Date: 12 August 2019
From: William Howe, Mount Upton NY (township of Guilford)

To: Alec Jarvis, High Bridge Wind, LLC, Calpine Corporation, 717 Texas Avenue,
Suite 1000, Houston, TX 77002 (Alec.jarvis@calpine.com)

To: Hon. Kathleen H. Burgess (secretary@dps.ny.gov)

Topic: High Bridge Wind LLC Case number 18-F-0262

In December 2014, New York Governor Cumo banned fracking citing
environmental and health risks. The New York Times reported:

“(1)In a presentation at the cabinet meeting, the acting state health
commissioner, Dr. Howard A. Zucker, said the examination had found “significant
public health risks” associated with fracking.

Holding up copies of scientific studies to animate his arguments, Dr. Zucker
listed concerns about water contamination and air pollution, and said there was
insufficient scientific evidence to affirm the safety of fracking.

Dr. Zucker said his review boiled down to a simple question: Would he want his
family to live in a community where fracking was taking place?

His answer was no.

“We cannot afford to make a mistake,” he said. “The potential risks are too
great. In fact, they are not even fully known.””

The current push by the same governor for 100% green energy appears to
ignore the health risks and environmental concern of wind turbines. This paper will
address the health and environmental risks that are far greater than those of
fracking. The point of this paper is provide the basis to stop the Highbridge Wind
Facility in the town of Guilford NY and to call for a statewide ban of new wind farms
because “We cannot afford to make a mistake, the potential risks are too great.”

Environmental Risks
(2) It is ironic that two papers were published on October 17,2018 by
—=Harvard University researchers that found wind or solar power in the United States
will require 5 to 20 times more lands than thought while increasing the average
surface temperatures by 0.24 degrees C with temperature increases of upte 1.5
degrees at night. The researchers found that the warming effect of wind turbines in
the continental U.S. was larger than the effect of reduced emissions for the first
century of operation. These effects are also near instantaneous and predominantly
local to wind farm operations. The research was supported by 10 other studies that
observed warming near operational U.S. wind farms.

Water
A wind energy project can impact surface water and groundwater in several
different ways, including the use of water resources, changes in water quality,



alteration of the natural flow system, and the alteration of interactions between the
groundwater and surface water.

Many construction activities associated with a wind energy development
project could alter the quality of surface water and groundwater.

These include:

Activities that aggravate soil erosion, such as activities that disturb the
ground surface, heavy equipment traffic, activities that alter surface runoff patterns,
and extraction of geologic materials.

Weathering of freshly exposed soil or spoils from foundation excavation,
quarry or borrow pit operations, or access road construction, which would
release various chemicals through oxidation and leaching processes;

Discharges of wastewater or sanitary water and pesticide application.

Natural surface water and groundwater flow systems could be potentially
impacted by construction activities. Surface water flows may be diverted on site and
off site by access road systems or storm water control systems. Excavation activities
or geologic material extraction may alter surface overflow and groundwater flow.
The withdrawal of surface water and groundwater for water uses and the discharge
of wastewater and storm water would also affect the water flows of the surface
water bodies and groundwater.

Construction activities could alter the interaction between surface water
bodies and local groundwater in systems where the two resources are
hydrologically connected. In these circumstances, extracting water from one source
eventually could affect the other source as well. Similarly, altering the water quality
of one source could affect the water quality of other sources at downstream
locations. Impacts also could occur if construction activities create a conduit
between a surface water body and a groundwater aquifer, or between two aquifers,
by breaching the hydrologic barrier. This could result in unwanted dewatering or
recharge of any of these water resources, depending on local hydrogeologic
conditions. In addition, storm water control systems and any other activity that
alters the ground surface could affect groundwater infiltration as well as the
response time of a nearby surface water body. This issue is a particular concern
because, the High Bridge facility is located in a region that has relied on springs as a
water source in the past. As recently as the 1980’s the hamlet of Mount Upton,
which is within the town of Guilford, provided water to residents from a small
reservoir that was fed by a network of springs and augmented with a well. This
network of springs is within a mile of one of the planned wind turbine sites.
Additionally the projected facility boundaries contains a large number of natural
springs and wetlands. These springs are direct connection to local ground water.
Contamination of local ground water is a case of how bad, not if it will happen.

There is also growing concerns and evidence that the operation of wind
turbines can contaminate ground water due to low frequency vibrations and other
factors. Families in Chatham-Kent, Ontario Canada have been dealing with black,
silty turbid water in their wells that had been crystal clear for generations before
the wind turbines were constructed.



ildlife

The New York Department of Environment Conservation lists over 100
endangered, threatened and special concern fish and wildlife species. Many of these
species live in areas in and around the Highbridge wind farm which will be
adversely affected by construction and operation of the wind farm.

(3) According to a report by National Wind, most birds killed at wind
turbines are songbirds. This is reasonable because most North America’s birds are
songbirds, most of these are migratory, and most of the migratory species migrate
during the night at altitudes generally above rotor swept areas when weather
conditions are favorable. Risk may be greatest during take-off and landing where
wind facilities abut stopover sites or during poor weather conditions that force
them to lower altitudes. Songbird collisions typically account for roughly three
quarters of bird casualties at U.S. wind facilities. Studies of bat impacts have also
demonstrated that fatalities peak in late summer and early fall, coinciding with the
migration of many species. The report also cites that weather conditions will effect
the level of bat fatalities.

