirke bei Aufenthalten in
Wendelins ist seit dem Bau derWKAs Ende 2001 stetig gestiegen (Diagramm 1) Wie oben
erlautert dauert die erhohte Anfallsbereitschaft bis zu sechs Tage nach einemAufenthalt in
Wendelins an (Siehe Diagramm 2-8)e Bei einer langeren Periode ohne Aufenthalt in Wendelins
ist keine wesentliche Veranderungder Grand Mal zu verzeichnen (Diagramm 9)

Correlation between epileptic seizures in || | | | QJEEEE and his exposure to subsonic sound
exposure.


http://www.wind-watch.org/documents/why-is-sharp-limited-low-frequency-noise-extremely-annoying/
http://www.wind-watch.org/documents/why-is-sharp-limited-low-frequency-noise-extremely-annoying/
http://www.gegenwind-sh.de/Gegenwind_S-H/Allerlei_auf_Seite_3/allerlei_auf_seite_3.html

Based on the records of epileptic seizures in || | | | I from the Liebenau Foundation, a
statistical correlation between epileptic seizures and exposure to wind turbine-generated subsonic
sound can be detected. (copies of the records are attached; see attached diagrams for illustration)
A location-dependent connection can be found in the attached statistical data. The epileptic
seizures in || occurred almost always during or shortly after a stay Wendelin. The
following diagrams illustrate this correlation:

¢ Since the construction of the wind turbines at the end of 2001, the seizure frequency and

seizure severity has increased steadily during visits to Wendelin (Figure 1)

e As explained above, the increased seizure susceptibility lasts for up to six days after a
visiting Wendelin (see chart 2-8)

e During a lengthy period without visits to Wendelin, no significant change in Grand Mal
seizures can be observed (Chart 9)

Herr _ wird seit Jahren im sozialtherapeutischen Wohnbereich der St. Lukas-Klinik
betreut. Die Krankheitsdiagnosen sind multiple und komplex, u a hat der Behinderte eine Epilpsie mit
nach wie wor haufingen Anfallsreziden unterschiedlicher Typologie, und dies trotz unterschiedlicher,
mittlerweiler augereizter medikamentoser Therapieformen.

Auf der Basis der Anfallskalender hat _ Verteilungsbesonderheiten eruiert, fur die bisher
eine kansale Erklarungsstruktur noch nicht gefunden warden konnte. Auffallig sind die Verteilungsmuster
der Anfalle hier im sozialtherapeutischen Betreuungsrahmen, sowohl in Frequenz als auch Qualitat, im
Vergleich zu den Phasen, in denen _zu Hause bei seinen Eltern war. Eine zeitliche
Korrelation zu situativen Gegebenheiten ist unverkennbar. Sicher sind multiple Erklarungshypothesen
gerechtfertigt. Ob eine kausale Abhanglgkeitskette begundet warden kann zwischen der Hautigkeit und
der Art epileptischer Anfalle _ und der Exposition von Infraschall entzicht sich meiner
Kenntnis. Auf jeden Fall brauchen die Besonderheiten im Anfallskalender, die mit besdtimmten
Ortlichkeiten korreliert sind, noch einte plausible und schlussige Erklarung.

Mit freundlichen Grussen
March 15, 2005

I o of birth 6/8/1984

St. Luke’s Clinic, Social-therapeutic Residential Group Luke 11

Medical Opinion

Dear ,
Mr. -has been cared for in the social-therapeutic residential area of St. Luke's

Clinic for a number of years. The medical diagnoses are multiple and complex. The disabled
individual also has epilepsy and continues to suffer frequent attacks of varying degrees; this in

spite of an exhaustive variety of ongoing therapy.
Using a “seizure calendar”, ﬁ investigated the distributional features of attacks for

which a cause-effect relationship was previously unknown. A striking feature is the distribution
of attacks here in the social therapeutic care framework, both in frequency and quality, compared
to the times when ||} ]l was at home with his parents. A temporal correlation to
location is obvious. Certainly multiple hypotheses to explain this correlation are justified.



Whether or not a causal connection can be determined between the frequency and the type of
epileptic seizures and ||l exposure to subsonic sound is beyond my knowledge. In
any event, the special features of the seizure calendars, which are correlated with certain
locations, need to a plausible and conclusive explanation.
Best Regards,

M.D.

Need for Transparent Study

margy stewart

You replied on 11/17/2011 11:07 AM.
Sent:Tuesday, July 05, 2011 10:54 PM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

To: Mr. Kenneth Kimmell, Commissioner, Massachusetts Dept. of Environmental Protection
Mr. John Auerbach, Commissioner, Massachusetts Dept. of Public Health

From: Margy Stewart, |

Dear Mr. Kimmell and Mr. Auerbach:

| urge you to authorize a thorough, transparent study of Wind Turbine Syndrome. The wind industry
dismisses the possibility that flashing lights, blade flicker, and low-frequency noise emissions can cause
and have caused health problems--but the evidence to the contrary is mounting around the world.

Please authorize a scientific review of the evidence through a process open to the public (both in terms of
input and observation) and free of the taint of industry bias.

With best wishes to you, | thank you for your consideration of this important matter.

Sincerely yours,
Margy Stewart, Ph.D,

Wind Energy Facts

John Droz, jr.

Outlook Web Access has blocked access to attachments. Blocked attachments: ATT00001.htm.
You replied on 11/17/2011 11:07 AM.

Sent: Tuesday, July 05, 2011 7:17 PM
To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
Attachments: L] )[Open as Web Page];

Kenneth Kimmell & John Auerbach:

| am a Physicist (energy expert and proud graduate of [}, and have been an environmental
activist for some thirty years.



My focus has been on the science. For instance, after talking to a LOT of
people about renewables (like wind power), my conclusion is that almost
everyone has only a superficial understanding of this very technical matter.
Additionally, the public and political perception of wind energy is being
driven by special interest lobbyists, and by “environmentalists” who are
well-intentioned but misguided.

My belief is that such complex technical matters should be based on real
science, rather than on inputs from those who stand to economically or
politically profit.

| have put on numerous community presentations about our energy future,
with a focus on the question of whether we want our energy policies to be
determined by lobbyists or by science. This is now online at
EnergyPresentation.Info.

| am having a productive dialogue with the North Carolina State Health
Director, and the material | sent him is in the attached Word document. It
is all applicable to Massachusetts.

Let me know any questions you have on my presentation, or the attached.
regards,

john droz, jr.

Attachment:

Wind Energy: Human Health & Safety Concerns

This is a more detailed examination of one part of the wind energy situation in North
Carolina that I outlined here — which is an ongoing investigation of the state’s process
of getting wind energy permits. All this came about as NC’s first industrial wind project
(Desert Wind) is now in the pipeline.

As a part of my research, I had a productive conversation with NC’s Health Director.


http://www.masterresource.org/2011/06/north-carolina-onshore-wind-development-ii/
http://blogs.newsobserver.com/business/wind-power-shows-promise-in-north-carolina

My question to him was: what state agency will be assuring that NC citizens are protected
regarding health and safety matters resulting from this industrial development?

He agreed that there should be such an assessment, but concurred with other NC
agency people that I had already contacted: there currently is no provision in NC rules
and regulations that requires a comprehensive human health assessment for such a
project.

We subsequently had several good correspondences, and below is a composite. I'm
sharing this as I'm sure similar situations exist in other states and provinces, so the
sample Health & Safety references should be helpful.

R o R A X X S e e e x

Doctor:

Per our recent phone conversation, I would like to supplement your industrial wind
energy knowledge by recommending that you read the conclusions of some
independent experts about some of the known human health impacts of wind turbines.
This will put some scientific balance into the situation, so the state won’t be just looking
at what the developer says. I don't want to overload you, so below are just some
samples. If you want more, please let me know.

