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Karen Kirk Adams December 16, 2004
Cape Wind Energy Project EIS Project Manager
Corps of Engineers, New England District
696 Virginia Road
Concord, MA 01742-2751
RE: Cape Wind windfarm proposal for Horseshoe Shoals off Cape Cod
Dear Ms. Adams:

While I do not live on Cape Cod, 1 have visited it frequently as [ do my own shoreline here in Rhode

Island. And while much of the beauty of an oceanic horizon is often measured in how the ocean meets the sky and
distant land masses like islands, 1 believe that the impact that 130 well-spaced windmills, located 4-8 miles or so off-
shore, will be negligible. In fact, 1 believe many of the opponents’ arguments are rooted in NIMBY fears rather than
potential environmental impact. I would take my family and spend money in the area because of the novelty and

commitment that Cape Coders make in developing this resource. It would make the Cape more interesting.

The wind generators will provide clean, relatively reliable electricity within the context of distributed
generation capacity, so necessary in an age of electrical grid unreliability and continuing under investment. And
while the wind will not create ¢lectricity continuously, the location in Wind Power classes 5 and 6 (from the "Wind
Energy Resource Atlas™) make this an obvious choice for a commercial location for wind power generation. With
many jobs in construction as well as ongoing maintenance of the installation, as well as the possibility of cheaper
power that would be produced, this seems like a win-win for the residents, citizens of the state and all New

Englanders.

The arguments against this are mainly one of class, make no mistake about it. The arguments of a negative
impact on tourism are without merit. Please consider all comments, from residents as well as non-residents on this

very important development that should go ahead following a full vetting and environmental review,
Sincerely,

Craig Gaspard (290 Middle Road, Portsmouth, RI. 02871)
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From: longsk@comcast.net

Sent: Thursday, December 16, 2004 8:30 AM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Cape Wind DEIS, support

Dear Ms. Adams,

Thank you for the opportunity to submit my comments on the Cape Wind Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS).

I strongly support the Cape Wind energy project. I appreciate the due diligence that the
Army Corps of Engineers undertook in its DEIS.

However, [ would like to see more information included in the DEIS regarding the
potential henefits of the project, such as the national security benefits of using a
renewable energy resource as opposed to using fossil or nuclear fuels.

When it comes to oil, our country is paying a huge price, and some military personnel
are making the ultimate sacrifice, for preserving our oil supply in the Middle East.
And, when it comes to nuclear and coal-fired power plants, everybody loses their right
to a healthy environment.

I would encourage opponents of the energy project to consider the windmills in the
context of national security. [ would contend that on the days on which the windmills
are visible, they would be a source of pride for Cape-area residents, rather than concern,
as they are doing their part to preserve national security through supporting our
nationlls energy independence.

I strongly believe that the Cape Wind energy project would help reduce our nationOs
dependence on fuel sources that harm our national security. Iurge the Corps to include
these considerations in its final report.

Apgain, | appreciate the Corps' hard work on its DEIS. Thank you for your time and
consideration.

Sincerely,
Stephen Long

8 Church Street
Acton, MA 01720

978-264-1960 (h)
617-292-5734 (w)
longsk@comcast.net

12/20/2004
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From: Jswollam@aol.com
Sent: Thursday, December 16, 2004 2:17 PM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Cc: afeehan@kinlingrover.com; letter@globe.com; ednclo@juno.com;
carlsonlane@yahoo.com; cousin8@eightcousins.com; Mikeon23@aol.com,
Jkpires@capecod.net; jjmccavitt@hotmail.com; moneil15@adelphia.net;
president@whitehouse.gov; dougshow@cape.com; [Doug & Chris at home]
@aol.com; silfox@massmed.org; Mirw24@aol.com; ernichols@mindspring. com;
info@capewind.org

Subject: Capewind Energy Project

To Whom It May Concern, in particular the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers:

As a retired scientist and Naval officer, and long-term resident of Cape Cod, | see the proposed
wind farm as a very welcome, exciting, and responsible project. In my view those opposing this
activity are, in many cases, the same fat-cat millionaires who buy up desirable beachfront
properties in order to restrict access to and visual enjoyment of the waterfront to themselves, to
the exclusion of the majority of the citizenry.

My own enjoyment of the Cape as a place to live will be enhanced, not decreased, by the sight
of distant wind generatars quietly providing power ta this area and reducing our need for the
pollution inevitably associated with fuel-burning power plants, as well as reducing

our dependence on foreign oil producers.

| urge your expeditious approval of the project so that benefits can be maximized and costs
minimized on this important initiative.

Sincerely,
Dr. John S. Wollam, CDR, USNR-Ret.

37 Carlson Lane, Unit @
Falmouth, MA 02540-2529

12/20/2004
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From: alice [al.geo@rcn.com]

Sent:  Thursday, December 16, 2004 3:20 PM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Cape Cod Wind Farm

Dear Ms. Adams: Again thank you for your concern about this sensitive project. | lived on Cape
Cod all my life and remember as a young child the protest that many people made to stop the
Electric Power Plant on Cape Cod Canal. Many of the same subjects to consider came up.

They told us it was renewable energy also. That the coils for the plant would be cooled by the
currents in the canal. It would prevent the power plant to use so much of fossil fuel because of
the water naturally cooling the coils. People protested because of property values, pollution and
fishing. | remember them tatking about large screens on the pipes feeding the coils so that fish
wouldn't get caught in the coils from the canal.

Well history as proven that this plant has caused pollution, land deduction, and now is millions
of dollars in the red both to the Town of Sandwich and the residence. And to the production of
electricity to the Cape.

History is repeating it's self. Please let's learn from it. Let's not repeat it.

A non-resident who wants to monopolize valuable land that belongs to the people promised us
many things and already has proved false.

Jim Gordon many times said that the wind turbines would not have a visual impact from land.
Now he says it would. He used the Denmark wind farms as an example for his project. And now
that they are having problems with the turbines and need drastic and costly repairs, he hasn't
mentioned them once.

He also has held back important information from the public about the oil rig that needs to be on
site for the turbines.

He has hand picked and paid for Organizations to do a report that he expects us to except. We
need unbiased reports to see the complete picture.

Many people think we don't want it in our backyard. The message is we do not want it in our
front yards. Some private residence have already in motion to use wind power to help the
residence of the towns. And help the Towns by paying a lease to use their land.

Wind is the second best renewable energy. | feel that the government should set regulations in
new construction to have sclar heat and hot water insulted in new construction. Or even in
remodeling if it can be installed at a compatible price. Solar can be stored. Whereas wind can
not. If the wind is not blowing there is no power. | live on Nantucket Sound and my business
depends on the view. Today the wind is 4 MPH out of the South.....

Please let's not be to quick to repeat history and destroy another natural resource. Once it has
been damaged it will take years to reproduce.

Sincerely,

Alice

Ocean View Motel

966 Craigville Beach Rd
Centerville, MA 02632
508-775-1962 ( inside area code )
800-981-2313 ( outside area code)

12/20/2004
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From: Dan Scholten [dks@mitre.org]

Sent: Thursday, December 16, 2004 4.07 PM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: | support the Cape Wind project

US Army Corps of Engineers,

[ completely support the Cape Wind project, and agree with your Draft
Environmental Impact Statement that it would not adversely affect the
environment. As Governor Romney stated in the Massachusetts Climate
Protection Plan (http://www.mass.gov/ocd/climate.html):

"The same policies that protect the climate also promote energy
efficiency, smart business practices, and improve the environment in
which our citizens live and work. For Massachusetts, promoting
climate protection in the Commonwealth and throughout our nation
also promotes Massachusetts businesses that are at the forefront of
the new markets for renewable energy technologies. Just as the
brainpower of this state has been put to work by the nation and the
world to develop the high-tech and biotech industries, we can also
lead the nation in new energy technologies.

"The actions in this Climate Protection Plan will have a significant
impact on the future of our state. Although many of the policies will
not be easy to implement, the benefits will be long-lasting and
enormous - benefits to our health, our economy, our quality of life,
our very landscape. These are actions we can and must take now, 1f
we are to have "no regrets" when we transfer our temporary
stewardship of this earth to the next generation.

"More efforts need to be undertaken to increase energy efficiency
and renewable energy development. The Plan identifies a number of
ways to decrease the amount of fuel burned in power plants and other
industries, in commercial buildings, and in homes. Getting access to
cleaner energy supplies, including the building of renewable and
green resources - from photovoltaic panels and wind generators to
ultra-clean fuel cells - represents an important way to meet future
energy needs while dramatically cutting carbon emissions.”

I could not have said this any better myself.

Sincerely,

Dan Scholten
21 Patten Lane
Carlisle MA 01741

12/20/2004
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Susan F. Tierney

108 Hammond Street
Newtan, Massachusetts 02467
Sue_tierney@yahoo.com
December 16, 2004

Karen Adams, Project Manager, Regulatory Division
696 Virginia Rd. 696 Virginia Rd.
Concord, MA 01742 Concord, MA 01742

Re: Comments on the Cape Wind Project - DEIS/DEIR
Dear Ms. Adams:

My name is Sue Tierney. I live in Newton, Massachusetts. I am submitting comments on
behalf of myself and my family. Turge you to approve the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement for the Cape Wind Project.