The report also states that a high density of small mammal prey and the
conditions favorable to high prey densities at have often been presumed to be the
main factors responsible for the high raptor use, and hence high raptor collision
rates at the Altamont Pass wind facility. The Public Trust doctrine holds that certain
resources are preserved for public use, and that the government is required to
maintain those resources for the public’s reasonable use. The Public Trust Doctrine
was involved in a case brought against an owner/operator of the Altamont Pass
wind facility. Under the facts of the case, an environmental group claimed that wind
turbines at the élltgummw%ﬂe/squrce Area in Alameda and Contra Costa
counties had killed tens of thousands of raptors and other birds since the 1982.

In town of Guilford, the population of raptors and prey animals has visibly
risen over five decades with an abundance of prey and raptors currently residing in
the local woodlands and grasslands. The High Bridge facility presents a risk of
depleting of the current flourishing level of wildlife. The report also states that
raptor fatalities are related to population density, which in laymen’s terms means
the more birds that are killed the less there are to kill. It is clear that wind turbines
kill birds and bat, with various reports stating that between 100,000 and 300,000
birds and bats are killed each year by wind turbines. How many need to be killed
before it is too many? It is ironic that fracking kills far fewer and is banned by a state
that cares about the environment, or should we say hypocritical.

Fishing and hunting are popular in the region and for many families is a
much needed resource to put food on the table. Some research suggests that the
population of game animal is significantly decreased in areas of wind farm
operations. This is understandable due to fact that during the construction phase
the activities disrupt or destroy their natural habitat. Once in operation the animals
are subjected to the same factors that effect human health. And in these cases the
animals may exhibit more intelligence than humans and just leave the effected area.



Health Risks

(4)In a paper published by Hidkan Enbom, MD, PhD, Ear/Nose/Throat specialist,
otoneurology and specialist in dizziness disorders, and Inga Malcus

Enbom, Ear/Nose/Throat specialist and specialist in allergy and hypersensitivity
reactions. They have found that living near wind turbines often create severe sleep
disturbance and depression. They have also found an increased incidence of
dizziness, tinnitus, hyperacusis, headache, increased activation of the autonomic
nervous system, etc.

In addition to the audible sound, which can provide noise damage and be
generally disruptive, mentally, spinning wind turbines also produce a vibrant
infrasound that affects the inner ear and the central nervous system without
damaging the hearing.

Infrasound is sound with frequencies below 20 Hz, corresponding to
wavelengths of 17 meters and above, that is not perceived with normal hearing. This
sound, if it is not mitigated substantially, propagates over very long distances. In
scientific studies, infrasound from wind turbines has been measured at levels so low
that the sound is not perceived by humans. It has also been determined that
infrasound from wind turbines does not give rise to noise damage in the traditional
sense. In general, infrasound from wind turbines has a rhythmic pulsing sound, and
the pulsating sound pressure affects the inner ear, although no sound is perceived
by the individual. The pressure waves propagate into the inner ear fluid-filled
cavities, and this “massage effect” affects the sensory cells in the inner ear hearing
and organs of balance. Some persons are affected by the pulsating sound pressure
while others are not affected by it in a significant way. Such sensory stimulation can
occur in people with sensory hypersensitivity, causing symptoms such as
unsteadiness, dizziness, headache, concentration difficulties, visual disturbances,
and more. The problems arise even if the noise level is relatively low, since
infrasound constantly affects and rhythmically changes the pressure in the inner ear
via the sound paths. The pulsing sound pressure from wind turbines also indirectly
activates the autonomic nervous system, causing increased secretion of adrenaline
with consequent stress effects, risk of panic anxiety, high blood pressure and heart
attacks for people with increased sensory sensitivity.

Migraine is caused by a genetic central sensory hypersensitivity causing risk
for central nervous sensitization. Migraine prevalence is about 30 percent in the
general population. In addition there are other causes of central sensitization, which
means that more than 30 percent of residents in the vicinity of wind turbines could
be, to greater or lesser extent, affected by wind-related “annoyance.” Risk groups
include people with migraine disorder or a family history of migraines, people over
50 years of age, people with fibromyalgia and those with a tendency to anxiety and
depression. Children and adults with ADHD and autism are at risk and could have
their symptoms worsened.



Liabilities

(5) In a paper written by Iowa State University the issue of liabilities that pertain to
the wind farms of a smaller scale than the Highbridge project are discussed. “The
tort concept of nuisance concerns the unreasonable interference with another person’s
use and enjoyment of their property. Nuisance is a common law tort that can arise in
the context of wind energy production. To be held liable for a private nuisance (a
nuisance action between to private parties), the interference must

be substantial and unreasonable. A public nuisance, on the other hand, is an
“unreasonable interference with a right that is common to the

general public,” meaning that it interferes with “public health, safety, comfort, or
convenience or is illegal.”