The most pressing matter is that a comprehensive, objective assessment of the possible
human health effects of the proposed Desert Wind project (Iberdrola/ Atlantic Wind:
Elizabeth City) needs to be authorized.

Additionally it would be much appreciated if you would use your connections as the
NC State Health Director to see that a NC Health agency is an automatic participant in
all future NC industrial wind project permitting approvals. As we discussed, that is not
the case now.

In our conversation you raised a good point: what are the human health and safety effects of
wind projects compared to those resulting from a coal facility?

This is a classic case of comparing apples to oranges, as these sources of electrical
power are profoundly different, and are not interchangeable.

Once you carefully study EnergyPresentation.Info you'll see that no number of wind
turbines equate to a single coal facility. Wind energy always must be augmented by
a conventional power source, and (with the fast response times needed) it is almost
always gas.

Interestingly, independent studies have shown that there is more pollution from a


http://www.energypresentation.info/

wind+gas combination than there is from gas alone (due to the fact that different types of
gas turbines are used, different efficiencies, etc.). [See this sample discussion.]

In other words if our primary motivation is to reduce pollution from coal, we could
do it more effectively and much less expensively by just using high efficiency gas
turbines (as vs wind + low efficiency gas turbines).

A nuclear facility would be an even lower pollution option, but would cost more
than coal. In my view, Small Modular Reactors are clearly the future — and they
have significantly less environmental concerns than does a large nuclear facility.
Here is an interesting study on SMR economics.

Deep-drilled geothermal power plants could be a worthwhile option, but
government subsidy policies have not made them financially attractive, compared to
wind energy. Hopefully this can be fixed. Here is an MIT study on geothermal.

You said that although you advocated that the state have robust rules and regulation to
protect the health and safety of its citizens — that there was no money budgeted to do so
regarding wind energy at this time.

My responses to that are:
1 - this issue will become larger and larger as time goes on (and more expensive), so
the time to get it right is in the beginning — not after NC citizens are knowingly
subjected to health and safety impacts.

2 - legislators need to hear from state health professionals about the need to address
this matter scientifically. If this is properly presented to them, I'm sure that they can
solve the financial part.

3 - I have contacts with independent health and safety experts who would be glad to
assist in writing up any state level health and safety document. Most would provide
their services for free.

4 - look at the excellent study that citizen volunteers created in the small town of
Bethany (NY). This proves that objectivity and competence is possible without a
high financial expenditure. The environmental/health/safety considerations that
they researched and dealt with included:

1. Aesthetic / Quality of Life Impact

2. Backup Power Issues

3. Construction Disruption

4. Earthquake / Seismic Effects

5. Electronic & Electromagnetic Interference


http://tinyurl.com/6bps2z7
http://epi.boisestate.edu/media/3494/economic%20and%20employment%20impacts%20of%20smrs.pdf
http://web.mit.edu/newsoffice/2007/geothermal.html
http://betterplan.squarespace.com/-health-and-safety/10.%20Bethany%20Final%20Report.pdf

6. Fire Risk & Fire Department Needs

7. Ground Water Impact

8. Hazards to Aviation

9. High Wind Failure & Other Breakdowns
10. Ice Throw

11. Lighting

12. Lightning Protection

13. Monitoring

14. Noise, Including Infrasonic

15. Road Upkeep & Repair

16. Security (Vandalism / Terrorism)

17. Shadow & Flicker Effects

18. Siting & Placement Issues

19. Storm Water Runoff, Erosion & Sedimentation
20. Stray Voltage AKA Ground Current

NC would be far better off just copying their document as versus doing nothing!

Let me know any questions.

Since wind energy is a technical area, most people get confused with terminology.
Before delving into wind assessments, I would strongly recommend reading through
this fine summary of wind energy related terms, written by an independent energy
expert.

I tried to arrange the following items by topic. You should also keep in mind that I have
the contact information for almost all of the experts who authored the following
studies/reports/articles. If you want any of their contact info, please let me know.

Mostly Acoustical Matters —
1 - "Responses of the Ear to Low Frequency Sounds, Infrasound and Wind Turbines".

2 - "The Audibility of Low Frequency Wind Turbine Noise".

3 - "Low-frequency Noise from Large Wind Turbines".

4 - "Review of Noise Studies and Related Material".

5 - "Noise Radiation from Wind Turbines Installed Near Homes: Effects on Health".

6 - "Noise Impact Assessment Report - Waubra Wind Farm".



http://docs.wind-watch.org/schleede-terms.PDF
http://oto2.wustl.edu/cochlea/windmill.html
http://www.macvspc.info/The%20Audibility%20of%20Low%20Frequency%20Wind%20Turbine%20Noise.pdf
http://www.macvspc.info/M%C3%B8ller_Pedersen_2011.pdf
http://www.sdcounty.ca.gov/dplu/docs/ZA/NoiseMaterial.pdf
http://tinyurl.com/62yj4xy
http://tinyurl.com/6fafk5q

7 - The Acoustical Ecology Institute goes to great lengths to take a balanced position
regarding wind turbines and acoustical consequences. Here is their discussion.

8 - "Wind Turbines can be Hazardous to Human Health".

9 - "Wind Turbine Syndrome" (extract of an early version);
"Wind Turbine Syndrome" (current version, full book).

10- "Summary of Recent Research on Adverse Health Effects of Wind Turbines".

11-"An Analysis of the Epidemiology and Related Evidence on the Health Effects of
Wind Turbines on Local Residents".

12-"Wind turbine noise, an independent assessment".

13-"VibroAcoustic Disease (VAD)".

14-"Industrial Wind Turbines, Infrasound and VibroAcoustic Disease (VAD)".

15- A fine summary of what transpired at the 2011 third annual Wind Turbine Noise
Conference.

Electromagnetic Field (EMF) Concerns —
16-"Possible effects of Electromagnetic Fields on Human Health" and here.

17-Some of the most recent studies on EMFs.
18-An EMF assessment of a specific wind project.

19-"Modern Wind Turbines Generate Dangerously 'Dirty' Electricity".

Shadow Flicker —
20-"Evaluation of Environmental Shadow Flicker Analysis for 'Dutch Hill Wind Power

Project'.

21-"Shadow Flicker Modeling".

Ice Throw —
22- Dr. Terry Matilsky on Turbine Ice Throw.



http://www.acousticecology.org/srwind.html
http://oto2.wustl.edu/cochlea/wind.html
http://tinyurl.com/6dfa9wc
http://www.windturbinesyndrome.com/author.html
http://tinyurl.com/5s7kzb8
http://tinyurl.com/69zqtfq
http://tinyurl.com/69zqtfq
http://randacoustics.com/wind-turbine-sound/wind-turbines-published-articles/wind-turbine-noise-an-independent-assessment/
http://www.noiseandhealth.org/article.asp?issn=1463-1741;year=2004;volume=6;issue=23;spage=3;epage=20;aulast=Castelo
http://tinyurl.com/6da3t22
http://windconcernsontario.files.wordpress.com/2011/05/wind-turbine-noise-2011_overview_palmer.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/health/ph_risk/committees/04_scenihr/docs/scenihr_o_007.pdf
http://schleckpa.com/assets/files/pdfs/101215-electro-magnetic-exposure-metric.pdf
http://tinyurl.com/6ghqnzn
http://tinyurl.com/6dg5sr2
http://www.canadafreepress.com/index.php/article/10634
http://tinyurl.com/66g4daa
http://tinyurl.com/66g4daa
http://tinyurl.com/6ecn9wy
http://xray.rutgers.edu/~matilsky/windmills/throw.html

23-"Risk Analysis of Ice Throws from Wind Turbines".

Miscellaneous Health & Safety —
24-"Wind Development and Their Effects on Public Safety Radio Systems".

