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COMMENT FROM A WIND DEVELI OPER IN MADISON WITH PROJECTS
PENDING THE WSC GUIDELINES, SAYING ADVERSE HEALTH EFFECTS
ON WIND FARM RESIDENTS ARE SELF-IMPOSED

Firstly, I thank the Wind Siting Council {Council) for its work.

Second, I address two issues about which there has been considerable
comment and debate.

Sound

With hundreds of thousands of wind turbines operating throughout the
world, the sound characteristics of wind turbines are well understood.

What starts out as an aversion to the idea of wind turbines nearby can,
with some people, evolve into an ongoing source of stress, which could
hawve health-related consequences.

The Council should weigh these essentially self-imposed health effects
against the overall public benefit of clean energy generation. Furthermore,

the Council can certainly exercise the precautionary principle without
"...awaiting definitive research." (Acoustic Ecology Institute mission
statement at http://www.acousticecology.org/aboutus.html) The Council
can review the extensive record established in proceedings before the
Public Service Commission of Wisconsin, for example. It could also compile
and summarize allowed sound levels established in state-level rule-
makings, for example in Minnesota and in Canada.

Finally, in evaluating sound levels, the Council should recommend levels in
the middle of the range established in previous rule-makings, as those
levels are most likely to balance the public benefit of clean energy
generation with the effects of noise on residents. It could choose to weigh
mare heavily the rule-makings that affect more turbines and/or more
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resierniLs.

I mention this because the Council is likely to be served many examples of
very low sound levels, spiced with anecdotes of the suffering caused by
sound. News stories, anecdotes and examples do not pass the test of
information that helps to weigh the benefits and the costs that is
necessary to make good public policy.

Preempting the right to use land within a setback

According to information submitted by CWEST (see Hilgenberg's second
submitted comment), a neighbor holding acreage within a setback (e.qg.,
one from a wind turbine to an inhabited structure), would be prevented
from building on this acreage. In fact, this is not how zoning generally
works., When the permit for a wind turbine's placement is issued, the
setbacks specified apply to existing conditions. Subsequent landowners
can choose to build closer to the wind turbine than what the sethack for
the original inhabited structure allowed, assuming their structures meet
other zoning requirements.

The Council should remember that the right to use one's property is also
held by the landowner who wishes to lease land for the purposes of
generating clean energy from a wind turbine. Imposing unreasonable
setbacks and local moratoria effectively denies that right to use one's
land.

Respectfully submitted,

I affirm that these comments are true and correct to the best of my
knowledge and belief.

Alexander Depfillis

Dane County
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