Listed below are some potential tort liability concerns associated with wind energy
development. Many of these issues can be couched in the concept of nuisance.
Landowners should give thought to addressing each of these issues in the body of a
wind energy agreement,

Damages to adjacent property caused by the alteration of the flow of surface water
due to the construction of access roads.

Aesthetic damage (nuisance-related liability).

Damages and/or injury caused by ice throws.

Stray voltage from the aerogenerators (this may be a particular concern for nearby
dairy operations).

Interference with electromagnetic fields.

Fire caused either by malfunction of an aerogenerator or as a result of a lightning
strike.

Possible interference with television and radio signals.

Death of birds and/or bats that are protected by state and/or federal environmental
laws

Adverse health impacts on adjacent landowners.

With respect to the last point referenced above, in 2009, a report produced by
independent experts acknowledged the existence of negative physiological and
psychological symptoms from exposure to wind power stations. The report
enumerated physical problems in people related to aerogenerator noise and its
resulting impact sleep disturbance, annoyance and stress. Indeed, the World Health
Organization has listed annoyance and sleep disturbance as adverse health effects of
wind power stations. Also, the Environmental Health Division of the Minnesota
Department of Health has published a report on the public health impacts of wind
turbines. The authors of the report concluded that aerogenerators generate a wide
array of low intensity noise that are particularly noticeable at distances farther away
from the aerogenerator (within one-half mile) and that the low frequency can be a
particular problems in nearby homes at night. The report also concluded that
sleeplessness and headache are the most common health complaints associated with
aeorogenerators, with the complaints typically associated with blade noise and
shadow flicker.



The report also notes that developers underestimate the noise impact of any particular
wind power station on adjacent homeowners.

A wind turbine impact study for Dodge and Fond Du Lac Counties in Wisconsin
that was completed in 2009 showed that property sales within the influence area of an
aerogenerator were at a lower value that were those outside the
area, and that sales within the area were more sluggish. The average drop in value
was 30 percent. Note: The study was sponsored by the Calumet County Citizens for
Responsible Energy and was conducted by the private firm Appraisal Group One who
was protected against influence from the sponsor by having complete independence to
gather facts, data and other related
material. Appraisal Group One had complete control over the appraisal process and
reported their findings on an impartial basis. The study notes that the main influences
on value are view, peace and serenity and the rural environment in general. While
those are negatively impacted by a wind power station,
the study notes that prices tend to remain steady to rising for those properties
receiving an income stream from the aerogenerator lease income. The impact on value
is particularly significant if the area, before development, has particular
beauty or is a tourist area.”

Other real estate and appraisal businesses also maintain that wind power does
affect property values. Michael McCann of McCann Appraisal, LLC out of Chicago
said that “residential property values are adversely and measurably impacted by
close-proximity of industrial-scale wind energy turbine projects to the residential
properties,” if they are up to 3.2 km away. They decrease a property’s value by 35 to
40 per cent.
According to the London School of Economics, wind farms decrease property value
by up to 12 per cent if the home is within a two km radius and can even affect a
property’s value up to 14 km away from the home.
In fact, the Ontario Superior Court ruled in 2013 that landowners living near large
wind farms suffer from lower property values. That court said it decreased property
values by 22 to 55 per cent.
On October 30, 2009, a unanimous Kansas Supreme Court upheld a Wabaunsee
County ordinance banning commercial wind farms in the county. The Court
determined that the county had properly followed state statutoryprocedures in
adopting the ordinance, and that the ordinance was reasonable based on the
county's consideration of aesthetics, ecology, flora and fauna of the Flint Hills. The
county held numerous public hearings on the issue with the overwhelming majority
of the public expressing lack of support for commercial wind farm development in
the county. The Court cited the numerous adverse effects of commercial wind farms
including damage to the local ecology and the prairie chicken habitat (including
breeding grounds, nesting and feeding areas and flight patterns) and the unsightly
nature of large wind turbines. The Court also noted that commercial wind farms
have a negative impact on property values, and that agricultural and nature-based
tourism would also suffer

To limit the liability exposure of a parent corporation it is common to setup a
Limited Liability Company (LLC) for business units that have a high level of



exposure such as its fleet operations. Calpine has set up Highbridge Wind LLC that
show bad faith in the truthfulness of the risks being faced those who reside in the
town of Guilford. This action leaves the landowners, who may not have conducted a
proper due diligence, holding the majority of the legal and monetary burden.

Calpine has set the precedence of hiding from legal claims by hiding behind legal
shell games. In Bankruptcy case 05-60200 Calpine sought protection from $200
million in damage claims by Panda Energy International Inc. In November 2003,
Panda sued Calpine in United States District Court (case no. 3:03-CV-02692D) for
damages stemming from Calpine’s alleged breach of contract as well as alleged
failure to construct and properly operate the Oneta power plant in Oklahoma.

In 2018 a Calpine enity, Westbrook Energy Center LLC, was denied an appeal
of the City of Westbrook’s planning board’s denial of approval of a site plan
application. Because the challenged approval decision was based on substantial
evident and not on any errors of law or abuse of discretion, the court affirmed the
decision and denied the appeal.