I start by stating that [ am submitting comments on my own behalf because in my
professional career, [ have been involved in energy and environmental policy, regulation and
consulting for approximately 25 years, most of that here in Massachusetts. I have devoted
much of my work to helping others finding economical, environmentally sustainable and
reliable means to meet the public’s needs for energy. I have done that as a regulator, a policy
maker, an educator, a consultant, and a volunteer. But I am submitting comments on the
Cape Wind Project DEIR/DEIS in my personal capacity. No one has asked me to do so;
1o one is paying me — directly or indirectly - to do so.

[ am currently a private consultant on issues relating to electric and natural gas industry in
this region and around the country. Previously, [ served for 13 years in state and federal
government on energy and environmental policy issues. | was assistant secretary for policy
at the U.S. Department of Energy. In Massachusetts state government, my past jobs
included being Secretary of Environmental Affairs, commissioner of the Department of
Public Utilities (the predecessor agency of today’s Department of Telecommunications and
Energy), executive director of the Energy Facilities Siting Council, and senior economist of
the Executive Office of Energy Resources. I have served as the chief state officer in
administering the Massachusetts Environmental Policy Act. As a state regulator, I have
reviewed countless proposals to site power lines and gas pipelines and large power plants
and incinerators and highways and buildings and hazardous waste facilities and stadiums and
many other types of projects involving public review of public and private infrastructure
projects needed to meet society’s needs. [ have attended countless public hearings in which
neighbors of project proposals have come out in the evening hours to comment on the
impacts that they expected to see from the siting of projects in their neighborhoods. Some
of the projects were Jocated within hundreds of yards of their neighbors. Often these
impacts were related to traffic, or noise, or property values, or visual impacts, or impacts on
wetlands or wildlife, or some combination of all of the above. I can't think of a single
project where there wasn't a clash between public needs and private interests.
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On a volunteer basis, I currently serve on the board of directors of many non-profit
environmental and energy-related organizations. As a commissioner member of the
bipartisan National Commission on Energy Policy, I participated last week in unveiling the
results of our three-year effort to break the stalemate on the natlon’s energy policy. For a
year last year, [ served as chair of the Ocean Management Task Force, appointed by the
current Massachusetts Secretary of Environmental Affairs, and together with the other
members of the Task Force recommended the adoption of a framework for sound
management of the state’s ocean resources. I am currently on the boards of many
environmental organizations, including ones in this region, nationally and even in China.

The common themne of my all of volunteer activities on these boards and commissions is to
explore ways to have the nation and the region adopt environmentally and economically
sustainable energy supplies. In particular, I am especially concerned about the threat of
global warming and the contribution of man-made emissions of greenhouse gases from
consumption of fossil fuels in cars, in power plants and in industries around the world, here
in the US and at home here in New England. The threat of climate change is so important
that we all must shake up our own “business as usual” approaches to solving the nation’s
energy and environmental problems.

Last week, the National Commission on Energy Policy of which I am a member, stated that
as a nation, we must find “common ground in rejecting certain persistent myths — on the
left and on the right — that have often served to polarize and paralyze the national energy
debate. These include, for example, the notion that energy independence can be readily
achieved through conservation measures and renewable energy sources alone, or that
limiting greenhouse gas emissions is either costless or so costly as to wreck the economy if it
were tried at all. Most of all, Commissioners rejected the proposition that uncertainty
justifies inaction in the face of significant risks. Given current trends, the consequences of
inaction are all too clear. Under business-as-usual assumptions, the United States will
consume 43 percent more oil and emit 42 percent more greenhouse gas emissions by 2025.1
At the global level, 0il consumption and emissions will grow 57 and 55 percent respectively
over the same timeframe, and the Earth will be heading rapidly — perhaps inexorably —
past a doubling and toward a tripling of atmospheric greenhouse gas concentrations. In the
Comrnission's view, this is not a scenario that should inspire complacency, nor is it
consistent with the goal of reducing the nation's exposure to potentially serious economic,
environmental, and security risks.” (National Commission on Energy Policy, “Ending the
Energy Stalemate: A Bipartisan Strategy to Meet American’s Energy Challenges,” December 8, 2004 }

And just earlier today, I, along with the other members of the Commonwealth’s Ocean
Management Task Force, met with Massachusetts’ Secretary of Environmental Affairs. 1
recently chaired that Task Force, whose members unanimously recommended in our Final
Report (" Wave of Change.” March 2004) that the Commonwealth adopt a new ocean resource
management framework in order to assure that the state’s waters are managed, developed
and conserved in ways consistent with the public trust.

In calling for a new ocean management planning approach, our Task Force also made a
number of other recommendations, including ones relating to improving our information,
enhancing our knowledge of the oceans, improving our coordination with others like the
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federal government with who we share ocean boundaries, and so forth. We stated that “The
recommendations in this report are prospective in nature and will not impact projects or
proposals already under regulatory review. We believe that sound public policy requires that
any new laws, regulations, or policies adopted in line with our recommendations be applied
prospectively with respect to projects filed after the adoption of these new policies. We
neither recommend a moratorium on development and permitting activities, nor want our
proposals and uncertainty about policy to have the effect of chilling development.” We
were clear in saying that “This report is therefore about planning for our oceans' future. [t is
not about stopping development or fishing. But it is about charting a course for protection
and use of our oceans, rather than simply reacting to trends and developments. While our
suggestion for enhanced planning is new, we recognize that Massachusetts has a long history
of asserting its position about how offshore resources should be used - whether it be
questioning and ultimately halting Georges Bank oil drilling in the 1980s, successfully gaining
fishery management jurisdiction for Nantucket Sound, or championing the designation of
the Stellwagen Bank National Marine Sanctuary adjacent to state waters in the early 1990s.
We have gone to extraordinary lengths in recent years, for example, to reduce and mitigate
the impacts on our oceans of our activities on land; the massive, multi-year effort to clean up
Boston Harbor is perhaps the best example of this investment in the health of our ocean.
Massachusetts has long been culturally, ecologically, and economically invested in the ocean,
and our recommendations reflect and honor that tradition.”

Comments of Susan Tierney on the Cape Wind Project DEIR/DEIS
December 16, 2004

One of our other recommendations, in particular, is one that underscores why I am
submitting these comments on the Cape Wind Project. The Task Force noted the important
interactions between global climate change and the conditions of our ocean resources, and
we recommended that the state include in its Climate Change Action Plan various elements
relating to effects of climate change on our coasts and oceans, measures to mitigate effects
on such things as coastal flooding and sea level rise, and policies to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions. We stated our support for policies that decrease the Commonwealth's reliance on
energy resources that emit greenhouse gasses. One such policy, of course, is the state’s
Renewable Portfolio Standard, which calls for increasing levels of new renewable power use
by consumers in the state.

[t is with that in mind that I am encouraging you to approve the Cape Wind DEIR/DEIS. T
have no other dog in this fight. After much thought and review of documents, I have
personally come to the conclusion that we need the Cape Wind farm as part of our energy
mix.

In fact, seeing this DEIR is what helped me to reach that conclusion. Before seeing the
DEIR, I was a fan of wind power, to be sure, but did not know whether [ could personally
support this project in light of its particular environmental impacts on the specific site and
its surrounding areas. At different points in time over the past few years, I considered
working for one side or the other in this debate - but decided repeatedly not to. I could not
work against a wind project of such potential importance to helping enable Massachusetts to
meet its renewable energy targets; and I didn’t want to work for such a large wind project in
a particular place until knowing that it was acceptable from an environmental point of view.
I have watched the debate. I have read various opinions of the courts and regulators, 1
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spoken on numerous occasions with representatives from the different sides. I have
followed the story in the newspaper.

Comments of Susan Tierney on the Cape Wind Project DEIR/DEIS
December 16, 2004

And now, I have reviewed the environmental impact statement. It is thorough. It is
detailed. It identifies, analyzes and describes a wide array of impacts with great care, detail
and comprehensiveness. Indeed, it is one of the most thorough that [ have ever seen, |
agree with the Army Corps of Engineer’s independent conclusions that this project is
needed, and [ agree that the project’s overall portfolio of environmental and socio-economic
impacts is minimal, especially in comparison to the public benefits associated with the
production of energy without greenhouse gas emissions.

Moreover, when [ consider the impacts of real alternatives to this project - such as burning
more fossil fuel in power plants ~ I think that the impacts are acceptable. Meeting our
region’s abundant energy needs — that is, the needs for electricity of each and every person
and business residing on the Cape and in other communities around the state - requires real
energy facilities consuming real fuel and reaping real impacts on neighbors who live
substantially closer to those facilities than any one will live near the Wind Farm on
Horseshoe Shoal. Of course, some of our electricity needs can come from installing better
and more efficient appliances and building more efficient buildings. And while we need
much more investment in such, experience tells us that we also need power plants as well.
The electricity consumed here on the Cape comes from power plants located near
someone's home and in someone’s vista. For the most part, those other power plants emit
pollutants that contribute to smog, acid rain and soot, which in turn contributes to asthma
and other respiratory illnesses, and a variety of ecological impacts. The neighbors of those
other plants experience noise, visual, property value and property impacts, as well.

