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Third Point. Enhanced local control is desirable because it can be more responsive to strictly 
local issues than a State agency. There should be room in the debate that will accompany the 
development of all renewable energy sources to adequately reflect local opinion. Once again, 
the basic issue is that this is a democracy and people don't much like having things crammed 
down their throats, especially when it involves their home, their health and their well-being, 
without significant local input. This is especially true of highly intrusive facilities like wind. I 
would like to note that in Colebrook, there are three hydro facilities (two of which are 
mentioned above) and in the 16 years I have lived there as a full time resident, I have never 
heard anyone complain about them (other than in connection with the flooding of Colebrook 
River). 

Fourth Point. The regulations need to approach environmental matters on a landscape 
scale. While it is relevant to find site specific facts, common sense should tell you that a wind 
farm can affect wildlife beyond the acreage on which it is located, either directly through sound 
and light, or indirectly, for example, by causing the removal of prey animals which will result in 
predators moving to other areas or being squeezed out, or by creating awkward landing 
patterns for migratory birds. If people are up in arms about the noise, flicker, subsonic issues, 
etc., then it should be obvious that animals (for this purpose including mammals other than 
humans, reptiles, amphibians, fish and birds) will very likely also be affected. In the Northwest 

· · Corner of Connecticut, and in Colebrook specifically, the Conservancy, the State, MDC and 
other organizations have made great efforts to preserve the conservation values at hand. The 
issues of open space, habitat, species preservation, and truly minimizing environmental effects 
are lost if only a single parcel is considered. Therefore, the regulations should require a review 
of a plan for one or more wind farms to undergo the scrutiny and questions around the issues 
of how much damage to the environment do we want to cause in the name of this type of so
called green energy. There are likely places in Connecticut where the damage might be quite 
minimal. But in the Colebrook situation, we believe the damage could be consequential not 
only for the excellent habitat provided by the parcels where the wind turbines are to be 
located, but also for land a considerable distance away. Wildlife knows no property 
boundaries. Our history as a country is littered with examples of short-sighted planning that 
ended up creating an environmental mess. We should heed our need as a culture to preserve 
and protect those things that make us Americans: historical buildings and their context for 
sure, the American environ~ent, also for sure. The world should not become a uniform urban 
or suburban landscape, or for that matter an industrial landscape. 

Fifth Point. The regulations should go very far in protecting the values of every individual's 
property. As a land conservancy that relies to a great extent on donations of easements and 
outright ownership of land, the ability of the Conservancy to receive such donations would in 
our opinion be adversely affected by further declines in the value of land, or in there being 
fewer parcels which have significant conservation values that deserve protection. 

Sixth Point The regulation should provide mechanisms for the coherent evaluation of wind 
power in the context of both the State's need for power and the availability or desirability of 
other renewable and existing energy resources to arrive at the best solutions for Connecticut. 
believe I am not far off the mark if I point out that Connecticut pays about 20% higher 
electricity costs than the other New England states and according to some testimony given to 
your committee I understand that wind energy will likely cost about 25% more than fossil fuel 
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produced ener:gy. Nevertheless, wind may be a useful technology in the right places, but one 
should ask why a bona fide wind developer would choose a State like Connecticut where 
according to the latest information I have the wind blows 30% of the time, rather than going to 
Texas, where the wind reportedly blows 45% of the time. 

Another example is brought to mind by the reference to the MDC dams above. It seems to 
me that it would be valuable to analyze further hydro possibilities which may be both cheaper 
and non-intermittent before going to an intermittent, higher cost, less efficient renewable 
energy portfolio. Similarly, by way of example, when considering a wind project, it would be 
valuable to consider that back-up generating power driven by natural gas or other fossil fuels 
will also be necessary. At a time when natural gas prices look to continue to be very low, it 
would be valuable to consider whether the wind component is in fact unnecessary or should be 
curtailed in an effort to keep electric rates in check. These types of analyses are already being 
done by countries like Denmark and Germany where resistance to ever increasing electricity 
costs by consumers has resulted in decommissioning of some wind turbines. 