There are currently cases against Calpine in a number of states,
unfortunately specific information is limited.

Based on past performance and what has been seen as misrepresentation of
information in the town of Guilford, this company should not be afforded any
liability shield through LLC, Bankruptcy or other legal maneuvers. If they are
representing themselves truthfully and ethically there will be no problem.
However, if misrepresentation, corruption or other ethical practices are being
employed the full force liability claims should at the very least bankrupt the
company and imprison anyone involved, which would include company and local
persons.

Conclusion

In considering the High Bridge project the follow factors must be considered:

- Fracking has been banned for similar reasons presented here.

- The project provides no public good to the local area, aside from the persons
with leases with Calpine. The majority of these persons do not currently or
do not plan to reside in the area in the future.

- The decrease in tax assessment due to wind turbines in a state that is in the
red by more than $2 Billion.

- Damage to local environment

- Damage to resident health

- Past performance of one the largest energy companies in the country.

- The fact that wind farms is increase climate change NOT improve it.

What should not be considered when approving the High Bridge project:
- The political aspirations of our current governor has no bearing on the
approval process.
- The political agenda of any political party, IE The Green New Deal
- The media
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Chenango County Industrial Development Agency
19 Eaton Ave
Norwich NY 13815

My name is Paul Knowles

I have lived in Guilford 48 years (since | was 5). Before that, | lived just over the line in
Bainbridge.

I' want to start by saying | have leased a portion of my land to Highbridge Wind Farm for their
project. But not before my wife and I visited 6 different wind farms and interviewed 48 people,
including town supervisors and town council members at host communities. Only after 2 %
years of that research, did we decide this was right for us and our town.

I started a business, P.A.K. Construction Inc., May 8 of 1990, in Guilford. We are an excavation
and concrete contractor. We work in about a 20 mile radius, Greene to Sherburne, Gilbertsville
to McDonough. Our typical job is 1-3 weeks and we have made a strong business from 1-3
week, $10k —~ $100K jobs. More so with a strong customer base, that hires our company year
after year. In the last 4 years, we have submitted and won 5 sizeable bids involving prep work
for this wind farm and its twin in Sanford. In this time, these jobs have employed me and my
crew of guys for 3 months of work. { am hopeful | can continue to submit bids for more project
work, but more so, decades of maintenance work to come, such as: road maintenance,
clearing, grading, landscape needs, ditch cleaning and snow removal. With our weather
patterns, there will be plenty of regular maintenance work over the next 20 — 30 years, which
will result in local contractors like myself having better employment opportunities and higher
earnings.

A concern that | have heard, is that a project like this will take up area contractor’s and
supplier’s time. Therefore, other projects would suffer, or sales tax revenue would suffer for
the same reason. My plan, as I'm sure any contractor or suppliers will be, is to ramp up to meet
the greater needs. 4 years ago, we contracted the site work and technical concrete work for
the Hanehan Family Dairy expansion in Mt. Upton. While there, we leveled 11 acres of land,
moved several hundred thousand yards of dirt, hauled in approximately 20,000 yards of gravel,
poured thousands of yards of concrete and installed literally miles of water line and electric
conduit. Because this was a dairy operation, every dollar was sales tax exempt. Due to our
company adding employees, adding trucks and 1 new dozer, we were able to maintain our
typical work load as a normal year. Area customers were serviced. The gravel bed we bought
all our gravel from, ramped up, serviced their normal customers, as well as our needs, and the



typical years sales tax paid in by my company was basically the same. BUT....my company was

able to employ more workers as well as add to our equity by purchasing trucks and equipment.
As a business owner, | look forward to the challenge of adding to our work load. These are the
type of projects that allow contractors and suppliers to step up to another level.

Without a PILOT, projects like the Highbridge Wind Farm will not come to our area. If projects
like this do not come to fruition in our area, there will be less employment opportunities at
small local companies like P.A.K. Construction Inc. | feel that the IDA’s goal is to strengthen the
economic welfare of our county.

One point that always seems to be over looked, is the “cost of services” a wind farm will NOT
need, as opposed to a residence or rental unit. These wind mills will not have a line of kids
waiting by the road for a bus. These windmills will not get partying or feuding on a Friday or
Saturday night and require a few Chenango County Deputies to show up. These windmills will
not need to get to work or a store on a snowy day, requiring trucks, plows and sand for the
roads. These windmills will not be stopping at the County Office Building and signing up for
social services. So basically, any monies agreed to in a PILOT will be a 100% injection into the
budgets of this Town, this County and the local schools WITHOUT requiring any “cost of
services”.

The construction of this project will be paid for by investors. These investors are not in
Guilford, nor are they in Chenango County. They are from large cities and other places. This
means any money this project brings to our County and our Town during construction will be
100% monies from other locals. Also, the electricity this project generates will be sold to other
places far from Guilford. A large amount of the monies generated by those sales will land right
here in Chenango County. These dollars will undoubtably be spent locally. This will in turn,
become an economic multiplier for our County.