We live in a society in which each of us daily uses the fruits of infrastructure projects —
whether roads, or cell towers, or gas pipelines, or transmission lines, or sewage systems —
that benefit all of us broadly and distribute particular impacts locally. We also live in a
society in which we try to use our public resources wisely for the benefit of the common. In
this case, I believe that this Project will produce significant benefits to the commons by
providing all of us with a supply of electricity that produces no greenhouse gas emissions. [
think this is an important and positive and public use of the important wind resources that are
located here in Massachusetts, in Nantucket Sound. This is an investment for our children.

I encourage the Army Corps of Engineers and the Massachusetts MEPA office to approve
this DEIR/DEIS. It is well done. The project is needed. And [ hope that it is approved.

Sincerely,

8%%97{

Susan Tierney
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From: FRANCES ROGOVIN [FUZROG@peoplepc.com] J-J _’ E

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2004 5.50 PM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Cc: Matthew CPN Paimer

Subject: Nantucket Sound Wind Farm

Gentlemen:
Please record me in favor of the proposed Nantucket Sound Wind Farm.

Recent studies have shown that carbon dioxide in the atmosphere contributes significantly to
global warming. The proposed Nantucket Wind Farm would prevent the emission of about one
million tons of CO2 into the atmosphere every year.

There is no other single project planned in New England that could prevent the advance of
global warming. If we do not take this action, the coastline of Cape Cod and the Islands could
be changed forever. Indeed, our culture could be adversely affected in much the same manner
as has befallen the Eskimos in the Arctic as a consequence of global warming.

Gerald A. Rogovin
fuzrog@peoplepc.com
Yarmouth Port, MA 02675

12/20/2004
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From: Bill Gillitt [bgillitt@yahoo.com]

Sent: Wednesday, December 15, 2004 11:42 AM 3 2

To: Energy, Wind NAE 7
Subject: Fwd: Attn.. Karen Adams

> Date: Mon, 13 Dec 2004 15:38:30 -0800 (PST)

> From: Bill Gillitt <bgillitt@yahco.com>

> Subject: Attn.: Karen Adams

> To: wind.energy@usace.army.mil

-

g

> Dear Karen Adams,

> | completely agree with the statement below. This project is being pursued for the

> wrong reasons (personal gain) and in the wrong place (a unique naticnal treasure).
> |t is an inexcusable proposition to anyone who cares for the beauty of this world.

> Yours very sincerely,

> William Gillitt

> Architect

> L
=

> Why the Cape Wind project should not be built:

> Poor process. Unlike offshore il and gas, there are no federal rules for offshore

> wind energy. US Commission on Ocean Policy issued a report that deemed the present
> Army Corps’ permit process inadequate. Army Corps cannot grant property rights and
> Corps typically regulates obstructions to navigation, not power plants.

> Land grab. Cape Wind would occupy 24 square miles of public lands for free.

> Unresolved boundary. Boundary between federal and state waters is not resolved.
> Nel

> w boundary would likely eliminate some o! f the alternative sites and a portion of

> the Horseshoe Shoal site.

> Sanctuary status. State waters are an ocean sanctuary that prohibits electricity

> generation. The Sound has been nominated twice for federally protected status and
> should be protected as a marine sanctuary.

> Industrialization. The Cape Wind project would transform a sparkling acean jewel

> into an industrial complex. If other alternative sites are developed, Nantucket

> Sound could have hundreds more turbines.

> Visual pollution. Navigation manuals state a 417’ structure is visible at 26

> miles.

> These turbines are less than 5 miles away and would be highly visible!

> Impact on historical sites.

> The wind plant would have an adverse impact on 17 historic sites on the Cape and
> fslands according to MA Historical Commission.

> Light pollution. The plant would have 520 red and amber flashing lights.

> Noise. Noise generated from Cape Wind would at times be audible on shore.

> Oil spill risk. A transformer substation in the Sound would hold 40,000 gallons

> of

> potentially hazardous oil.

> Boating dangers. The project would crowd main navigation channels for cargo ships,
> ferries, and fishing boats. The risk of collil sions with the turbine towers would

> increase especially during fogs and storms, for which the area is known. The

> Steamship Authority and Hy-Line Cruises, which together transport over three

> million

> passengers to and from the Islands every year, oppose the project because of its

> safety threat.

> Aviation danger. Over 1,000 flights a day during the summer transect the Sound at
> heights as low as 500 feet. Local air traffic controllers oppose the project (“an

1



> accident waiting to happen”) and local airports are concerned due to turbine i r J i 5

> height.

> 1 Commercial fishing impacts. Hundreds of fishermen work Horseshoe Shoal and make
> half their annual income from the catch. Risk of turbines collision or gear ) 1 -7
> catching

> in the spider web of cables between the towers will largel! y preclude fishing in

> the area. Placing 130 turbines and miles of cabling in the seabed will cause

> elevated turbidity, which will smother bottom-dwelling organisms, kill juvenile

> fish, and drive off adults. Nantucket Sound fishery will suffer.

> Bird kill. The Sound is densely populated by hirds. Millions of songbirds migrate

> through the Sound, hundreds of thousands of sea ducks winter on the Sound, and
> endangered bird species breed onshore. Humane Scciety estimates bird kills would
> range from 1898-6643 deaths per year. Cape Wind estimates only 364!

> Excessive subsidies. The public would be paying Cape Wind to build the wind plant.
> Cape wind would occupy public land for free and gain miilions of dollar! s per !

> year in subsidies. An economic study by The Beacen Hill Institute esti mates Cape
> Wind would receive a subsidy of $241 million from state and federal sources.

> High cost. Offshore wind costs twice as much as gas fired electricity and

> significantly more than onshore wind. To survive financially, this project would

> need continued government subsidies throughout the life of the project.

> Job loss. Beacon Hill Institute (BH!) estimates a loss of up to 2,533 jobs

> because

> of a loss of tourism, a vital engine of the Cape and island economy.

> Property value decline. Property values could decline by $1.35 billion (BHI

> study).

> Construction impacts. Construction period would be lengthy and disruptive.

> Drilling, naise, road closures and problems may be similar to Big Dig in Boston.

> Public access restrictions. | Due to safety hazards during construction and

> operation, most European offshore wind projects have access restrictions. This

> will

> affect fishing, navigation, search and rescue operations.

> Radar concerns. UK wind plants have been stopped due to concerns with radar

> interference on defense systems and aviation.

> Risky technology. Cape Wind is first offshore wind plantin US. Offshore wind is

> immature; only 2% of wind power in the world is offshore. Flagship offshore

> proiect

> in Denmark is failing. All 80 turbines in the two-year-old facility are being

> dismantled, and brought ashore for costly repairs. 3.6 MW proposed technology is
> not

> commercial; only installation is 7 turbine demo project in Ireland.

> Low output. Proposed wind plant produces anly 1% of New England needs at Cape Wind
> asserted output. Actual wind speed data is needed to verify output.

> Meager cos! t savings. Cape Wind's best case scenario of electricity cost savi ngs
> equals only 10 cents per month per New England household.

> Insignificant reduction in foreign oil. Very little oil is used in the US to

> produce

> electricity. According to the Dep! t of Energy, only 2% of total oil used is for

> electricity. Serio us reductions in cil use need to target transportation that

> uses

> 68% of the oil.

> Backup generation costs. Wind is intermittent and requires backup. What is need
> for

> backup power, and who pays? What are the true benefits, given need for backup?
> No local benefits. Power will be sold to NE grid, not earmarked for Cape and

> Islands.

> Low emissions reductions/public health benefits. True impact on other plant

> pperations is needed to calculate real benefits. Since gas is cleaner than coal

>or

> oll, benefits are much less if gas is displaced. CO2 reductions are 1-2% of NE

> emissions; markedly less as % of worldwide, so insignificant to global warming.

> No need for po! wer. Excess capacity in New England is 31% and projected to stay
> at

> 25% or higher through 2007. We do not need the power.

> Transmission grid congestion. Dept of Energy study states Southeastern MA is one

2
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> two worst locations in NE for new plants.

> Questionable impact on local air quality. Most pollution in SE MA comes from
> industrial areas in Midwest and Southeast. What is true impact on local air

> quality? 1
> Alternatives exist. Alternatives to achieve the same benefits for lower costs need D- ’ ’

> to be evaluated prior to permit decisi! on. Review land based wind, energy

> conservation, plant upgrades — scen arios that don't compromise the Sound.

> Deeper water locations. Why can’t the project be further offshore? Some European
> countries are requiring minimum 12 miles offshore. Moray Firth in Scotland is

> being

> built in water depths of 130 feet and mare than 12 miles offshore.

>

> Additional requirements for the Cape Wind project:

> Longer DEIS public comment period. Comment should be at least 180 days.

> Financial disclosure needed. The project relies on public land and public

> subsidies.

> What is Cape Wind's profit and business plan? Who are investors?

> Decommissioning. Provisions for repairs and dismantlement must be made. How much

> will Cape Wind need to guarantee and post upfront?
>

VV VYV VY

>

> Do you Yahoo!?