25-Repercussions of wind turbine operations on human health by the French Academy of
Medicine, which recommends turbine setbacks of approximately one mile.

26-Another safety consideration: turbine fires and here.

27-Here is a good site that keeps track of wind turbine related accidents and deaths.

Government Health & Safety Documents —

You also asked for an example of a state wind energy health policy. Unfortunately, the
reality is that politics have trumped science in most places. Minnesota's, though, is a
reasonable assessment.

Some states adopt the unfortunate strategy of closing the barn door after the horses
have left. Here is a story about that in Oregon and their current catchup status.

As mentioned, many government agencies have a difficult time in separating political
policy from a true scientific assessment. For instance, here is an Australian government
document "Wind Turbines and Health" with some insightful scientific commentary by
world-renown expert Dr. Nina Pierpont (MD, PhD).

Due to public pressure on the Australian government by its citizens, their Senate set up
a high level panel that conducted a nationwide inquiry into wind energy. Their
comprehensive and reasonably balanced report "The Social and Economic Impact of
Rural Wind Farms" was just released 6/23/11. Chapter 2 discusses health matters.

R o e ek e

As I touched on in the beginning, the citizens of the small town of Bethany (NY) did a
superior job in itemizing and explaining many of the concerns with industrial wind
development in this study.

Likewise, the citizens of Union (Illinois) wrote a superior wind ordinance that discussed
and dealt with many health and safety matters.

In my view, these are the types of reports that should be generated by NC agencies that
are interested in presenting this topic to NC citizens in an objective, scientific manner. (I


http://www.savewesternny.org/pdf/icethrowseifertb.pdf
http://www.savewesternny.org/pdf/windfarms_effects_public_radio_systems.pdf
http://www.wind-watch.org/documents/repercussions-of-wind-turbine-operations-on-human-health/
http://ventdubocage.net/documentsoriginaux/sante/eoliennes.pdf
http://ventdubocage.net/documentsoriginaux/sante/eoliennes.pdf
http://www.windsystemsmag.com/article/detail/136/turbine-fire-protection
http://northgowerwindactiongroup.wordpress.com/2011/06/05/wind-turbines-fires-not-if-when/
http://www.caithnesswindfarms.co.uk/page4.htm
http://schleckpa.com/legal-topics/environmental-law/articles/public-health-impacts-of-wind-turbines
http://www.oregonlive.com/environment/index.ssf/2010/10/oregon_public_health_office_de.html
http://public.health.oregon.gov/healthyenvironments/healthyneighborhoods/builtenvironments/healthimpactassessment/pages/windenergy.aspx
http://www.windturbinesyndrome.com/news/wp-content/uploads/2011/04/Austr-Rapid-Review-of-WTS-4-6-11.pdf
http://www.aph.gov.au/senate/committee/clac_ctte/impact_rural_wind_farms/report/index.htm
http://www.aph.gov.au/senate/committee/clac_ctte/impact_rural_wind_farms/report/index.htm
http://www.townofbethany.com/other%20pdf%20files/Wind%20Turbine%20Committee%20Report.pdf
http://docs.wind-watch.org/LWTCC-Town-of-Union_FinalReport_01-14-08.pdf

can provide you with dozens of additional good local ordinances, etc. if you like.)

John Droz, jr.

Physicist & Environmental Advocate
Morehead City, NC
aaprjohn@northnet.org

6/28/11

Wind turbine siting comments...

Axworthy, Alan [
You replied on 11/17/2011 11:06 AM.

Sent: Friday, July 01, 2011 11:31 AM

To:  MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

As a citizen who supports the growth of clean, renewable energy in this country and the Commonwealth, | would
like to express my support for appropriately sited wind turbine generators and my disapproval of the extreme
setbacks suggested for the siting of wind turbines based upon random and unclear data - especially single on-site
wind turbines.

A one-size-fits-all approach is completely inappropriate. Wind turbines should be sited appropriately according to
the type of location and size of the wind turbine.

Properly sited single wind turbines will only positively impact the overall health of individuals and the environment
of our planet. Distributed wind power is a safe source of energy for our environment. The more distributed wind
projects that are built, the more we can alleviate the need for coal, natural gas, oil or nuclear power, all of which
have been proven to be an inarguable detriment to the health of humans and the environment. Please focus your
valuable time and energy on the reduction of the real consequences of electric generation in this country.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Alan Axworth

wind turbines make people sick

Chris Norcross

You replied on 11/17/2011 11:05 AM.

Sent: Thursday, June 30, 2011 10:51 AM
To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
Dear MassDEP,




I am writing to tell you of my hopes & fears: my hope that your Department will take the high
ground & take seriously the detrimental health effects of Industrial Wind Turbines (IWT); my
fears is that you will kowtow to the Governor & the Wind Industry & dismiss thousands of
people's concerns about their health & their neighbor's health.

I do not understand this selective blindness about IWT & the Wind Industry. If this was any
other industry, the Commonwealth would be fully on the side of protecting it's citizens. Can you
imagine any other industry that is allowed to destroy people's health, their peace of mind, & their
entire life savings? Let us take the asbestos industry as an example. Sure, asbestos has it's uses,
& is very effective in what it does. But because it causes cancer, we don't use it! The same thing
should apply to any other industry, even the energy industry.

HOW can Massachusetts justify ruining people’'s health in the name of ANY industry? If even
one family's lives were destroyed, it wouldn't be justified. It is a plain fact that IWT ruin people's
health. How can the MassDEP listen to first hand accounts of lives being ruined by IWT and
NOT admit that IWT make people sick? This is unconscionable. There is no justification for
allowing citizens to become so ill that they have to abandon their homes, & their entire life's
investments, because they cannot live near the Industrial Wind Turbine that the Commonwealth
chose to build near their homes. | don't care if it is only one family! But of course it is not only
one family, it is hundreds of families.

If the Commonwealth insists that they must build these huge monstrosities, then the only way
they could consider it is by buying people out of their homes at pre-IWT market value, & paying
to move them away from the IWT to a comparable neighborhood (in the same school system!).
This is a terrible solution, & one that Mass. cannot afford, but it is the only way that I can see to
continue the bad idea of building IWT all across the State (I won't even go into the fact that IWT
are not efficient nor are they Green, as that is not in your area of concern).

I am sure that you will be receiving many letters containing scientific research that proves that
Industrial Wind Turbines ruin people's health, so | won't be redundant by sending you the same
information. What I want to do is BEG you to read the information & take it very seriously. |
want you to listen to first hand accounts from people whose lives have been ruined by the
Commonwealth's ill-advised decision to build IWT near their homes. It is YOUR responsibility
to protect people's health, NOT to protect the Governor's pet Wind Turbine project. And | ask
you, in all honestly: would | want a 400-500 foot moving tower that causes migraines, anxiety,
high blood pressure, depression, ringing in the ear, chronic sleep deprivation, and causes your
children's grades to plummet? If the answer is "No", then you must, in good conscience, come to
the official conclusion that wind turbines make people sick & should not be built in residential
neighborhoods.

Correction: the last two sentences from my email should have read:

"And | ask you, in all honestly: would you want a 400-500 foot moving tower that causes migraines,
anxiety, high blood pressure, depression, ringing in the ear, chronic sleep deprivation, and causes your
children's grades to plummet built near your home? If the answer is "No", then you must, in good
conscience, come to the official conclusion that wind turbines make people sick & should not be built in
residential neighborhoods."Thank you,



Christopher Norcross

Attention:

Kenneth Kimmell, Commissioner of MA Department of Environmental Protection
John Auerbach, Commissioner of MA Department of Public Health

| urge the Commissioners and the MA DEP and MA DPH to read the attached notice.
Biographies of the authors can be found at www.waubrafoundation.com.au

Waubra being the wind farm site in Australia with the largest concentration of health affected
residents.