Finally, it seems to me that the State of Connecticut should have regulations which will 
enable it to avoid what has happened to wind power in California, where I believe 10,000 wind 
turbines are either idle or spinning without producing any electricity. Some of this 
abandonment is the result of subsidies and tax credits running out; some is the result of 
improved technology; some is the result of poor environmental planning. By delaying 
installation of wind turbines in Connecticut, the State might benefit from the likelihood of 
improved technology in the future as well as the low natural gas prices which could not have 
been envisioned only a few years ago. 

The Conservancy is pleased to join the chorus of local Town commissions and other groups 
and individuals to urge the establishment of a moratorium on wind turbine development in 
Connecticut and the establishment of science-based regulation for the industry. We believe 
such regulation should be in place before wind turbines are built in Connecticut. We encourage 
your Committee to exercise your oversight powers to make sure such regulation is in fact 
science-based and comprehensive, and that such regulation protects the important 
environmental, ecological and historic values found in Colebrook and other rural Connecticut 
towns. We urge you to get it right. We know you will do your best. 

Respectfully submitted, 

/w~ 
Manuel Cords 
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The Colebrook Land Conservancy, Inc. 

P.O. Box 90, Colebrook, Connecticut o6o2r 

Spring 2010 

Annual Membership Appeal 

Please Join ll.f and the members of the Norfolk-Colebrook Garden Cillb fora pot illck dinner Friclay, .April ttl', 
st 6 p.m....i». the Colebrook S.etJior. & Co1!J1!11nzi!) CetJter. After di~m Welchel will speak on 
Clitzutic schptstion: Natuml Resou.Lr:es irl CorJDecticut:, todsy SUJd tomo.aow:. 

Officers: 
· /Jemard Adams 

PresidenJ 
Manuel Cards 

Vice PresidenJ 
William Sampson 

Secretary 
Ed Stevenson 

Treasurer 

Trustees: 
Be17UIT'd Adams 
Manuel Cords 
Robert Grigg 
Joyce Hemingson 
Michael Hwd 
Edward Lord 

-- Gr~g Mj)iqrd 
Linda Raciborski 
Ed Stevenson 
William Sampson 
Daniel Strickler Jr. 
Sukey Wagner 

Dear Member.; and Friends, 

Thanks to yow: support, the Colebrook Land Conservancy now protects 
more than 1,000 acres in town. We reached a major milestone in May of 
2009 with the q:ansfer of ownership of the Phelps Research Aiea from The 
Nanu:e Conservancy to the Colebrook Land Conservancy. In addition, we 
received three grants to assist with our mission, including a grant which 
allow~d us to replace the roof on the Hale Bam with historically appropriate 
cedar shakes and one to remove invasive plants. The receipt of extemal 
funding signifies an important vote of confidence in the Conservancy's 
ability to can:y out our mission, but each of these grants requires a match 
with Conservancy funds. 

Membership Drive 
This annual letter is om opportunity to ask you to support this non-profit 
organization's work to preserve Colebrook's ruttu.ral resources through your 
tax-deductible dues and contributions. We are run entirely by volunteer.; and 

-depena on tile- generosity ·-of our 4ong-fiiiie · tontriburors,- as· well· as our 
newer members. Dues are $25 for f3lllilies, $20 for individoals and $10 for 
seniors. New and returning members are wel~omel For your dues, you also 
receive our informative newsletter. 