> Take Yahoo! Mail with you! Get it on your mobile phone. »
> hitp://mobile.yahoo.com/maildemo »
-

Do you Yahoo!?
Send holiday email and support a worthy cause. Do good.
http://celebrity. mail.yahoo.com
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Adams, Karen K NAE

From: Lockett, Thomas E {lockette@bp.com]
Sent: Friday, December 17, 2004 10:468 AM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Cc: deborahlockett@msn.com

Subject: Dec 16 Cape Wind hearing

Dear Ms. Karen Kirk Adams -

We did attend the hearing last night at MIT but were unavailable to stay for the entire
event. If you could inform us of whether the hearing was completed and all speakers were
heard or whether there may be subsequent hearings to facilitate additional speaking time for

those which time did not allow.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter,
Regards -
Thomas and Deborah Lockett

112 Dalton Rd.
Belmaont, MA 02478

12/20/2004
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From: spiekerb@junoc.com

Sent: Thursday, December 16, 2004 7:13 PM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Remarks not made

| missed the chance to speak at the last hearing. Would have been to deep
for most anyway:

250 Years ago the United States was "Born” with a Declaration of
Independance and a Constitution. The product of men who pledged "Our
Lives, Our Furtunes and Our Sacred Honor" That took wisdom and courage.
(Do we have either?)

If today we are at a "Midlife Crisis" we are halfway through our
projected life span as a Nation. This logic leads me to project our
energy needs for the next 250 years

For instance, we have Natural Gas:

Natural Gas is a feed stock for the Plastics, Chemical and Drug
Industries. it is too valuable a substance to simply burn, especially in
a stationary power boiler, clean as it may be. We must conserve for the
next 250 years

Crude Qil:

Petroleum products are the only energy source which permits an
airplane to fly. The Diesel Fuel derived from there is needed to plow the
fields and move food to market. Without Diesel fuel Starvation is a
possibility. What we have must last 250 years

Coal:

Coal will fire a power plant and a Steam Locomotive, We can go
back to the Iron Horse if workers can be found to mine coal. | will dig
coal but it will have to be sold in a Drug Store.

Not even the most optimistic opponent of the Wind Farm will agree
that the stores of Fossile Fuel will last for 250 years at present rate
of consumption which is growing with the expanding population.

The alternative is a drastically lowered standard of living .Or a return

to Atomic Power and Wind machines. We have lost the capability to
construct Atomic Power Plants. The builders of the last plants to be
finished have all died or retired, no new talent is in the pipe line from

the colleges. Poor job prospects have discouraged students. We may have
to ask China for help or perhaps, France.

But the best source would be Hungary Since they invented Atomic energy

Thank you for listening

Bemard Spieker one of "The Greatest Generation”
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From: ken@foma. wsc.ma.edu

Sent: Thursday, December 16, 2004 8:38 PM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Massachusetts needs wind energy

Wind power is a promising choice for Massachusetts’ energy future. We need to ensure that the Cape Wind Project
receives a prompt and thorough review that keeps the public interest at the forefront. Do not allow the pedestrian views of
society's elite snobs stop this outstanding project. I've seen large wind farms in west Texas and elsewhere, and find the
aesthetic complaints of the whiners from Martha's Vineyard to be shallow and self-serving.

ken haar

22 ferrin drive

southwick, MA 010779265
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From: mightywindy@hotmail.com

Sent: Friday, December 17, 2004 12:06 AM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Massachusetts needs wind energy

I am in Fuli Support of the Cape Wind Project! Wind is a Healthy way to obtain energy. Having to "look at” windmills off-
shore is Much better than having the under privilidged portion of society suffering from dirty refineries or nuclear reactors.
We also need to become less dependent on foreign oill

Wind power is a promising chaice for Massachusetts' energy future. We need to ensure that the Cape Wind Project
receives a prompt and thorough review that keeps the public interest at the forefront.

Angela Windy

commenwealth ave

Chestnut Hill, MA 02467
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From: Tara Holmes [tmhol37 @hotmail.com]
Sent: Friday, December 17, 2004 9:36 AM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Cape Wind comment

Dear Ms. Karen Kirk Adams,

I attended the Cape Wind hearing last night at MIT, but was unable to speak publicly. 1
would like to thus submit my comment in regards to the proposed wind energy project
via email:

As a resident of Massachusetts and a concerned environmentalist, I am strongly in favor
of the off-shore Cape Wind project. There is simply no reason why this project should
be post-poned or canceled. The data have been collected and analyzed by the Army
Corps of Engineers and are documented well in the EIS. Furthermore, the United
States's dependence on foreign fossil fuels for energy simply cannot continue. Within
the next 25-50 years, oil wells will begin to dry up leaving us little alternatives if we
don't invest in the future of renewable energy today. If the Cape Wind project is
allowed to proceed, a strong progressive message will be sent to the residents of
Massachusetts, to the citizens of the United States, and to the world, that the people of
the United States want positive environmental change. Constructing 130 wind turbines
off-shore in Nantucket Sound will significantly reduce air pollution and increase air
quality, create 600-1000 construction and 154 permanent jobs, and will save $25
million in energy costs. The time for a renewable energy revolution is now. Let
Massachusetts set the positive standard for the rest of the United States.

Thank you.

Tara M. Holmes

12/20/2004
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From: Kevin C. Cain [KCain@peabodyarnold.com]
Sent:  Friday, December 17, 2004 11:18 AM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Public Comments RE: Cape Wind Farm

To whom it may concern:

Having reviewed the corps report and applying common sense to my analysis | am more certain
than ever that the decision te site the wind farm in Nantucket Sound is misguided. The concept
of wind power is a good one, however, the destruction of one of the most pristine environments
in the United States is simply not necessary. As a life long sailor in the waters of Nantucket
Sound and Buzzards Bay | can say unequivocally that the prevailing summer winds are
stronger and more consistent in Buzzards Bay. Furthermore, the seasonal sea breezes rarely
reach out to horseshoe shoal in the summer due to its distance from shore. The sea breeze is
created by the land heating up and the air moving to cold water descending and returning to
land. This cycle insures that the breeze begins inshore NOT offshore. In the Fall, Winter, and
Spring the prevailing winds are not sea breezes but rather are generated by vast nonlocal
weather systems. The location of the wind farm during these three seasons could be virtually
anywhere in New England.

New Bedford and Fall River are much better choices. These depressed cities are greatly in
need of economic stimulus. These cities are already an eyesore and the presence of windmills
may actually improve the view. Furthermore, the seasonal (i.e. summer) wind velocity and
consistency is greater in Buzzards Bay that it is in Nantucket Sound. In the Fall, Winter, Spring,
the wind strength and consistency is the same regardless of where the windmills are placed.

Windmills could also be built and maintained more efficiently on the so-called backbone of the
Cape adjacent to the Power Lines. This seems like a no-brainer to me inscfar as the
transmission distance from the generating turbines to the Power grid will be de minimus, the
tand is accessible, and the Power Lines are already unsightly.

Finally, it is abundantly clear to even the most casual observer that this project is being sited in
Nantucket sound to maximize the PROFIT of the developer and NOT to maximize the benefits
to the Cape Cod community or the nation as a whole.

Kind regards,

Kevin C. Cain

sk 3 e ok A o ok e ook ok

The information contained in this electronic message and any attachments to this
message are intended for the exclusive use of the addressee(s) and may contain
confidential and/or privileged information. If you are not the intended recipient, please
notify Peabody & Amold LLP immediately by replying to the message or by contacting

us at (617) 951-2100. Please delete this message and any attachments from your system.

Thank you.

12/20/2004
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From: wedge [wedgeb@adelphia.net]
Sent: Friday, December 17, 2004 3:16 PM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Cape Wind

Dear Sirs, Please support Cape Wind.... We do not want oil, gas or
nuclear. Let's do our own thing. Thanks, Richard Bramhall Flymouth Ma 02360



CAPEWIND -- in support
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From: Dutton Allan M [dutton.am@mellon.com]
Sent: Friday, December 17, 2004 4:11 PM

To:

Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: CAPEWIND -- in support

To whom it may concern

As a vacation homeowner in Yarmeouth, may | say | am
100 PERCENT IN FAVOR OF THE CAPE WIND PROJECT

Above all, we need to be realistic and start developing alternative
sources of energy. This is an excellent place to start. The high
visibility of the project is a good thing not a bad thing.

PLEASE ALLOW THE PROJECT TO PROCEED.

thanks

Alilan Dutton

3 Bishop St

Jamaica Plain, MA 02130
and

14 Morse St.

Yarmouth, MA

The information contained in this e-mail may be confidential and is intended solely
for the use of the named addressee.
Access, copying or re-use of the e-mail or any information contained therein by
any other person is not authorized.
If you are not the intended recipient please notify us immediately by returning the
e-mail to the originator.(A)

12/20/2004
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From: william rohan [billrohan@hotmail.com]
Sent: Friday, December 17, 2004 4.52 PM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: wind energy

I'm against it bill



The Alliance to Protect Nantucket Sound
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From: emiller@seepub.com
Sent:  Friday, December 17, 2004 6:34 PM

To:

Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Please extend the public comment pericd on the Cape Wind DEIS

SAUE OUR SOUND

& allarce t mrobich parduchet s

I gppose the proposed Wind Farm in Nantucket Sound for many reasons. Basically,
there are too many unknowns that won't be answered until after the farm is built.
These inciude whether birds will be killed by flying through the blades, as they were in
large numbers when the windmills were installed at Tehachapi, California. There is also
the consideration of hurricanes and lesser storms which occur on the Cape and islands
and the reality that alf sorts of pleasure boaters, many of whom are novices, are going
to want o view the windmills up close. Already in Cape waters, we have muitiple
accidents, many fatal, even when experienced folks are at the controls. My last concern
is that I have not heard substantiated information about the amount of electricity that
will actually be generated by the Wind Farm. I belleve that we can find suitable sites on
land on which to install windmills, possibly at the many capped landfills, such as the
gne in Barnstable that has a high mound and where the wind seems to biow endlessly.
Elinor Miller

Please immediately extend the public comment period on the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement for the propesed Cape Wind project to 180 days. Any shorfer time
period is entirely insufficient to allow the public ample opportunity to provide input on
such a lengthy and important document on a complex and controversial project.