Please protect the health of the citizens of the state of Massachusetts from adverse health
impacts from wind turbines. The precautionary principle must apply.

Regards

Kathﬁ Russell

Wind Energy

Gena smith [

You replied on 11/17/2011 11:00 AM.

Sent:Wednesday, June 29, 2011 4:11 PM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

As a citizen who supports the growth of clean, renewable energy in this country and the
Commonwealth, | would like to express my support for appropriately sited wind turbine
generators and my disapproval of the extreme setbacks suggested for the siting of wind
turbines based upon random and unclear data - especially single on-site wind turbines.

"There is no one-size-fits-all approach. Wind turbines should be sited appropriately
according to the type of location and size of the wind turbine.”

Properly sited single wind turbines will only positively impact the overall health of
individuals and the environment of our planet. Distributed wind power is a safe source of
energy for our environment. The more distributed wind projects that are built, the more
we can alleviate the need for coal, natural gas, oil or nuclear power, all of which have
been proven to be an inarguable detriment to the health of humans AND the
environment. Please focus your valuable time and energy on the reduction of the real
consequences of electric generation in this country.

Thank you for considering my comments.



Gena Smith

Wind Power is Good

sody Greaney [N

You replied on 11/17/2011 11:00 AM.

Sent:Wednesday, June 29, 2011 12:09 PM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

As a citizen who supports the growth of clean, renewable energy in
this country and the Commonwealth, | would like to express my support
for appropriately sited wind turbine generators and my disapproval of
the extreme setbacks suggested for the siting of wind turbines based
upon random and unclear data - especially single on-site wind
turbines.

"There is no one-size-fits-all approach. Wind turbines should be
sited appropriately according to the type of location and size of the
wind turbine."

Properly sited single wind turbines will only positively impact the

overall health of individuals and the environment of our planet.
Distributed wind power is a safe source of energy for our environment.
The more distributed wind projects that are built, the more we can
alleviate the need for coal, natural gas, oil or nuclear power, all of

which have been proven to be an inarguable detriment to the health of
humans AND the environment. Please focus your valuable time and energy
on the reduction of the real consequences of electric generation in

this country.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Jody Greaney
Health risk associated with wind turbines

You replied on 11/17/2011 10:59 AM.
Sent: Wednesday, June 29, 2011 9:12 AM
To:  MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
Cc:  sibrahimb6l@comcast.net

| am a resident of || | | . \/here the town is considering 2 industrial wind
turbine. These turbine are being places extremely close to many homes that will be effected by
the close proximity of these turbine. Please consider the resent concerns being brought forward
about the health effects related to these turbines being place to close to people. We would have
to live with these efffects 24 hours a day 7 days a week. Thank you for your time and hope the
outcome is in all the people of Ma favor. Thank You, Susan Ibrahim
Sent:Monday, June 20, 2011 9:41 PM

_ health@falmouthmass.us; selectmen@falmouthmass.us; MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket
To: )

(DEP); falplan@falmouthmass.us




A Resident (GGG 25 sent you this article.

Personal Message:
What are the health impacts of NOT fully utilizing renewable energy sources?

Coal's hidden costs top $345 billion in U.S.-study

Wed Feb 16 16:18:16 UTC 2011
* Health, environmental damage could triple cost of power

* "Public cost greater than cost of coal itself"-author
By Scott Malone

BOSTON, Feb 16 (Reuters) - The United States' reliance on coal to generate almost half
of its electricity, costs the economy about $345 billion a year in hidden expenses not
borne by miners or utilities, including health problems in mining communities and pollution
around power plants, a study found.

Those costs would effectively triple the price of electricity produced by coal-fired plants,
which are prevalent in part due to the their low cost of operation, the study led by a
Harvard University researcher found.

"This is not borne by the coal industry, this is borne by us, in our taxes," said Paul Epstein,
a Harvard Medical School instructor and the associate director of its Center for Health and
the Global Environment, the study's lead author.

"The public cost is far greater than the cost of the coal itself. The impacts of this industry
go way beyond just lighting our lights.”

Coal-fired plants currently supply about 45 percent of the nation's electricity, according to
U.S. Energy Department data. Accounting for all the ancillary costs associated with
burning coal would add about 18 cents per kilowatt hour to the cost of electricity from coal-
fired plants, shifting it from one of the cheapest sources of electricity to one of the most
expensive.

In the year that ended in November, the average retail price of electricity in the United
States was about 10 cents per kilowatt hour, according to the Energy Department.

Advocates of coal power have argued that it is among the cheapest of fuel sources
available in the United States, allowing for lower-cost power than that provided by the
developing wind and solar industries.

"The Epstein article ignores the substantial benefits of coal in maintaining lower energy



prices for American families and businesses," said Lisa Camooso Miller, a spokeswoman
for the American Coalition for Clean Coal Electricity, an industry group. "Lower energy
prices are linked to a higher standard of living and better health."

HEALTH, ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS

The estimate of hidden costs takes into account a variety of side-effects of coal production
and use. Among them are the cost of treading elevated rates of cancer and other illnesses
in coal-mining areas, environmental damage and lost tourism opportunities in coal regions
where mountaintop removal is practiced and climate change resulting from elevated
emissions of carbon dioxide from burning the coal.

Coal releases more carbon dioxide when burned than does natural gas or oil.

The $345 billion annual cost figure was the study's best estimate of the costs associated
with burning coal. The study said the costs could be as low as $175 billion or as high as
$523 billion.

"This is effectively a subsidy borne by asthmatic children and rain-polluted lakes and the
climate is another way of looking at it," said Kert Davies, research director with the
environmental activist group Greenpeace. "It's a tax by the industry on us that we are not
seeing in our bills but we are bearing the costs."

The estimates came in the paper "Full cost accounting for the life cycle of coal," to be
published in the Annals of the New York Academy of Sciences. Epstein discussed his
findings on the Arctic Sunrise, a 164-foot-long (50 metre long) icebreaker operated by
Greenpeace, and moored in Boston Harbor.

Leading users of coal in the United States include utilities American Electric Power Co Inc
<AEP.N> and Duke Energy Corp <DUK.N>. The top producers include miners Arch Coal
Inc <ACI.N>, Consol Energy Inc <CNX.N>, Peabody Energy Corp <BTU.N> and Alpha
Natural Resources <ANR.N>. (Reporting by Scott Malone, editing by Maureen Bavdek)

Sent: Thursday, June 16, 2011 1:18 PM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

Attachments: JWind_Turbine_Sound_and_Hea“l.pdf (437 KB)[Open as Web Page]
Sent:Monday, June 13, 2011 5:33 PM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

| have been informed that NOW you are interested in studying the health effects of bad siting
of wind turbines.



Well better late than never but let me assure you... there is no need to start from scratch. If the
Gov'tis ACTUALLY interested in finding out the truth you can begin by simply looking into
the issues in other countries and towns all over the world...It's not exactly rocket science. The
very same things are happening here and there is minimal variation in the symptoms.

So first and foremost | want to tell you why | KNOW without a
doubt that this 1.65 megawatt turbine ||l from my
house is making me sick.... here we go... see if you can
understand...

When | am at home | am usually sick with headaches, nausea,
vertigo ,tinnitis, anxiety, hopelessness, depression,my ears pop
a lot and | hardly ever sleep......

OK SO CAN YOU GE THIS NEXT PART... CAREFUL..IT
MIGHT SEEM A BIT SCIENTIFIC....

When | leave for a few hours my symptoms go away and | feel
much much better...If | leave overnight and stay somewhere
else they ALL get better except for the tinnitis...

Since the turbine turned on | have been living this Hell almost every day ...

If you are sincere and not just spending state money to cover the potitical asses of you bosses
just dig in.