As a 30 plus year local business owner, | feel if an agreement can be made to solidify projects
such as this wind farm, opportunities can continue to generate money for local companies with
local employees for years to come. When local companies and local workers have more
opportunities, they earn more money. They will then invest that money in the local economy
and in their own local properties, which in turn boosts the local economy and the local tax base.

To me, this is not a “passion” generated decision, driven by YouTube videos and political
affiliations....To me, this is about economics. Continuous economic “injection” into our area,



and the economic welfare of our county and town. It will also produce economic multipliers
from local small businesses to other local to small businesses.

It is said, “A rising tide lifts all ships”. But what | feel is more important, a rising tide lifts all the
SMALL dinghies too.

Thank you,

2o/ 4/

Paul Knowles

@)



{GCNR Remarks to the Chenango County IDA Public Hearing}

My name is Bill Pratt. I am a founding partner of the Guilford Coalition of
Non-Participating Residents. While I appreciate the opportunity to present
opposing data that illustrates the negative economic impact of the High
Bridge Wind project, 5 minutes is not nearly enough time to make a
complete comment on the issue.

We urge you to evaluate the developer’s claims in accordance with the
CCIDA's Mission statement and goals ... and keep in mind that This IDA has
a moral obligation to the residents of Chenango County, not Broome,
Delaware, Otsego or any of the other 10 counties referenced by the
applicant. Your residents should be first and foremost in ALL considerations
made by this board.

So, lets break that down. Your mission statement says; (and I quote) to
“advance the job opportunities, health, general prosperity and economic
welfare of the people of the county of Chenango and to improve their
recreation opportunities, prosperity and standard of living.”

o Will the High Bridge Wind project advance the job opportunities
for Chenango County residents? No. According to the applicant, this
facility, once operational, will employ 2 full-time people. However, it
should be noted that one of these employees will be shared with the
Bluestone facility. So, does 1¥- FTE constitute a significant advancement
in job opportunities in a county of more than 46,000 people'?
Furthermore, there is no guarantee that either of these 2 people would be
residents of Chenango County.

As for the 16 month construction period, please don’t be duped into
thinking that there will be a boon to the job opportunities for Chenango
County residents. It is fantasy concocted by the developer based on
their own say-so with absolutely no guarantees what-so-ever. To detail
this here would take more time than has been allotted. However, you, the
board should take all the time you need to verify and validate the
applicants claims and not just take their word at face value. A prime
example of this is in their reference to the Bluestone Project. They are
quick to highlight the obvious (purchasing 100% of their aggregate and
road repairs.) but what about tree clearing? What about the cement
batch plant? What about the new access roads?

o Will this project advance the health of Chenango County Residents?
No. Not only is there no potential for advancement of resident’s health
but there are a number of potential HEALTH HAZARDS that are



historically documented and substantiated. These include: Infrasound,
Sleep Deprivation, Mental Anguish and behavioral changes, Physical
Hazards such as ice throw, blade and tower failure, fire, Haz Mat
incidents, etc. This facility will do absolutely NOTHING to enhance the
health and safety of Chenango County residents. In fact, these facilities
can pose serious threats to humans, livestock and wildlife.

e Will this project advance the general prosperity and economic
welfare of the people of Chenango County?
No. According to the American Enterprise Institute, there is a growing
consensus that GDP alone does not capture a country’s overall success
and that it does not necessarily lead to improvements in living standards
of its citizens. So, you have to ask yourselves; what are the measurable
criteria for general prosperity and economic welfare of Chenango County?
And then honestly and thoughtfully consider if TWENTY FIVE 676’ turbines
providing electricity primarily for NYC provides greater prosperity of ALL
the residents of Chenango County.

e Will this project improve recreation opportunities?
No. Like health and safety, this project has no ability to improve
recreational opportunities. As a matter of fact, it will likely have a
detrimental effect to both sporting properties and recreational or vacation
properties in the project area.

e Will this project improve prosperity or standard of living?
Absolutely not! Consider Property Values. The applicant will try to
convince you that there is no evidence of decreased property values.
However, there are a good number of independent studies by professional
analysts that have concluded that there IS evidence of property value
decline and property abandonment. Simply ask yourself; would you buy
a house next to an industrial wind electric generating facility?

In Conclusion - As you contemplate your decision on this PILOT application,
don’t get tricked into comparing this with the Solar facilities that have
already been approved. Don’t be fooled by meaningless number of
“anticipated” job opportunities. Don’t be blinded by data that is not relevant
to Chenango County. And, by all means, don't sell out the vast majority of
YOUR residents to a foreign company who doesn’t give one hoot about the
prosperity of OUR County. A company determined to buy their way into
OUR community by dangling DOLLARS in your face.

THANK YOU

! 2021 Estimated population according to the World Population Review hitps://worldpopulationreview.com/us-
counties/ny/chenango-county-population according to the most recent United States census data.



October 27, 2021 — Debra Pratt to CCIDA

T
My name is Debra Pratt and ‘chose to retire to Guilford 6 years ago. I read
in the IDA’s mission statement that it was established to provide financial
and other incentives to firms expanding or locating in Chenango County.
This is a great benefit to an organization coming in to establish itself to
become a part of the community. But I propose that Northland will never
be a part of what makes Chenango County prosper, unlike Raymond,
Chobani, or many small, independent businesses. Northland is a foreign

company, building solely for its own gain.