Thank you far your prompt attention to this matter,
Sincerely,

elinor miller

12/20/2004
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From: R Philip Dowds [rpdowds@earthlink.net]

Sent: Friday, December 17, 2004 7:17 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE, gbg@sierraclubmass.org; mary ann nelson
Subject: Comment re Cape Wind DE!S

Ms Karen Adams:

You are identified as the designated recipient of comments regarding the Cape Wind project, so I write to
you.

[ am in receipt of the Army Corps of Engineers' (ACE) Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
regarding the proposed Cape Wind "Wind Turbine Generator” (WTG) project. This DEIS evaluates a full
range of obvious environmental threats such a project might create -- bird strike, habitat disruption,
poliution, archeological or geological disturbance, species depletion, navigational safety, etc — and
concludes that all such threats are either negligible or remediable. This sounds right to me.

On the negative side, about the only finding of possible significance is that of "adverse visual impact", upon
which [ comment as follows.

The methodology employed to perform this assessment involved hiring an expert -- an "architectural
historian" -- who gave due consideration to land-based historic assets (meaning real estate, hereinafter as
HAs) surrounding the project site; what would be seen of the WTGs from these sites; and the consequences
of seeing the WTGs. S/he concluded that visible WTGs would have an adverse impact on the view as
experienced from the HAs,

For starters, the expert has somewhat confused "view" with "vista": A view consists of the unobstructed arc
and extent of sightlines from a specific vantage point, and a vista is the panorama at the extremity of the
view. Obviously, the WTGs are much too small and too far away o obstruct or constrict the view from any
HA, so an adverse impact on view cannot be expected. They would, however, appear as new elements in the
vista, and consequently have some impact on that vista. From here on, I'll stick with "vista", assuming that's
what the expert really meant.

There are at least three methodological anomalies afflicting the expert's findings about vista impact:

(1) BAD NEWS ONLY? Latent within his/her opinion is the presumption that, if it can be seen at all, it's
bad -- or, that anything new in a vista must necessarily be a negative rather than positive element.
Presumably, this is intended to be consistent with the hypothetical popular prejudice of, "If I've never seen it
before, | sure don't want to see it now”. [ don't believe this presumption of prejudice can be justified. The
expert would have done better to elaborate on the differences between positive and negative impacts.

(2) QUANTIFICATION? Let's ignore any possibility of a positive consequence, and instead, seek to rate
the significance of a negative visual impact on a scale of zero to minus ten. Zero, of course, is the build-
nothing option. Minus ten might be, for instance, a twenty-story mixed use combo of billboard / junkyard /
casino completely surrounding the HA. (You might say I'm being facetious and silly; I might respond that
we build these combos all the time, and call them cities.) In any event, the expert makes no attempt to
quantify the seriousness of the negative visual impact. It might be a minus eight, it might be a minus 1/10th;
the expert is silent.

{3) STANDING AND REPRESENTATION? In zoning (for better or worse), only property owners
proximate to the project site have standing to dispute a zoning interpretation or variance; tenants,
pedestrians, and people who live a block away are all disqualified from having a legally consequential
opinion. One might certainly ask how it is that only the vista as seen from HAs was considered when
making this assessment; what about all the other properties having equal or better sightlines to the WTGs?
Who excluded them?

Which brings one to another question: What do the HAs themselves think? Have they all chimed in with
comments regarding how they believe themselves to be impacted? What about the numerous non-HAs?
And, how do the opinions of HAs or non-HAs weigh in relative to the expert's opinion; can the expert's
finding be reversed, or amplified, by a lot of non-expert input?

(1 myself believe that the WTGs will add interest to an otherwise featureless horizon, and do so without
altering the essential character of an open-sky-and-sea vista. Further, observing the blades in rotation will
make me feel optimistic about the future, and thus improves my spirit. But hey, [ live in Cambridge, and [

12/20/2004
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don't own a boat, so do I have any standing in this process?) )Lee

IN CONCLUSION, I think that ACE has done a credible, systematic, and technologically sound job of most
of its assessments. When it comes to visual impacts, however, the finding is at best pseudo-science. ACE
would have done much better to say, "We have no viable methodology for assessing visual impacts of this
subtlety, and we return this problem to the political arena, where it belongs.”

I recommend that the authorities having jurisdiction approve the Cape Wind project as promptly as possible.

R Philip Dowds ATA

Heym Dowds and Neeman Inc

1660 Soldiers Field Road, Boston, MA 02135
Voice: (617) 787-2400 x212

Fax: (617) 787-2403

12/20/2004
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From: ansley sawyer [ansleysawyer@comcast.net]
Sent: Saturday, December 18, 2004 12.46 AM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Cape Wind -~ Horseshoe Shoal

The opposition group, the Alliance, has brought up several arguing
points. | have listed some below with my replies..

1. WAIT TILL NATIONAL POLICY |S ESTABLISHED.
National policy is almost never established in an inclusive and
meaningful way about anything. No policy is ever established about
something that doesn't yet exist. That is like telling New England in
the 1700's that they couldn't build the Post Road until the Interstate
Highway system was mapped.

2. TRANSFORMER QIL  The woman protagonist said that the Alliance did
not know what kind of oil it was but that it didn't make any difference

because all oil was bad. Cape Wind has stated that it will be

mineral oil. Mineral oil is non-toxic, floats and is easily contained

and retrieved shouid any leak from the TRIPLE containment tanks, which

have alarm sensors in each void.

3. NAVIGATION RISK These towers will be visible to navigation, day
and night, There will be low lights visible to boats but not from

shore and around 60 aviation lights on the peripheral towers (not on
wind mill blades) peointing upward, which will be dimly visible from

shore on a clear night. The towers will clearly show on radar screens

and be plotted on GPS. Ships of many kinds, including oil tankers

come through the sound on a regular hasis with no trouble, going

between Hedgefence and L'Hommedieu Shoals for four miles (about 1 1/2
miles apart) with only unlighted buoys at each end. Also into

Nantucket Harbor channel, 1 1/2 long and a few hundred yards wide.
Wind Mill towers will be half a mile apart in one direction and one

third mile in the cross direction.

4, FISHING TRAWLERS If they can't drag down a straight "street” of
towers half a mile apart, how can they drag through a sound full of
shoals and wrecks?

5. LOW FLYING AIRCRAFT How do they go past Boston or the White
Mountains? They go over. Their weekly issued maps show the

obstacles . The FAA has gone on record that the towers will not be an

air hazard but will be a navigation aid.

6. CUR PROPERTY AND CORPORATE PROFIT Sure, it's our property and it
is also our future with soaring electricity costs from diminishing oil

supplies. More incentive for soft coal generation and nuke power. Of

course it is a profit oriented project. Otherwise it would not be

done. The government wants it done; that is why they subsidize if.

When the government wanted the east and west coasts connected by rail

roads they gave the companies a two mile wide strip of land from St.

Louis to San Francisco. Don't forget all the off shore oil drilling

rigs.

7. AGENDAS the Alliance keeps pounding at the agendas of the
proponents. But | hear nothing about the agendas of the opponents.

Do they have any, other than obfuscation and fear mongering, as a

justification for their resistance to change and disingenuous

1
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8. PILOT PROJECT This wind farm will be the first of its kind in the
USA and, as such, is vitally important to the future of national wind
energy development,

Ansley Sawyer

Summer and year round resident of Nantucket for 80 years.
508-228-3355

8 Bayberry lane

Nantucket, 02554
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From: lisamears@hotmail.com

Sent: Friday, December 17, 2004 10:04 PM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Massachusetts needs wind energy

Wind power is a promising choice for Massachusetts' energy future. We need to ensure that the Cape Wind Project
receives a prompt and thorough review that keeps the public interest at the forefront.

Lisa Mears

5 Greenwood St

Lenox, MA 012402029
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From: Gary Harcourt [gary.atg@verizon.net]
Sent: Saturday, December 18, 2004 8:27 AM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Support for the Windfarm

| believe it is imperative to promote alternative energy production
now. | also believe that in comparison to our current energy production
technigues the wind farm will be less detrimental to all.

Electricity is currently produced by private corporations throughout
the United States and the world at great expense to our environment and
our health. We cannot expect others to create energy for us or bear the
brunt of the consequences of its production. | point to Yucca mountain,

Iraq and the open pit mines of West Virginia as failures we can no
longer accept. We must create our own power and accept the consequences
locally.

Sincerely,
Gary Harcourt
Oak Bluff, MA
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From: gmc.massed@rcn.com

Sent: Saturday, December 18, 2004 845 AM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Massachusetts needs wind energy

Wind power is a promising choice for Massachusetts&#8217; energy future. We need to ensure that the Cape Wind
Project receives a prompt and thorough review that keeps the public interest at the forefront.