You can google Wind Turbine Syndrome

You can READ the book... which apparently nobody bothered to open before the 15 million
was spent to ruin many lives in || | ] llincluding mine...

Look at Wind watch .com
Look at wind ontario , wisconsin, mars hill Maine, denmark france scotland...
ANYWAY.... AM VERY SICK. | presently have to sleep in the middle of my basement..My

husband and I are trying desperately to find a cheap little house we can afford away from
here... We do own 6 acres and a beautiful home , but it's now toxic and unsellable...



If you really want to know about this feel free to call or contact me directly... even come to my
home .. really whatever... My gusee however is that | will never hear another thing...

Suprise me?!? Sue Hobart.. ann the numbers are below.
Sent:Tuesday, June 14, 2011 8:37 AM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
Would that be politicians... tweaked industry schills, wind companies or DOCTORS AND AUDIOLIGISTS????

Start with Nina Pierpont in New your and her research in her book.. Wind Turbine syndrome...
If you wait long enough you can have my body to autopsy too ...

I don't believe your sincerity for one single minute ..

But please try to define health as health of PEOPLE rather than health of POLITICAL agenda...

I live [ lfrom the |- suicide looks to be my only relief.

I was told yesterday | cannot refinance this house to get money to move and save myself because | have to
disclose the toxicity of it...

Land of the FREE Home of the BULLSHIT!

million to one odds anybody contacts me back... Sue Hobart

Sue Hobart

Sent:Monday, June 13, 2011 10:08 AM
To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
Gentlemen,

You may wish to include me on one or both of the committees that are
soon to be announced to address matters related to human impacts and
mitigation for wind turbines. Below is my bio. | can provide a full
resume should you require.

John C-F



John Carlton-Foss, Applied Physicist, Applied Psychologist, and Chief Executive Officer

SB,SM, Massachusetts Institute of Technology (Physics, Elementary Particle Physics, Low Temperature Physics)
Ed.M, Harvard University (Learning Environments, Organizational Development, Business)

M.B.A. program, Harvard University and Massachusetts Institute of Technology

Ph.D, Saybrook Institute (Psychology, Psychology and Medicine, Human Factors, Psychology and Organizations)

After co-founding the Alternative Technology Study Group at MIT, John was founder and CEO of Human-Technical
Systems Inc. (HTEC) in 1979, which provided expertise in the areas of human factors, energy engineering,
architectural engineering, software development, and implementation of computer systems in organizations. He
served as a member of ASHRAE Standards Committee 62-89R (Minimum Requirements for Acceptable Ventilation),
chairman of ASHRAE Standards Project Committee (Ventilation Effectiveness), and was a member of various
ASHRAE technical standing committees.

John was one of the key figures in the early developments that led to LEED. John served as the only psychologist-
engineer on ASHRAE Standards Committee 62 (Ventilation for Acceptable Air Quality) arguing the importance of
employee productivity, and of relying on scientific measurement and data to determine standards. He wrote
"Energy Engineering for Occupied Spaces" (winning the award for Best Journal Article) in which he argued that
designing for people and productivity were key goals for engineering. He was a major contributor to the
understanding of "sick building syndrome" and presented on this to the American Conference of Government and
Industrial Hygienists in 1982. He was chairman of ASHRAE SPC 129P, which was tasked with developing a new
standard for assessing the effectiveness of ventilation.

Empbhasizing architectural engineering and computer systems, John has performed dozens of human-technical
studies and implementations for organizations. His original work pertained to energy technologies, human comfort
and productivity; later he also applied the approach to the implementation of computer systems and to general
architectural-engineering systems. John has a diverse portfolio of successful projects including a campus of high-
rise residential buildings in urban NYC, educational buildings in suburban and urban communities as well as
commercial and industrial facilities across various industries. He has also designed, coded and managed numerous
hardware and software projects. John is certified in the installation of meteorological towers and sensors.

John has authored or co-authored numerous publications including "ASHRAE Standard 62-89: Ventilation and
Acceptable Indoor Air Quality" (member of Committee), "Human Physiology and Comfort" in ASHRAE
Fundamentals, "Energy Engineering for Occupied Spaces", "Comfort and Discomfort in Office Environmental
Problems" and "A Winning Strategy for Software Companies: Value-Based, Flexible Design." His Ph.D. thesis was
published as "Personality Factors in Human Thermal Comfort" in ASHRAE Transactions in 1982. He is currently
writing up psychological research he has been performing on the relationship between the distance a person lives
from a wind turbine, and the acceptability of the sound from the turbine. John is also in demand as a speaker. He
recently served as a panelist for an MIT conference on entrepreneurship. In April he presented Greening the
Planet, about technical details of the installation of a 660 kW wind turbine. He is currently working on a panel
presentation on quantum mechanics, quantum electrodynamics and patterns of cognition in the human mind.

John Carlton-Foss, S.M., Ph.D.




Please consider the environment before printing this email.

Sent:Friday, June 10, 2011 8:45 PM
To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
Attention: Mass DEP & MDPH,;

My name is Linda Salamon, & | am a very concerned
simple message:

citizen who is writing to give you a

Industrial Wind Turbines Do Not Belong in Residential Neighborhoods.
This is a no-brainer. This is common sense. Why are we even having this discussion?

Let's put it this way: would you volunteer to have a couple of 400 foot high massive, moving towers built
next to your home: towers that can throw huge chunks of ice for over a thousand feet, cause flickering
shadows to cast on & off like a strobe light for a half an hour per day in your home, cause migraines,
ringing in the ear, high blood pressure, anxiety attacks, chronic loss of sleep, & feelings of panic?

Would you volunteer to have your children subjected to so much noise pollution that their grades will
plummet so badly that their teacher would call you up and ask you why your child is suddenly doing so
poorly in school?

Would you ask the state "Please, build a 400 foot tall moving tower next to my home because | want to
lose 40% of my property value!"?

Of course you wouldn't.

So why would you allow the state to build these monster towers next to someone else's home? Do you
really not care about anyone else but yourselves?

Of course you don't.

In the next couple of weeks you will be receiving a great deal of testimony from residents who actually live
close to wind turbines. | am praying that you will be able to put yourselves in their shoes & ask yourself:
"Would | want to live like this?"

If your answer, is "Yes", | am sure the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, along with the Wind
Industry, would be more than willing to build you & your neighbors your very own 400" wind tower.

But if your answer is "No", then you had better come to the simple conclusion that:
Industrial Wind Turbines Do Not Belong in Residential Neighborhoods.
Thank you very much for your attention to this life changing issue.

Sincerely,

Ms Linda Salamon



BTW, if you want to learn the truth about Wind Turbines, please send representatives from your
respective agencies to a Wind Turbine Lecture Series. Two different lectures are being held, the first
on June 14th & the second on June 21st, at the Cape Cod Community College, 2240 lyannough
Road, West Barnstable, MA , at 7 p.m. in The Science Building, Lecture Room A.

The lecture on June 14th will feature Dr. Nina Pierpont & Dr. Sarah Laurie, two leading experts on the
subject of Wind Turbine noise & it's effects on human health.

Sent:Friday, June 10, 2011 7:10 PM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

http://lifewithdekalbturbines.blogspot.com/

| don't know if you are aware of this blog from a family who lives 1400 ft. from a turbine. They want
to make everyone aware of the potential hazards, annoyances of living near turbines. They have
traveled to Wareham MA to convey problems and warnings of these turbines. | thought I'd pass this
along in case you don't know about the blog. This is a daily documentation of living near a 300+ foot
turbine.

] Saturday, June 11, 2011 8:29 AM
Sent:

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
Hello MA Dept of Public Health,

Your friend Joan Swaluk considered an article at our site interesting and
wanted to send it to you.