Yes, the High Bridge project will indeed increase the prosperity of those
who have signed on to leases or good neighbor agreements, but what about
the scores of other residents whose lives will be forever disrupted and

enjoyment of their property lost?

Many neighbors have spoken of their legitimate concerns of health impacts
to not only people, but also livestock. I do not believe those concerns were
taken seriously. What about our silent neighbors, the many Amish families
who are concerned but cannot participate in what their conscience
considers confrontation? What if the effect of infrasound does diminish

milk production?



And along this line, does the IDA know how ice build-up on turbine blades
will be addressed? Residents raised ice build-up concerns early on in
Guilford Town Board meetings. I personally heard the Guilford town
attorney laugh, turn to the Calpine representative, and say, “That doesn’t
happen here.” I was not amused.

Are they going to use blade-heating technology to address ice build-up?
Are they going to use anti-ice coating applications built directly into the
blades? Or are they going to spray deicer when needed? If snow and ice
can stop thousands of turbines in Texas, of course it can in New York.
Potential pollution from construction of the turbines and from on-going
deicing would not only threaten the many organic farms that have sprung
up, but also threaten our drinking water supply. What financial loss might
occur to farmers, and how much more of a financial burden would be

placed on Guilford residents if our municipal water supplies are polluted?

What about the ice thrown from turbine blades spinning at high velocity?
That is a concern raised in “NYSERDA Public Safety Considerations.” They
cite a study, “Modelling of Ice Throws from Wind Turbines,” by Joakim
Renstrom, that determined ice throw to be between 717 and 1050 feet,

based on turbines smaller than those proposed in Guilford.

Do not settle for “this has yet to be determined” from Northland. By now,

they know what technology they will be using. I don’t believe any of us



would sign a contract to purchase a car without knowing its model and
features, and without knowing the actual cost. That goes for both

Northland and Chenango County.

Another aspect of the High Bridge project is adverse effects on property
values. For many of us, our home is our largest investment. The Town of
Guilfordség;s turbines don’t affect property value, without doing its own
study. An article in Greenfield Advisors.com, from April 5, 2019, entitled,
“Property Values: DO “WINDMILLS” AFFECT PROPERTY VALUE?”
posted by Abigail Mooney, states the answer is yes. Property values can be
negatively impacted by 0 to 35 percent, with the highest being 40%. Would
any of you be interested in living in a home within 1,500 feet of a 676-foot
wind turbine? Be honest! The State would not allow property value into

Article 10 discussion. Why? I think you know the answer to that.

It is my perception that the Town of Guilford has been intimidated into
going along with this project by a small handful of those in power and their

friends and family. Residents had no vote — only the Town Board.

Due diligence is owed to all of Guilford.
I am laying this at the feet of Chenango County Industrial Development
Agency. Please think independently of what the Board of Supervisors may

advise. I do not mean this as an insult, or that you would do otherwise, but



that the Board may tell you that they have already thoroughly investigated
all aspects of this project. I do not believe this to be true. It has been said
that Guilford “would not do anything that would make this project go
away.” That tells me that the financial benefits for a certain group of
Guilford residents outweigh the hardships, financial loss, and destruction

of the beauty of the countryside that drew them to Guilford.

I am speaking on this because of the commandments that I live by. They
are very simple: to love God and to love people. I have come to love the
people I have met who are very concerned that the standard of living that
they have enjoyed will be forever changed, that the prosperity of their
farms will be diminished, that their property values will decrease. These
are not wealthy people, and I believe that is what Northland and the
former Governor counted on. And although they are not wealthy, they
have sacrificially given hundreds and even thousands of dollars in an
attempt to have their voices heard at a State level. It seems that money that
could have been spent within Chenango County was wasted, as it is

obvious that the State had no intention of listening.

I want you to consider this — you cannot serve God and money. You cannot
uphold the IDA’s stated purpose -- To provide financial assistance and
thereby advance the job opportunities, health, general prosperity and

economic welfare of the people of the county of Chenango and to improve



their recreation opportunities, prosperity and standard of living — and
rubber stamp the project. Do not take what the applicant says at face
value. Investigate claims and promises made by representatives of High

Bridge Wind.



CCIDA Public Comment 10/27/2021

Duane Reif
141 Marble Road
Guilford, NY 13780

There are many factors to consider when sorting through the unusually broad array of potentially
problematic risks & liabilities. The most overlooked impacts are those that are immeasurable and non-
quantifiable in terms of dollars and cents. If dollars and cents is your only touchstone, you'll be removing
the humanity from the equation and establishing an arena that is sterile and devoid of the most
important values that we hold near and dear. These cherished items should be the benchmark , NOT the
bottom line.