George Clarke

16 Wheelock Rd.

Wayland, MA 017782319
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From: LWGraboys@aol.com

Sent:  Saturday, December 18, 2004 11:32 AM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Cape Wind Farm

To whom it may concern:

As a Massachusetts resident living year-round on Buzzards Bay, | am very much in favor of a
wind farm in Nantucket Sound. Wind farms create renewable energy that is safe and non-
poliuting.

We witnessed first-hand the disastrous il spill in our bay 2 years ago, and are only 20 minutes
from the nuclear power plant in Sandwich. The threats from the daily transit of oil barges and of
a nuclear facility close to populated areas, are far more significant than the aesthetics of
windmills. But guite frankly, we saw a windfarm in Denmark, right outside the Royal Castle in
Copenhagen... and it is beautiful.

| pray that wind energy is at last harnessed, throughout this country, for it is far preferable to oil
and/or nuciear disasters. Perhaps if the opponents of the windfarm in Nantucket Scund found
oil washed ashore on their beaches they too would favor it as we here in Buzzards Bay do.

Sincerely,
Lois W. Graboys
95 Holly Rd

Marion, MA 02738

12/20/2004
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From: Southieatonset@aol.com

Sent:  Saturday, December 18, 2004 3:20 PM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Cape Wind energy

It appears to me that inasmuch as the project appears to have minimal ecological or maritime
safety concerns expressed in the assessments to date, that aesthetics alone is an
unsatisfactory reason for setting aside the proposal to build. There are two things that | would
like to see considered in the final approval of the plan.First, a phased project that would allow a
review of how well the initial phase(s) performed before the entire project was commited to and
perhaps avoid an unforeseen ecological or maritime problem.

Second, a method to apply some of the generating cost saving, if any, to the rates of the people
most affected by the project construction, namely, the abutters.

Thank you

Peter Conroy

5 Oakmont Drive

Buzzards Bay, MA.

02532

12/20/2004
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From; Theresa McNulty [theresamcnulty@comcast.net]
Sent: Friday, December 17, 2004 7:14 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Public comments on wind energy

To All Concerned Parties,

I would just like to voice my opinion on the Cape Wind project. | have done some
research, and see that there would be significant benefits to such a project. The
amount of energy produced would far exceed any small inconvenience that Cape
residents may site. Admitedly, this is a change in their landscape, but with the
overwhelming need for oil and energy, we must consider other viable options, and this
is clean, smart and cost effective. There are many ways to compromise with residents
to make this a workable situation and reap the benefits of FREE wind power. We
should be looking into every possible way to create energy on our own in America. We
should be putting up more wind farms, and looking into tidal energy, steam energy
and other clean alternatives to oil consumption. Itis time to take positive action to
move our country forward on smarter, more efficient, cleaner and more cost effective
methods of generating energy. These wind farms are one viable option, and they must
be considered. If all safety and noise issues are properly addressed, it is our duty to
move forward to lessen our need for petroleum products.

Thank you for the opportunity to express my views.

Sincerely,

Theresa E McNulty

100 Lorraine Drive

East Bridgewater MA 02333-2029

12/20/2004
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From: Lawrence Fine [lorenzonine@earthlink.net]
Sent: Sunday, December 19, 2004 1:49 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Cape Wind

Dear Friends,

I'm a proponent of clean, renewable energy generation and have been an
advocate of sustainable lifestyles for over 40 years.

i'm in favor of the wind resource at Horseshoe Sheals being utilized.

It seems that the only opposition now is the esthetic, and my thoughts are -
modern wind turbines combine a powerful function with beautiful form.

i would like to apclogize to a woman who spoke in opposition that | had a
negative reaction to. She had lost a cousin in Irag, and demeaned Cape Wind
for speaking of Iraq ¢il as a reason our military is over there.

| believe Cape Wind has not devalued or demeaned our men and women in the
military, but rather, the completion and implementation of this installation

will be the beginning of & trend that will reduce our dependence on fossil

fuels, and eventually eliminate the need for military intervention to

protect "our interests” in fossil fuels around the world.

| was handed a paper at the hearing at MIT last Thursday which was titled
" A Power plant on Nantucket Sound? Making History or Ignoring it?"

It spoke of the Northern Europeans landing in the southern shore of the
Cape.

While sitting in the hearing room at MIT, | composed the following, which |
had intended to read at the hearing. | hadn't eaten since breakfast, and
since the hearing seermed to be balanced toward advocacy, | left before my
name came up.

" Wind is a resource, that, the more it is used, the cleaner the air will
become. In the spirit of our ancestors and the wind that first brought

them to this land and powered their mills and pumps, and in the spirit of

the people of the world who are leading the world in sustainable energy
production and conservation, | hope we will be making history by having the
first offshore wind farm grow in Nantucket Sound.

thank you for providing this forum.
peace and love - --------

Lawrence Fine

21 Alton Ct. #1

Brookline, MA. 02446

(617} 277-7503 (h)

(617) 347-4242 (c)

(978) 562-9223 ( Fine Tooling )
lorenzonine@earthlink.net
http://home.earthlink.net/~lorenzonine/
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From: Clifford D. Gluck, MD FACS [cgluck@comcast.net]
Sent:  Sunday, December 19, 2004 3.07 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Cc: Edward Kennedy

Subject: wind farm

Dear Ms. Kirk Adams:

I have reviewed the public notice sent to me by you and the US Army Corps of Engineers.
While | consider myself to be wholly in favor of alternative energy sources, | feel that this project
shauld not be approved for Nantucket Sound. | have reviewed the environmental information
available, as well as considered the proposed plan for the project. My conclusion is that this
project will have a significant adverse effect on the fragile ecology of the Sound. Disrupting the
ocean floor will bring turbid water, smothering bottom dwellers, and driving off juvenile fish.
Many open water fish like bluefish and mackerel will probabiy leave the area. The area is a site
of Right Whale migration. This, and other endangered species should not be disturbed. The
projected killing of one bird per day is probably low. Even so, 365 birds per year is not
acceptable in my view.

I urge you to extend significantly the length for the review process, as the document is of
monumental proportions, and not the abbreviated version sent to my home in Hyannis.

Problems at Horns Rev in Denmark should be thoroughly examined before building any
offshore wind project.

| object to federal waters being given for private use.

| object to a lack of rules and process for offshore wind development. A process must bein
place before going forward with any project.

Sincerely yours,

Clifford D. Gluck, MD FACS

12/20/2004
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From: Jonathan Birenbaum [birenbaum$812@msn.com]
Sent: Monday, December 20, 2004 1:01 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Support for Cape Wind

Ladies and Gentlemen:

As annual visitors to Cape Cod for the past 10 years, my family and |

strongly support and urge approval of the Cape Wind project. Our annual
2-week vacation on the Cape has become a true family tradition, and one that
we hope to continue. While I do not ignore that the Cape Wind project will
have some impact on Nantucket Sound, it will also ensure that we will be

able to continue to enjoy the comforts that electricity provides without the
pollutants that accompany fossil fueled generating plants -- particularly

those aging plants that are the Cape's current source of power. To my wife
and me, permitting my young daughters to continue to breathe clean and fresh
air is paramount. Unless development of the Cape and Islands is to cease
altogether, there really is no feasible alternative to the Cape Wind

project. Further, the cries of protest from those developing and building

along the shore lines ring hollow as their blatant self-interest is apparant

-- even they must realize that power shortages are non-discriminatory and
their magnificent homes (which | admire and certainly do not begrudge) will
not be nearly as comfortable during a July blackout. In ¢losing, | can only
urge the Corps to permit the Cape to have a clean and reliable source of
power that will allow my family and me to continue our family tradition on a
Cape that is free of pollution. Thank you.

Jonathan Birenbaum
29 Wildwood Road
Scarsdale, NY 10583
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Most of my professional life has been involved in engineering. 1
graduated from the City College of New York in 1949 with a BME and
took advanced courses at the University of Connecticut and at Harvard.
University.

Upon graduation from CCNY I worked as ame chanical engineer for
the U.S. Navy, worked on the Marshall Plan program furnishing aid and
information to post-war Europe. I, of course, worked in private industry
including Hamilton Standard, at the time that this company made 80%
of the world’s propellers for propeller driven planes.

I have taught mechanical engineering and industrial technology since
1957. I retired from the University of Massachusetts/ Lowell as a full

professor of engineering in 1989 and now have professor emerita status.

I am the author of a standard book used in the preparation for the

engineer’s licensing examination.

Association with Cape Cod
My association with Cape Cod goes back to my first wonderful

exploration of the Cape during the summer of 1948 when I was still an
undergraduate at CCNY. I was immensely impressed with the natural
beauty of Cape Cod. So much so, that together with my family I have
returned for a shorter or longer time to the Cape every summer that [
have been in Massachusetts. That amounts to approximately 5o
summers spent on the Cape as well as many times in other seasons.

I have walked the beaches from Cotuit to Eastham to Provincetown. As
a family we have stayed at Henry Beston’s Outermost House before the
ocean ripped away the high dunes on which it stood afid Outermost

T im0 g

House descended into the sea.
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I have swum and kayaked I many crannies on all sides of the long Cape. I

have also used that ancient source of energy, the wind to sail in the

waters off the Cape. 2 W 4

The Use of Wind Turbines
As I spent my wonderful days on the Cape and in its waters I have

wondered, just how the growing population of the Cape will get it’s
energy as well as its water.