Article Title: Analysis of the Epidemiology and Related Evidence on Health
Effects of Wind Turbines on Local Residents
Article Link: http://www.windaction.org/documents/28175

Site Name: www.windaction.org
Site URL: http://www.windaction.org/

Your friend also wanted to say:

This is a summary of a report that reinforces the fact that adverse effects on
local populations near industrial size turbines is

true.

Sent:Saturday, June 11, 2011 3:40 PM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

| am impressed that your organization is investigating health effects of wind turbines. | would hope
that you would adhere to the World Health Organization principle.

Remember what the cigarette industry did in the 1950's to squelch scientific information about
adverse health effects from smoking. Please do not let the Wind Industry do the same in 2011.

The World Health Organization states:

“The precautionary principle. In all cases noise should be reduced to the lowest
level achievable in a particular situation. When there is a reasonable possibility
that the public health will be endangered, even though scientific proof may be



http://lifewithdekalbturbines.blogspot.com/

lacking, action should be taken to protect the public health, without awaiting the
full scientific proof.”2

To learn more visit The Society for Wind Vigilance at www.windvigilance.com
Sent:Sunday, June 12, 2011 9:45 AM

To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

http://www.caithnesswindfarms.co.uk/fullaccidents.pdf
This is a compilation of turbine accidents from 1975 -2011.

Sent:Friday, June 10, 2011 11:26 AM
To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
Dear Sirs,

Please read the book written by Dr. Nina Pierpont, MD. PhD, WIND TURBINE SYNDROME
This is a peer reviewed report by a Johns Hopkins University School of Medicine trained M.D.
and Princeton (Population Biology) PhD. Turbine infrasound and low frequency noise create a
constellation of symptoms she has christened Wind Turbine Syndrome. The persistent and
prolonged exposure to the low frequency noise generated by the wind turbine, makes people
sick. Some would argue, the proponents of these turbines already know this and refuse to
acknowledge the danger.

Dr. Robert W. Wallace

Sent: Friday, July 22, 2011 10:39 PM
To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)

Cc: I

TO: WindTurbineDocket.MassDep@MassMail.State.MA.US

July 22, 2011 submission to Mass. DEP and MDPH
Dear “expert” committee,

| am sorry to be hostile, but | have been battling health detriments from """ wind turbine #1
since it commenced operations in d After sending countless letters of concern over the
health issues propagated by this wind turbine to local, state, and Federal officials, and receiving
most frequently NO REPLY, a brush-off, or an ill conceived response, my frustrations and turmoil
grew, ( whooosh whooosh whooosh whooosh and a variety of other sounds)

along with my health maladies worsening with my lengthened exposure to the sounds of the turbine.



First, it is difficult to believe, that with all the worldwide controversy over the improper siting of
industrial wind turbines BEFORE Massachusetts embarked on its “lets save the planet at any cost”
energy policy, our state did not institute some standards for the proper placement of these wind
turbines BEFORE they started subsidizing their use and construction. What is more important than
the public’s health? EVIDENTLY WATTS OF RENEWABLE ENERGY TO FULFILL OUR
GOVNOR'’S IMPOSSIBLE 2000GWATT BY 2020 DREAM.

| fully blame the push by higher government officials in our state for green energy at any cost to be
the reason a multitude of residents in Falmouth are now suffering the health consequences of living
too close to industrial wind turbines. Forgive me if | am highly skeptical of an appointed “expert”
panel when to me it appears these appointments are being made by the same government officials
who caused me harm in the first place. | wonder just to who | am submitting my time consuming
report on the last 15 months of my life living under Falmouth’s wind turbines. It would seem more
fair to me if we knew some background of those who are supposedly going to study our
submissions. From what | have learned it is the young, the elderly, and those with special
sensitivities who are most adversely affected by wind turbines. Does anyone on the panel know
anything about PTSD? Combat PTSD? From the very beginning (April 2010) when the first turbine
started spinning and | attempted to acclimate myself to the sound, it was a loosing battle for me.
The harder I tried the more the noise bothered me. It was only a short time before | found myself in
depression. For 35 years | had been isolated and lived with undiagnosed combat PTSD from my 19
months with the Marines in Vietham. Since Dec 2003 | have attended weekly counseling and group
therapy sessions along with vigorous courses in stress and anger management, understanding ptsd,
alcohol dependence, and other co-morbid symptoms. | also am on a variety of medications for
depression, high blood pressure, and anxiety issues. Previous to the wind turbine going into
operation | was doing extremely well with my health, well being, and attitude. On July 2, 2010 |
presented my town officials with the first letter from one of my health care providers saying the wind
turbine was messing up my health. At that same time h my primary care physician
told me that | must move from my home, that | with ptsd could not take the added stresses and
anxiety brought on by noise from the turbine. My flight or fight response is very strong. My wife and
| have lived here for 31 years. We raised our children here. | have a one acre woodland garden
sanctuary that has helped to keep me sane for all the time we have lived here. | have put my heart
and sole into this garden and landscape. In 2010 | could not work/garden on my own property
because of noise from the wind turbine. My rights have been stolen from me. My rights to enjoy my
own property and my rights to good health whilst living in my own home. This year | do get more
good days because the turbine is shut down when wind speeds are above 22/23MPH. They tell me
to wear a headset! Do you wear a headset while you play with your grandchildren?

The effects of the turbine on me have gotten to where | cannot stand the sight of them.

As | approach my home and see the over towering presence of two 1.65MWatt mammoths the
churning in my stomach begins, the anxiety center in my left chest starts to stir, and my pulse
increases. As | walk into my home | take my pulse to see itis 170.

Three hours later it is still 131. My blood pressure has been elevated to extremes despite my
medications. Continual anxiety, shortness of breath, nervousness, hyper-arousal, irritability, anger,
upset stomach, nausea, emotional turmoil, panic attacks, depression, broken concentration, alcohol
use, sleep deprivation, palpitations, tiredness, apathy, and hypertension have been the direct result
of this wind turbine operating at [JJJlj feet from the back of my home. Though the turbine is perhaps
200 feet closer to the line to which | garden, the loudest noise is right at the back of my home. Itis
not the loudness but the special character and quality of the sound that

seems to get inside my left chest anxiety center. Even when the noise is not there | have anxiety
because of the fear of when the sound will return. When | leave my property, especially for a period
of time longer than a day, my health and mood improves dramatically and very quickly. Upon
returning home the fear is immediately

evident and just a few minutes of the noise can return me to my depths. At this point

| believe | could not stand living near any size turbine regardless if it made noise or not.

| feel | have been traumatized by my town officials disregard for my health in their zeal to push to



become a “Green Community”. Why is it that certain salamanders, toads,

birds, owls, and purple milkweeds have more rights than | do? My sensitive medical

condition is a consequence of me serving my country. Now, apparently it is okay,

in the name of renewable energy to deplete my quality of life and exasperate my ptsd condition to
where | once again am a thorn to my family and society. And society wonders why there are
Timothy McVeighs...

| am 65 years old and am not about to start over.

Initially | had a great many questions and concerns when a wind turbine was proposed for the
property behind us. My biggest concern was noise. The town Energy Committee was trying to
“sell” we abutters on the idea of a 660kwatt turbine. They took us on a bus to to the facility in Hull,
MA which was a 660kwatt machine. | seemingly

heard nothing, so | dropped my guard on the project. The town then proceeded to bypass its own
special permitting process and went on to construct two 1.65MWatt wind

turbines. There was never any consideration by the town’s Health, Planning, or Zoning Boards, nor
WE THE PEOPLE who would have our socks knocked off by the consequences of the nearness of
the turbines to our homes. We were shocked.