April16 - Pot Luck 
April18 - Annual Meeting 
You're invited to a pot luck dinn~ followed by a talk on conservation, co
sponsored by the Norfolk-Colebrook Garden Oub, April 16 at the 
Colebrook Senior & Community Center. Our guest speaker is Colebrook's 
own, Adam Welchel, Director of Conservation Programs, The Nature 
Conservancy, Connecticut Chapter. The pot luck starts at 6 p.m., followed 
by the presentation about an hour later. Please bring your favorite dish or 
dessert There is no charge for the dinner or talk. A short annual meeting 
for the elect:J.on of Conservancy officers and trustees will be held Sunday 
A.pri118. at 9 a.m. in the Community Center. PLEASE]Orn US. 
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Highlights of Other Conservancy Activities 
Land Conservation and Stewardihip 
• We're planning a presentation on open space preservation techniques and tax benefits and 

will update you once the details have been £nalized. In the meantime, if you'd like to find 
out about the many ways you can protect your land and save on taxes, please contact a 
Conservancy Trustee. 

• The Conservancy now has in place a ~etwot:k of volunteers to steward the 23 properties 
under our protection. Please let us know if you'd like to be part of this progr.un. 

• We actively manage the hayfields and pasture land at our Hale Farm property and maintain 
the meadows at our Colebrook Road Preserve that provide essential foraging habitat for 
wildlife such as deer, fox, hawks, rabbit and tut:key. 

Edu;ation 
• Please look at our web site at www.colebrooklandconservanc;y.org. Special thanks to Frank 

Thompson for making this possible. While there, click on the ''Donate" button to speed 
your contribution on its way. 

• Our Fall cider and donuts open house at Hale Bam was well attended. Thanks for joining 
us. Please let us know what other events you'd like us to put together. 

• Joyce Hemingson led a series of informative walks this past spring and summer. 

• We prepared a cost-of-services study for Colebrook that showed how undevdoped land 
actually hdps taxpayers because it costs less in services than the tax revenue it produces. 

• Bob Grigg and Harry White's talk on Sandy Brook was a big hit at last year's pot luck. 

• In honor of Earth Day, the Conservancy's Robert B. Lisle Book Fund will again donate 
several books to the Colebrook Consolidated School Library. 

• Be sure to look for conservation news on our bulletin board at the Community Center. 

• Stop by our booth at the Labor Day Fair. There's always something for the lads and you 
can catch up on our latest projects. 

Trazls 
• This. spring and summer we will be hosting walks on Phdps Research Area t:mils as well as 

in the Kitchel Wildemess. Please look for det:ails. 
• The Rockwell Trail on Conservancy land near Colebrook Center is a short, easy-t9-hike 

ttail is 6/10 of a mile from Colebrook Center on Route 182A (Rockwell Road). Pat:k at the 
top of the hill off the road on the right. You'll see a log gate across an old logging ttail. 
Walk in and the trail starts toward the left Trail gcides that tell of the land's history 
stretching back to the 1760s and its abundant natw:al features are available near the trail 
head. 

• The Hale Trail is near the intersection of Routes 183 and 182 The trail head is about 200 
yards north of the Hale Bam at an openiog in the guard rail on the left side of Route 183 
as you head to the Center. Pat:k at the bam an the Route 183 side. 

The annual dues envdope is enclosed. Please add your email contact details when you 
retum the envdope with your contribution so that we can communicate more effectively with 
our members and friends. Thank you for your support My fellow Trustees and I look 
forward to seeing you at the pot luck April 16m. 

Kind regards, 

~u&-.~12:.) 
BameyAdams 
President 

·- ~---J~~ .... 
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February 3, 2011 

Re: House Bill 6249 

Dear members of the energy and technology committee: 

My name is Kristin Mow. I live at 12A Greenwoods Turnpike in Colebrook, CT. Our 

family has lived at this property since purchasing it in September 2006. I live at the 

property with my husband Benjamin and our 3 children. I have a 12 year old daughter 

Alyssa, 10 year old son Benjamin and 8 year old son Daniel. We have a little 4 acre 

hobby farm on this property. 

I was informed by our neighbor in early December about the proposed windmill projects. 

I am one of the abutting property owners located in between the proposed windmills. 

Our property line is about 600 feet from one of the proposed turbines. Our house is 

located only 800 feet away from one of these proposed turbines, according to BNE maps. 