And T have wondered how to keep the fresh ocean air clean ,
unpolluted. and not heating up due to man made effects.

One of the modern, fairly straightforward technologies provides a most
suitable answer. It is of course by using the nearly always present wind
which can turn the blades of wind turbines thereby generate electricity
for thousands upon thousands of consumers without adding to the
already worrysome carbon dioxide level or in other ways adversely affect

the environment.
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The visual proximity of the tall windmills situated in Nantucket Sound is

initially understandable but considering the history of windmills on the
Cape, it should be of no real concern. Along with tens of thousands of
tourists I have admired the old wind technology, the old windmills that
provided energy for grinding corn and other grains at Brewster and
Orleans, at Eastham and Chatham. In their days, ever since the first mill
was built in Plymouth in 1680 they were the advanced clean and at that
time, efficient, technologies, most of which was borrowed from the
Netherlands where mills served primarily for lifting water to keep the
land dry. Those mills were certainly not initially considered harmonious
with nature, though later on they were greatly admire. And from another
perspective in regards to visual pollution, a term one hears mentioned in
connection with the proposed Cape Wind Turbine project, it is not very
long ago that Parisians hated the idea of building the Eiffel tower,
fearing it would forever ruin the looks of Paris. Now, as we all well know,
it is perhaps the world’s most recognized and loved high standing
technological symbol.

In a different vein we should be seriously thinking of our current
dependence on fuel coming from abroad.

Not very long ago in 1973, we experienced the powerful long term
effects outsider nations who control the majority of our oil imports can
have on our economy. Given our vast unbalance of imports to exports
the government would do well to help develop the wind turbine industry
so we can meet the stiff competition in this field from countries like

Denmark, Germany, Spain and India.

21‘??
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We are at a historic crossroad.. We have the opportunity to

demonstrate that New England wants to be in the forefront of the new
wind turbine technology, harnessing wind for generating electric
power.. New Englanders though known to be fiscally conservative are
also known as leaders in science and technology (we are not meeting at
MIT for nothing) . It is just this Yankee combination which speaks well
for the development of a wind farm in Nantucket sound.

The 130 turbines envisioned for placement in the Sound would produce a
large share of the energy required for Cape residents. This type of energy
production is low in its detrimental environmental effect. Though
initially it may look offensive, I believe that like the people of Paris got
to love the Eiffel Tower, the people of the Cape will point with pride to
the wind mills once they have been shown effective. They will likely say:
we always knew wind was good for us, wind is good for us now.

I conclude by sayingﬁwartily support the development of wind power in

W t So?m

H. Jack Apfel , P.E.
92 Foster Stree
Littleton, MA 01460

Email: japfel@gis.net
TEL: 978-486-3440
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LEONARD W. PECK
Boatbuilder and Tugboat Captain, retired
1 Chestnut Street
Mashpee, MA 02649

USA Corp of Engineers, Regulatory Division Att: Ms Karen Adams Project Mgr.
696 Virginia Road
Concord, MA 01742 2751

Gentlemen,

| see on my TV that the Corps is holding open meetings concerning allowing a
wind-power project on Horseshoe Shoal in Nantucket Sound. 1 am too old to attend
but | deplore the “Not in My Backyard” objections of the opposition. It shouid be known
to those responsible for the decision that there are other points of view here.

Horseshoe Shoal is right in my home waters; Years ago two friends of mine
were drowned fishing there. It is a2 dangerous place, uniquely good for sport fishing
but no captain would take a serious vessel there. Going round it is short, easy. But is
an ideal place for a windfarm: shallow enough to build the structures economically,
and to run the cables to shore, almost always windy, aimost out of sight from the
mainland, no real impact on the view. The project will displace no farms, no factories,
no residences. There's nothing there but gamefish, which hang out around underwa-
ter ironwork anyhow. Might have a good effect: teach sport fishermen to look ahead.
Usually they navigate looking over the stern. That's how those two guys got them-
selves killed.

There is even opposition fearing impact on the environmnent! As though it
were environmentally better to go right on getting power generated by old coal-fired
plants in Ohio. The smoke blows right here on the prevailing winds and kills our trees,
pollutes our waters, poisons our fish. Same smoke forms a blanket so the at-
mosphere of the world heats up, icecaps melt and seas rise. We should welcome
the chance to generate cleanly some power we now buy from poisonous sources.

My only fear of this project is that Washington will not insist that the developers
be financially responsible to clean up the mess if for some reason, out there or on
Wall Street, it goes bust. Such oversight may not be in the scope of the Corps of En-
gineers but | hope the proper branch of our Government has an eye on it.

There is reason for haste; the earth rots under us while we haggle. A windfarm
ashore in this expensive area will take years. We shouid work toward one, sure; can’t
have too many, but delaying will kill us while we litigate




Lee & Chris Matthys 7 Chippers Lane, Mashpce, MA 02&%

Tel. 1-508-477-5194,
Email; mat5320 4 juno.com

Besenhec 157 Aot

o Koo : NAE 2004 ~33% -/
f‘% /‘Qlwn. ?L{ - Cclanms
@,c‘—atl/ % &%zm , /
LAl we Tl FKecks cx% ey 1210 Artbei T Cagpe
%@ﬁw JW{QZ»/ 0:2& bofee M\z,: 4
Koaue P IIN, ) ):"J; e T erelts

s
Aartoihit Lond. o poiemakl ares dcocecteae /
b einieg aten. ( &e Ljfﬂtz? \/MM/A«/ 7

/9'7%\4%4/ %g/o-;%)‘



OPINION

The Cape and Islands’ Daily Newspaper

New England Newspaper Associations
Daily Newspaper of the Year

EDITORIAL BOARD
'PETER MEYER President and Publisher
CLIFF SCHECHTMAN Editor ’
WILLIAM MILLS Fditorial Page Editor b
TIM DeMARCE  Assistant Editorial Page Fditor r
I

“Main office: 319 Main Street, Hyannis, MA 02601
E—mail address: news@capecodorﬂine com

Phone (508) 7751200 or (800) 4517887
Web site: wwwcapecodon]me com

1IN OUuRrR VIEW
‘Geography
%Bf hope '

%st as Congress has protected |

106.million acres from - :

development, it must now protect
arme wﬂdemess | :

“Roll on, thou deep and dark blue =~ - ’
ocean —roll!” Lord Byron wrote in

1818...Man marks the earth with ruin )
~ his control stops with the shore.... :

¢ell, not quite. - :

In the early 19th century,
Byron could not have imag-
ined the kind of pressures
to develop the last wﬂderness on Earth
— Our oceans. :

One such pressure is the proposal to
build an industrial power plant - 130
wind turbines - in the middle of Nan-
tucket Sound.

Last week, over the course of three
public heanngs Cape and islands’ resi- :
dents tried to give voice to what Nan- =
tucket Sound means to them.

It’s more than a flat-line horizon, a
shallow, nondescript body of water, a
well-traveled ferrv route. -

T



Earlier this year, Katherine Abbot,
commissioner 1(;ﬂh_g__@Depaatrlcment ‘
of Conservatiofi an Recreaxion, de- :
scribed wh ’_____u.mket Sound means -
to her. ‘

“There are very few laces left on

- EastCoast where one can __g;e;_a_s_eg.se_of;

erness, an ne

em,”she said ‘

. —ITher mind, there are certain areas of

-~ God’s creation that are sacrosanct..
When she grew up on Cape Cod, she of-
ten.gazed out on Nantucket Sound.

“She feels a certain degree of love for
it, and she does not wish it to be altered
in any significant way,”said Felix Brown, .
her assistant at the time.“She feels the

- . same about Nantucket Sound as she
~ does about Quabbin Reservoir and other
pristine areas around the state. She'd be
ed to see a place like that be-
come an industrial development.”

Ferty years ago, Congress recognized -
the wvalue of“wilderness”by creating a
aw'to protect certain unspoiled lands
" tor future generations.

Taday, more than 106 million acres
have been protected by the Wilderness
ct; which was signed by President

don B. Johnson on Sept. 3, 1964.
wdemess areas mclude recreat:onal
as.)

Nearly 5 percent of the natlon 1s now
tected as wilderness, in what author
ace Stegner, an admirer of Western
- /landscapes, famously described as“the
geography of hope.”

To many on the Cape and rslands
Nantucket Sound represents a geogra-

phy of hope. If we can protect this body
STt o development e
move to permanently protect the

ound as a national marine sanctuary

ah author and naturalist Terry Tem-
pest Williams sees poetry in the federal
lawi that defines wilderness as“an area
where the earth and its community of
life :are untrammeled by man, where
map himself is a visitor who does not
renjain. Those who wrote the (Wilder-
ness Act) legislation into being under-
- stoéd the crucial and subtle relationship
_ betiveen language and landscape,”he
told The Associated Press.“How we
speak about wild, open country ig close-
ly aligried with how we treat it. Open
lands open minds.” _
. %n oceans open a window to the
soul, - ‘

mmmmm
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25@ energy’s future is on Em a

By BRIAN BRAGINTON-SMITH

ile the debate on the
offshore wind project
rages, another wind
effort is quietly under

way: distributed wind energy,
where small clusters of two to 10
turbines are being planned for
community and private sites
across Cape Cod. :

This initiative is being pursued
by Community Wind Power, LLC,
a local company (not the Massa-
chusetts Technology Collabora-
tive). This company is owned by
local people, employing local
people and funded by local in-
vestors to bring the maximum
combined benefit of clean renew-
able energy to the direct benefit
of our communities. The compa--
ny’s motto is“Our wind, our com-
munities, our future.” .