Some special factors | believe contribute to the case in Falmouth:
Many of us are on the elderly side of the age scale.
We have held our homes and worked on these properties for 15, 20, 30 or more years.
We have a number of people with special sensitivities.
We have a number of children who are adversely affected.
Our homes are valued $500,000 and up and constitute a significant portion of our net worth.
We are attached/bonded to our neighborhoods.
We have family, grandchildren, friends nearby.
These are our HOMES and we intended to live out our lives here.
We had chosen this neighborhood because it WAS quiet.

THE 1.65MWATT TURBINES ARE SIMPLY SITED TOO CLOSELY TO HOMES.

All of the above contribute to a psychological health factor of well being and quality of life.

MY NAME IS BARRY FUNFAR. I grew up on afarm in North Dakota and first left the
state when | joined the Marines thinking | would utilize the Gl Bill.

My wife and | moved to Falmouth from Fargo, ND in 1979. We designed and self-built
our home on our present location. That home was lost to fire in 1999. We designed
and built dream home number two on the same present property. We have over four
hundred azaleas and rhododendrons along with an arboretum like variety of other
shrubs, trees, and perennials. This has been a work in progress for over thirty years.
| am 65 years old.
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Sent: Friday, July 22, 2011 4:55 PM
To: MassDEP, WindTurbineDocket (DEP)
July 22. 2011

Dear Mr. Kimmell:

Thank you for the opportunity extended to the public to submit comments on undeniable
adverse health impacts by wind turbines. As Mass DEP in collaboration with Mass DPH is in
the process of convening an expert scientific panel, I urge the panel to consider this press
release as evidence I ask the panel to consider.

July 22. 2011

Dear Mr. Kimmell:

Thank you for the opportunity extended to the public to submit comments on undeniable
adverse health impacts by wind turbines. As Mass DEP in collaboration with Mass DPH is in
the process of convening an expert scientific panel, I urge the panel to consider the
attached relevant Peer Reviewed Study, soon to be published in a Scientific Journal. The
author, Dr. Phillips, is an an “expert in epidemiology and evidence-based policy making.”

I urge Commissioners and the DEP and DPH to:

1. Indeed select an expert scientific panel on health impacts associated with exposure to
wind turbines that is completely impartial, where no member of the panel has been paid by
the wind energy industry, pro-wind advocacy organization, wind developer, or any related
industry.

2. Hold the meetings of the panel as public meetings and hold public hearings so the public
is able to speak to the panel and to appropriately express concerns in a timely manner but
without a three minute time limit.

3. Provide to the panel all the materials submitted and not a selected sub-set that has been
sanitized so that the panel does not see the full scope of the adverse health impacts from
around the globe.

4. Provide opportunities for the panel to talk with people who have been adversely impacted
from a health standpoint.

5. Submit the evidence from people around the globe who are concerned about the adverse
health impacts to people who are in close proximity to wind turbines because they live,
work, are in nursing homes or hospitals, attend school and are incarcerated within 6.3 miles
of wind turbines.

6. Submit the ample scientific information from around the globe that concludes there are
adverse health impacts for people living and working too close to wind turbines.



7. Urge the panel to err on the side of caution and to recommend invoking the
precautionary principle, and institute at least a one-year moratorium on the construction of
wind turbines in the State of Massachusetts (as has been done in Connecticut), until further
research is completed in order to conclusively determine what is a safe setback of turbines
from people and to protect the health and safety of the citizens of Massachusetts.

The World Health Organization defines the precautionary principle as follows:

In all cases noise should be reduced to the lowest level achievable in a particular situation.
When there is a reasonable possibility that the public health will be endangered, even
though scientific proof may be lacking, action should be take to protect the public health,
without awaiting the full scientific proof” World Health Organization, Guidelines for
Community Noise (1999).

Thank you for your consideration of my comments.

Barbara Durkin

Thank You,

Barbara Durkin

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: July 22, 2011

JOINT RELEASE BY TORONTO WIND ACTION, THE NORTH AMERICAN PLATFORM AGAINST WIND
(NA-PAW) AND THE EUROPEAN PLATFORM AGAINST WIND (EPAW)

Wind farm victims around the world denounce unfair decision.

Their reactions come on the heels of an Ontario Environmental Review Tribunal (ERT) decision that the
Kent Breeze wind turbine project may proceed because there will be no “serious” harm to human
health. This ruling came out despite the lengthy legal arguments presented by an illustrious group of
physicians and acousticians and other technical experts.



“Windfarm victims have contacted me”, says Sherri Lange, CEO of NA-PAW, the North American
Platform Against Windfarms. “Ontarians as well as others from around the world. They are dismayed, if
not completely despaired.”

Jutta Reichardt, from Germany, wrote to NA-PAW about her ordeal. She has lived near wind turbines for
more than 16 years, some as close as 320 metres from her home, and literally surrounded by 122
others. She experiences “cardiac rhythm disorders, sleep deprivation, high blood pressure, kidney
damage, different tinnitus sounds, nausea and dizziness, angina pectoris, palpitations, ear pressure, and
VAD [vibroacoustic disease] ulcers in the mouth ... And for some months [I have suffered from] a
follicular non-Hodgkin's lymphoma in my mucous membranes.” She and her husband both suffer in their
health, and spend much of their time at the hospital for treatment. It is a living hell, and nobody will buy
their house. “This is our personal ‘circus’”, she wrote, in reference to an outrageous remark made to
other windfarm victims, Julian and Jane.

Jane and Julian Davis, in the UK, were recently victims of a slur when their opponent declared in court
that they were part of an “anti-wind farm circus”. (1) Jane and Julian are suing the windfarm
owner because they have had to abandon their home. They tracked their insomnia and other
health disorders to noise and vibrations from a wind farm located 930 meters from their house.
Jane’s daily log of their problems is accessible on line, and covers the period from summer 2006
to summer 2007. (2)

Dr Sarah Laurie from Australia wrote to NA-PAW saying: “it is so very hard for people to speak out, and
takes enormous personal courage ... Not everyone can speak out — everyone's circumstances are
different. That is why this industry is able to keep doing what it is doing, hiding behind a cloak of ‘but
there are no complaints’. But increasingly in Australia, the climate has changed, and more people are
speaking out, and | am sure they would be happy to do so if they thought it would also help people
internationally.” Dr Laurie’s work with Victims of Wind is known worldwide.

In Ontario, Dr Robert McMurtry began studying wind turbines when developers planned to build an
array of turbines across a pristine area of Prince Edward County. He came to the conclusion that there is
“no safe place.” Studies have not yet been conducted to establish what is safe, and Dr McMurtry
presented expert testimony at the Tribunal. He advocates widely on behalf of Victims of Wind. Dr
McMurtry is soon to receive the “Order of Canada”.

Seven families from Ontario have been forced from their homes, and some are under gag orders after
buyouts from wind developers. More than 100 more families have self-reported on ill health. Reports
from Huron and Bruce counties continue to mount of “dirty electricity” (3), stray voltage, ill health,
degradation to soil and crop production, loss in livestock health and production values, and of course
loss of property values where in many instances, people are third-generation farmers.

The universal reporting of ill health is a bane to turbine developers, and the result of the Tribunal’s
decision is not sitting well with those who have studied the industry for thousands of hours nor of
course with those living near turbine hell.