To put this into its proper context, consider the value you would attach to your spouse or partner, your
parents, your children, family and friends. Consider the value of the quality of your life, your love of our
environment, the quietude of rural living, the stunning beauty of a sunrise or sunset. Consider the true
value of your health and well being. No number can be attached but that doesn’t mean that they are
less worthy of consideration. In fact, they are the most important items to consider.

| follow Native ways and my concern for the impact the wind turbines would have on the eagles drew
me into researching the issue. Native Americans consider the bald eagle and the golden eagle to be
highly revered & sacred. Eagles are the highest flying birds and they are seen to be nearest to the
Creator. They are messengers to the Creator who carry our prayers. Eagle signifies courage, wisdom,
and strength. They are the holiest of the feathered.

Industrial wind turbines are now the apex predator of the skies.

Normally, the “eagle take” is considered by wind developers to be a “trade secret” and therefore it is
sequestered from public view. Thanks to an error in filing in our sister project Bluestone, we got a
glimpse of what they project. Adding insult to injury, Northland used a method of modeling the “eagle
take” that is fundamentally flawed to skew the numbers in their favor. Ornithological experts disagree
citing that app. 100 bald and golden eagles will be killed by the wind turbines through their service life.
Siting wind projects in a major migration corridors is a very bad idea.

Now the question remains, what is the value of a bald or golden eagle? A starting point would be the
penalties attached for killing an eagle. Civil penalties are $5000 for the first offense and $10,000 for the
second offense. Felony convictions carry a maximum fine of $250,000. The fine doubles for an
organization. What is the value of 100 eagles that we are so eager to sacrifice?

What is the cost of shattered lives, hopes and dreams? Many people have either retired here or are
currently raising families. They enjoy the quietude and the serenity that rural living provides devoid of
industry. Now a blight of 25, 65 story industrial structures looms to destroy the harmony. At what cost
is this worth it?

What is the cost of a town that is so divided by a project that benefits so few yet the burden is borne by
the majority?



A more tangible consideration.......\What is the cost of firefighters, training and equipment for a “thermal
runaway” battery fire?
A recent thermal runaway battery fire occurred in Victoria, Australia at the Tesla Megabattery which

required 30 fire trucks, 150 firefighters, and 76 hours to contain. They measured air quality and issued
warnings for residents to get themselves and pets indoors, close windows and shut down their heating
systems so they didn’t breathe the toxic smoke. Lithium ion fires emit highly toxic hydrogen fluoride.

Even small splashes of high-concentration hydrogen fluoride products on the skin can be fatal.

The potential for long term harm to anyone unlucky enough to breathe the smoke or eat produce grown
in battery smoke fallout contaminated soil is a major concern.

That all said, what is the cost associated with guaranteeing residents safety in the event of such a crisis?

Not knowing is irresponsible. Not doing is negligent and irresponsible.

You need to know who you are getting into bed with. You need to know the risk and potential cost of
partnering with a developer that hasn’t been transparent for the past 6 years. Information and data has
been sequestered and skewed to squelch opposition to the project. This alone should raise cautionary
red flags.

If your only concerned is with the presumed economic benefits of this project, then you will embrace
the same moral bankruptcy that the High Bridge Wind and our Town & State governments venerate.
Surrendering to the political pressure and pathological greed that drives this project is in direct conflict
to what Guilford and Chenango County deserve. You are a small cog in a very large machine and that
machine is hell bent on steam rolling Chenango County. You have the opportunity to make things right.

The residents of Guilford and Chenango County ask of you to use the courage, wisdom, and strength the
eagles possess to make your assessments.
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Inadequate and unsafe 1500-foot setbacks for 676-foot-tall industrial turbines

Installation of Battery stations

Miles and miles of transmission lines

Ongoing construction

Substantial traffic disruptions and bottlenecks

Noise and vibration from both the construction phase as well as the turbines themselves once
established

An increase in heavy and non-compliant traffic, large trucks and out of area drivers leading to an
increased risk of accidents (which is already a tremendous problem in Guilford — ask anyone,
including the police)

Potential for ice and blade throw

Environmental damage from deicing agents, chemical and oil releases

Fires

Turbine failures and property damage

Negative impacts on livestock

Destruction of trees and land, natural ecosystems and habitats

Tremendous consumption of water, specifically for the concrete plant (there are already
ongoing challenges to secure drinking water in Guilford)

Potential disruption to private drinking water wells (with the only ‘solution’ being offered as to
drill another well —you can predict the complications with that response)

Shadow-flicker (which is essentially like a strobe light), which they offer to mitigate with curtains
or the installation of shrubbery

Infrasound resulting in sleep disturbances and vibrations

Loss of night sky

The fully anticipated death of bats and protected birds

Potential impacts of micro-climate changes for clustered turbines

Health impacts such as initiation or exacerbation of anxiety, depression, mood changes, balance
instability, etc.



COMMENTS FROM RESIDENTS OF WINDSOR AND SANFORD re: BLUESTONE

Northland references Bluestone Wind as an example of how these projects benefit
the local community and therefore should qualify for local tax breaks and benefits.
As we've come to expect from Northland Power, what they say and what they do
are two very different things. The following is from local Windsor and Sanford
residents that have helped us to review the Bluestone Wind references and given us
their feedback.

They say: “At this time, we can only speak to our experience at Bluestone Wind, in
neighboring Broome County. We think this project offers a valuable example for the
construction of the High Bridge project.”