I started doing research in early December. I wanted to find out what, if any risks have 

been previously reported on similar projects in the past. At that time I had not been 

familiar with wind energy projects. I wanted to educate myself on what was going to be 

happening in my surroundings. I immediately started to fmd articles in the US and in 

other countries reporting health issues with adults and especially children. This has 

caused a lot of alarm for me. I started to notice in all of the studies done several recurring 

symptoms were reported. I am personally concerned for my children and found this very 

alarming. I noticed symptoms such as sleep deprivation, stress, nausea, disorientation, 

chronic headaches, migraines, ringing in the ears, visceral vibratory vestibular 

disturbance and the most alarming to me is possible seizure for people who are 

predisposed to seizures. I am concerned for the health of all of my children. My main 

cause for concern is that my 8 year old son Daniel has had seizures in the past. 

Daniel has sensory issues and is very affected by certain sounds and lighting. Daniel 

cannot be exposed to strobe lights, etc. due to past problems with seizures. The 



• 

Connecticut Children Hospital diagnosed Daniel with vertigo about 4 years ago. The 

vertigo causes dizziness, the sensation of spinning or the perception that surrounding 

objects are moving or spinning. Vertigo indicates a peripheral vestibular disorder (inner 

ear disturbance); this is also one of the symptoms that many researchers have stated will 

affect a person or child living in a close proximity to one of these turbines. In the time 

that I have researched this I have come to find a lot of information that points toward 

possible further health affects for Daniel, due to the close location of our house to the 

project. 

I understand that the issue is still a developing field. I am aware of one expert, Dr. 

Michael Nissembaum, a radiologist in Maine who has been studying this issue for years. 

He will be publishing an article in the New England Journal of Medicine soon, and the 

preliminary results that he has made public suggest residents living within 3500 feet of an 

industrial wind facility in Maine have a higher incidence of medical problems. These 

problems add to the previously listed symptoms such as weight changes and increase's 

blood pressure. This study contains a large control group of people living 15,000 to 

16,000 feet away from the turbines, and is one of the first studies to contain a real control 

group. The turbines in the project Dr. Nissenbaum studied are smaller than the turbines 

proposed by BNE. All of the people living in the proximity to the turbines felt their 

quality of life decreased and most considered moving from their homes. Please keep in 

mind that our house is located only 800 feet away from one proposed turbine, so we are 

well within the area of concern identified in this study. I have attached a copy of Dr. 

Nissenbaum's preliminary findings to my written testimony. 

I understand that this is an issue of debate because of the lack of peer reviewed studies on 

this issue, but I don't think that we should move forward with these projects until the 

legislature has at least considered the issues at hand. It is part of your job to protect us 

and especially our children. I am not just talking about my family but all of the families 

in Connecticut. All of the families in Connecticut will and can be affected simply 

because there are not regulations currently put in place for these projects. 

I know that this is a difficult situation to be in. I am absolutely in favor of green energy. 

I am not opposed to wind projects in general. This is a health and safety issue for my 

family. I am requesting proper set backs from residential homes. I have found studies 

., 
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reporting ice can be thrown 1600 feet during the winter from wind turbines. That is 

double the distance that our house is located from just one of these turbines. This is not 

about an inconvenience of our view being obstructed- this is about my family's health 

and safety. 

My family and all of the families in Connecticut are depending on the legislature to step 

up and protect us and our health. I believe that regulations need to be put in place. 

There needs to be a safe distance established for the health and safety of the public. Our 

communities cannot move toward a goal of green energy without the protection for all of 

our families to be healthy and safe. I ask that you please take this into consideration. I 

understand that the responsibility of considering these projects is very large. I pray that 

you can take all of this information into consideration before moving forward. The 

legislature has the responsibility of protecting the people and especially our children. 

There is too much information that has been presented for us to simply brush these 

concerns aside without further investigation. I think that all industries need regulation to 

establish safety zones for the residents of this state. I know our state needs to establish 

safe boundaries to ensure the good health and safety for all Connecticut residents. 

Sincerely, 

Kristin M. Mow 

Colebrook, CT 
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