Ironically, on the heels of the Ontario announcement, U.S. based Populi Health Institute researcher Carl
Phillips released his assessment on July 19" of the validity of wind turbine health complaints. In his peer
reviewed draft, he states unequivocally, “There is overwhelming evidence that wind turbines cause



serious health problems in nearby residents, usually stress-disorder type diseases, at a nontrivial rate.
The bulk of the evidence takes the form of thousands (our emphasis) of adverse event reports.”
(Epidemiologic Evidence for Health Effects from Wind Turbines, Bulletin of Science, Technology, and Society, Vol. 31,
no. 4, August 2011). (Phllips’ work is further authenticated by the research of U.S. based Nina Pierpont, MD, PhD,
in her now acclaimed book, The Wind Turbine Syndrome www.windturbinesyndrome.com)

Sherri Lange, CEO of NA-PAW recently visited Huron and Bruce counties and heard firsthand stories of
electrical pollution, a home burned likely due to a power surge, livestock that has to be moved out of
the area, accounts of “pending agricultural ecological disaster”, as one farmer expressed it, and
anguishing stories of ill health. People cannot sleep in their homes. Homes often become receptacles or
amplifiers for the vibration and infrasound and “dirty electricity”. The list of complaints includes ringing
ears (tinnitus), pressure, headaches, cardiac arrhythmias, sleep disorders, depression and a sense of
hopelessness. “To have the first ever ERT [Environmental Review Tribunal] in Ontario emerge with this
decision after a lengthy detailing of the problems with wind turbines, from expert witnesses in sound
and paths to disease, and having been there personally to hear several days of expert testimony and the
concluding remarks by lawyer Eric Gillespie, is nothing short of astonishing,” Lange said.

Last week in Scotland, a young bullock was found dead in a field near a wind turbine. The autopsy
revealed “hemorrhaging around the heart, a possible sign of electrocution”. (4) Stray voltage
can do this to animals — and to humans as well.

In 2009, the BBC reported that a farmer in Taiwan had lost more than 400 goats due to the proximity of
wind turbines. (5)

Mark Duchamp, CEO of the European Platform Against Windfarms (EPAW), tells us that the European
authorities haven’t done their homework either: “As happens with other ill effects of wind turbines,
governments are happy to swallow what they are told by the wind industry, hook, line and sinker. They
don’t do independent research. Everything they write is biased. As a result, the wind industry is
effectively in control of the health of rural Europeans, as it is of biodiversity. This will have consequences
of catastrophic proportions”, he says.

It is no different in Ontario, says Lange: “When you have an emergency, such as wind turbine havoc
across the province of Ontario, and a cop (ERT) has the opportunity to stop something that is universally
causing harm, laying a bed of nails so to speak across the road, and he turns a blind eye and allows the
abuse to continue, then the system is seriously broken.” She concludes: “The courts have this week
failed the people of Ontario. But the voters will provide correction.”

(1) “anti-wind farm circus” slur:

http://www.spaldingtoday.co.uk/news/wind_turbines _high court hearing_julian_davis_claims_a
nti_wind_farm_circus_suggestion_is_typical of his family s treatment 1 2875020

(2) Jane Davis log: http://www.windaction.org/documents/14202

(3) “Dirty electricity” or electricity pollution: http://www.dirtyelectricity.org/health-issues.shtml

(4) Bullock electrocuted http://www.pressandjournal.co.uk/Article.aspx/2357094

(5) Death of 400 goats http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/8060969.stm

(6) Mark Duchamp : CEO, EPAW (European Platform Against Wind), www.epaw.org; President, Save the

Eagles International, www.savetheeaglesinternational.org, Save.the.eagles@gmail.com; Tel: +34

693 643 736




Contact:

Sherri Lange, CEO, NA-PAW (North American Platform Against Wind) www.na-paw.org
kodaisl@rogers.com

Founding Director, Toronto Wind Action www.torontowindaction.com
Executive Director, Canada, Great Lakes Wind Truth www.greatlakeswindtruth.org
tel. 416-567-5115

Mark Duchamp, CEO, EPAW www.epaw.org
President, Save the Eagles International www.savetheeaglesinternational.org
save.the.eagles@gmail.com

tel. +34 693 643 736

NOTES from Victims in Ontario

I have difficulty in getting to sleep and am awakened nearly every night by something. This is a change
since the turbines started up. (a)

I can sense vibration coming through the floors, in my home and in the homes of others. The sensation of
vibration is easily activated after leaving the area. One night | drove 20 km away, | went to sleep on a
couch which was vibration free at 11 PM, and got woke up by the cyclic, systemic vibrations heard and
felt through the couch about 4 AM. (a)

| used to enjoy sitting on my patio outside. Now there is an intrusive noise from the wind turbines. Today it
is not too bad, you can hear them, but it is not as intrusive as it is on some days when it is terrible,
making you not want to sit out. (b)

My head feels like it is jangling whenever | am at home. It feels like it is filled with marbles — a nervous
frenzy. | cannot concentrate to read a book. This is a change, | used to be able to read and digest a book
a day, now | have had to renew a simple book twice at the library, and still have not been able to finish it.
To write a report, | have to get away from home, as | cannot work here. (c)

I wonder how long it will take for the cognitive functions to recover, or if the damage is permanent? (a)

My ears feel like they are stuffed all the time. When | drive away, it is not until | get to Simcoe (~50 km by
road) before | start to feel normal. (b)

I am awakened and lie awake every night now. It is making my job difficult as | am always tired. (d)

1 find I have to lie down in the daytime, as my sleep is interrupted at night so much. (a)

At first, | did not seem to be bothered as much as the others. Then, after | was at home during the daytime,
| found that the vibration was more and more noticeable. It seems to take time to be able to notice it. (a)

I don’t seem to be as bothered as the others, except for the noise and noticing the stuffiness in my ears, but
I get away for a couple days each week, and am not as close to the turbines as the others. (b)

On one occasion, all turbines suddenly stopped with a bang. | checked my blood pressure and it was
180/118. Another night | was awakened by a loud cracking sound. (d)

I visited a sleep specialist. They say | do not have sleep apnea, but | twitch at night. (d)

My doctor is sending me to see an ear, nose, and throat specialist, but my appointment is not before March
2010. | find my legs twitching too. My doctor sent me for an MRI to see if | was developing MS. They find
nothing when | am away in the hospital. They need to test me here, not distant from here. (c)



Hit#

| went to the hospital on two separate occasions feeling pressure in my chest. The Emergency Physician
administered an ECG but found no evidence of heart attack and sent me home with instructions to
continue taking Advil. | am concerned about long term damage to my kidneys and/or liver. (c)

My whole body twitches at times when going to sleep. (a)

| feel fatigued all the time anymore. This is a change. (b)

My short-term memory is not as good as it used to be before the turbines started up. (e)

I am told that | am more irritable since the turbines started up. (b)

People have to speak to me several times before | notice what they are saying. This is a change in the last
year. (c)

When | try to go to sleep, there is like a flash in my head accompanied by sharp snapping sounds of varying
intensity, sometimes loud, sometimes muffled. It just is not normal. (a)

When I’m not here, [I've escaped to Pictou, Pt Elgin, Markdale, Walkerton, Lindsay, Orillia, Toronto] these
things do not happen, and | get a restful night’s sleep. (c)

I am concerned about the impacts on wildlife. | have observed that eggs in my pond did not hatch this year,
unlike normal. | have observed unusual behaviour by the killdeer, and have observed that the killdeer
eggs did not hatch. (a)

It is not the noise, it is the vibration. (c)

Since the turbines started up, in 1 year, there was one attempted suicide last year, and one completed
suicide this year. (a)

Real estate in this neighborhood is not moving. That house (pointing) was on the market for over a year,
and was taken off the market without selling. (b)

How can I sell my house? The lawyer says | have to disclose health issues in association with the turbines to
any prospective buyer of my property. (a)

I put my life saving into this home so that | could “age in place,” now I cannot live comfortably in it. | have
all my bills, but will anyone compensate me? (c)

I bought this home for my retirement and for my grandchildren but now do not want to invest any more as
I am not sure that | want to stay here. (b)

I don’t want to leave my home, this is my community, but | cannot live in my home anymore. | have looked
at cottages in Long Point to spend the winter. | cannot bear the thought of January in my home. (d)

What bothers me is that | am suffering, while someone who is not impacted by the turbines is profiting. It is
unfair. (c)

I am just so tired. No one believes us when we tell the truth about how we are feeling. (c)