The reality is: Most local residents are actually strongly opposed to the
construction and operation of Bluestone wind in their community and they are
strongly disagreeing with the positive spin that is given to this highly controversial
project in Windsor and Sanford.

Northland says: "At Bluestone, we have procured 100% of aggregate from within a few
miles of the project, and 100% of public road upgrades and repairs have been completed by
companies based within a few miles of the project area. In total, the project has awarded
contracts worth millions of dollars to those local suppliers and companies with offices or a
significant local presence in Broome and Chenango counties.”

The reality is: They make it all sounds great with local labor and local benefits. It
is just not really how it ail worked though. It is true that in the Bluestone Wind
case they did procure the gravel and crushed stone from a local quarry. It
absolutely would have made no sense to truck it in from far away. So they make a
big deal of the ‘aggregate’ that they procured locally - but that is about it!! After
that they brought in their own mobile batch plant for the cement, they didn‘t buy or
procure it locally, and most everything else is largely procured from out of state.

The one job that has recently been sourced locally in the Bluestone Wind project
area is the road repair. That is a true statement. But it is another example

of misrepresenting the “benefits” of the project. They make it sound like a bonus
that local road repair companies are hired, but the road damage and

construction traffic in itself is a DISASTER for local residents and businesses. Road
damage and obstruction of traffic and traffic delays has been the biggest bone of
contention to date. They can’t repair the roads fast enough or the shoulders are



being ripped off again and roads cave and massive pot holes reappear, so local
(business) traffic, including delivery trucks like fedex and UPS in the area has been
majorly impaired.

Northland says: "In addition, the majority of workers on site have been members of unions
from the 10 NY counties that comprise the local labor area, an area that includes Broome and

Chenango counties."

The reality is: Local timber workers find it truly offensive that Bluestone Wind
contracted Supreme Industries, a company from Connecticut, to clear-cut the
hillsides for the access roads. Supreme Industries does a lot of logging and
other *pipeline related’ clearcutting for the industry and so Bluestone hired from
their network/friends, not the locals. Supreme Industries brought in outside labor
and barely used any TRUE local labor for the tree clearing work. Despite the fact
that Deposit is ‘home of the lumberjacks’ and that it is one of our main business
here. Bluestone makes it sound palatable by saying things like “the majority of
workers on site have been members of unions from the 10 NY counties that
comprise the local labor area”, but to qualify for a local PILOT like this,

the ‘majority of the workers’ should be REAL ‘local labor’ eg from the local towns
where the PILOT / tax credits are coming from.

After the clearcutting was done, during the next phase of stump removal and all the
access road construction, horizontal drilling, etc, local residents continue to see
many trucks with plates from Texas and other out of State plates. Since number
plates are a ‘known give away’ (places like Casadaga posted videos of all the out-
of-state plates serving ‘local jobs’ with unions guys strongly complaining about
being misled by the green energy propaganda about ‘local hiring’!!) they now use
predominantly rental trucks with NY plates. NY rental trucks can be driven by
anybody. Again, the wind developer asking for a PILOT program should be
mandated to hire locally in order to benefit the poor towns that are forced to host
these projects and the IDA should request to see their hiring ads and get reports
about the recruitment efforts etc. in local papers. If there is not enough ‘local
expertise’ and IF the NYS Government truly believes that renewable build outs are
a fantastic way to ‘create jobs’, they should require some mandatary training so the
jobs CAN be filled locally. In the meantime, the IDA can help suggest an outreach
strategy to get local workers on board. There should also be some very strong and
specific language in try PILOT agreement and demands regarding ‘labor’ and *hiring’
and what makes somebody ‘qualified’ for these ‘local’ jobs to prevent the “good old
boys network” to only use their ‘friends’ instead.



Northland says: "“Our EPC contractor on that project is headquartered in Johnstown, NY,
and their project site supervisor lives in Chenango County, in Afton.”

The reality is: Johnstown is 2.5 hrs away from the project area. That is hardly
considered “local”. Regarding the one person who actually lives in Afton:

Part of the moneys paid to the Town Board through the Host Community
Agreement has to go to ‘compliance monitoring’, as mandated by the article 10
project permit. It would be great if this was a (temporary) local

contract. Unfortunately, in the case of Bluestone, despite the fact that there were 2
other local competing bids from Binghamton engineering firms that would have
been qualified to do the job, they contracted a company called GHD out

of Buffalo. Buffalo is hardly ‘local’ for Broome County. They did this without real
public disclosure or discussion of the bids/proposals and it was all arranged behind
closed doors. The ‘local project manager’ who happens to live in Afton is the same
person they put on the Casadaga wind job in the towns of Charlotte and Cherry in
Chautauqua County, as well as the Arkwright Summit Wind project. So it's pure
chance she is a little closer to home for this particular Bluestone Wind job, and to
tout this as a ‘local hire’ because she lives in Afton is extremely insincere. It's
rather another situation where the ‘good old boys network’ prevailed.

The local benefits are not there. They are not ‘long terrﬁ’ and the local community
would be much better served if this project was canceled.