By .E__N_bw our abundant wind
resource for the benefit of our -

- communities, and combining
small, separate installations un-
der one project umbrella, this ef-
fort can and will save hundreds

L2

- My ViIEw

of thousands of dollars per year -
directly for each of the host com-

munities. While some sites will =

accrue more saving and collater- -
al benefits than others, the net re-
sult will be significant revenue

for landowners, an expanded tax

~ base for local towns and a more

economically and environmental-
ly sustainable Cape Ceod.

The Cape Cod Economic Devel-
opment agency has identified two
major areas of opportunity for our
region to establish a more secure

- economic base: wind energy and

environmental technologies such
as advanced wastewater treat- .

ment, We can import the technolo-
gy and development capacity and

export the real economic value, or
we can grow the industry here
and then export the capacity to
develop wind and environmental
solutions to off-Cape communities

‘and reap the resultant environ-

mental and economic benefits.
‘We have the wind - that’s why
the debate rages and wind devel- -

opers from off-Cape eye our mar-

8k

ket eagerly. We can capture it Lw
give it away.

Make no mistake about it:
Wind energy can save money. .
That's the reason it is the fastest-
growing energy resaurce in the
world today. To make foolish un-
founded claims that it is more ex-
pensive and that it will raise our
rates and hurt the most vulnera-
ble is simply another fear-induc-
ing erroneous statement. Qur
electric rates are going to give
most of us sticker shock as the.
subsidized deregulated price
ends early in 2005.

‘We need to embrace this local-
ly based opportunity now, not.
shun it, and we need to make
sure that what we do is locally
based or we miss the boat and |

‘give away a substantial economic

opportunity for our Cape Cod
and South Coast region.

Everything we import, exports -

- economic value; everything we -

export, imports economic value ~

it's really pretty simple whenyou

think of it

As aYarmouth native who -
waiched the carpetbagging of
Cape Cod resources in the "50s,
'60s and *70s, L feel comfortable

stating that a lot of off-Cape peo- ¢
‘ple made a lot of money, develop- - :
ing Cape Cod and leaving us with

the task of cleaning up the envi-.

ronmental destruction caused by
the profit motive, nonsustainable

development and a lack of jocal
concern and consideration.

It's no surprise to me or other
locals that people are suspicious
and fearful of deeper and hidden

- motives of off-Cape development

interests. Even the Alliance to
Protect Nantucket Sound sup- -

ey :
S .

toe #a ' i
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ports this local land-based wind

ceed it will need local commit-

: ments and support as well as lo-

cal roots. Remember: In the end
it is“our community, our wind
mbnoﬁ.mnﬁd nﬁamﬂ:mw,

" . energy effort. ¥ it is goingtosuc-
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131 Marquand Drive
P.0. Box 945

Osterville, MA 02655
December 17, 2004 Cape Cod-USA

Ms Karen Kirk Adams o
EIS Project Manager : i
Corps of Engineers o]

3

Dear Mg Adams:

I am sorry that I missed your last public hearing at MIT last
night due to a family emergency (not serious, fortunately). I
intended to speak, if possible, and prepared a statement that
I am sending on to you today. My official comments were mailed
to you on December 12, 2004 in response to the Public Notice.

Most of us on Cape Cod that I have spoken to this past year have
no objection to wind energy and would wish Cape Wind LIC well in
their attempt to establish a new business. It is simply a matter
of "wrong location" and when we read the Corps' Draft document

we find many areas of agreement with your findings. However, the
Socioceconomlics section should be revised somewhat to reflect a
more realistic assessment of the economic and cultural impacts

by industrializing one of the nation's premier scenic and resort
areas with its large seasonal and year-around populations.

I will never forget the advice I received from the president of
Xerox after my first presentation to the Board of Directors on

the subject of our computer product plans; "(George, that was a
well done talk, but it would have been even better if you had
covered the negative aspects as completely as you did the positive."

I would make the same comment to you; "the Draft document gives
the reader a positive spin on many subjects - such as tourism,
property values, electricity rates, public health and boating
and fishing - the judgement of most Cape Codders is that the
risks and negatives either balance or exceed the local benefits.

As an example of naive statements in the report let me cite an
example: References to studies of U. S. and international wind
farm installations repeatedly contend that tourism and property
values have not been hurt - but on the contrary - they have been
enhanced by the presence of the windmills in most cases.

This week I studied maps and atlases to find and understand all
these locations and I found them to be remote, barren and very
lightly populated areas, Nothing in these exlisting cases were
éven remotely similar to the Cape Cod/Nantucket Sound area in
terms of property value/tourism magnitude. I would re-write
and temper these over-optimigtic statements if I were you.
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Last, but not least, the Draft document refers to the alternative
sites avallable to Cape Wind, but gives the reader the feeling that
they were added late in the process to satisfy public calls for
consideration of other locations instead of Nantucket Sound and
Horseshoe Shoals.,

I would suggest that more gserious consideration be given to the
Massachusetts Military site on land ag a real alternative to
the offshore location on Horseshoe Shoalg. I feel that the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts will be successful in stopping the
favored location expressed in the Draft document. Wind energy
supporters, including most Cape Codders, will only agree to the
choice of a land-based location that avoids spoiling our superb
waterways with unobstructed views and clear salling without any
physical obstacles.

In conclusion, let me advise that you make sure that the Corps

of Engineers not appear to be too solidly in the Cape Wind camp.
It is very important to flnalize on an objective, impartial and
even-handed analysis of the proposal. Based on my reading, so
far, it comes across as "co-written" rather than simply supported
by Cape Wind input. Perhaps some of this problem is the result
of the enthusiasm of the consultants to support the project.

Please excuge the lengthy cover letter. Our paper on the Cape
reported that not enough specific advice has been given on the
Draft document itself and I have attempted to do that.

Cordially,

ceorge W. Rich
Osterville,
Cape Cod

508/428-3499

Coples to: Cape Cod Times
Boston Globe
Governor Romney



130 ' ALTERNATIVE
TOWERS SITES OR 390

" ADDITIONAL

Martha's Vineyard

Nantucket

What comes after the first 130 wind turbine towers on
Horseshoe Shoal? Another 390 {or even more!) around the
Sound, if alf sites are built
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31 Peter St%ea 04

Providence,RI 02904
December 15, 20904

Dear Sirs,
I strongly support Cape Wind. I hope that you do too,

The main objection Is that of the Nantucket Sound residents. They
claim that the miniscule whirling turbine blades far off on the horizon spoil
the aesthetics of their view., The conparison with the aesthetic inpact of the
pollution produced by fossil fuel plants is laughable,

The environmental Iimpact of the wind turbine blades Is neglible
and they have their own type of beauty to add to that of the horizon.

I believe that with your careful consideration to the above
environmental factors, Cape Wind will win in a breeze,

Thanking you for your kind consiideration, I am
Yours Slncerely,

Mam o Della Rosa
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Comment Sheet

On Draft Environmental Impact Statement (ELS)
For the proposal for an Offshore Wind Project
In Nantucket Sound

Phone Number (Please mciude area code) io ?"5 62‘~ 54?5

.Emazl Address:

Please state your questwns/comments in the space below:

qle SL‘QS\ WW\Q«"'V\j
4ﬁ | \ ®

Eg}ft@

Please fold this questionnaire in half, affix two stickers-or .:pieces of tape,
“and mail it to the addrms listed on the other Slde. STt



Comment Sheet ;

On Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EES)
For the proposal for an Offshore Wind Project
- In Nantucket Sound

Name: CP‘HQO(. Pq L@JO&Z—

Address: (14 Altucks Lane
| }\La{am-msf WA 5260

Phene Number (Please inciude area code): S0 “367 _'3— o CFQ ~

Email Address:

Please state your _questioﬂs/camménts in the space below:
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Comment Sheet

On Draft Envirenmental Impact Statement (EIS)
For the proposal for an Offshore Wind Preject
In Nantucket Sound

Name: y\mja—@flw (/v’f ;‘Mﬁ/‘ .
Address 7 / (ZV‘«;M/‘Q/LM) %VM%W QL

| 0 2{ AT
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Comment Sheet

On Draft Envirenmental Impact Statement (EIS)
For the proposal for 2n Offshore Wind Project
In Nantucket Sound

Name: .%wﬂ' ?M%

- Address: SHo  Memorial  Dr,

Aot o2
Camboridge, MA 024

Phone Number (Please inciude area code):

(13 -573-552]
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Karen Kirk-Adams

Cape Winds Energy EIS Project

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New

England Dnstrict

696 Virginia Rd

Concord, Ma

01742-2751

Jim Gordon Horseshoe Shoals

75 Arlington St
Suite 704 Cape Cod, Ma.

Boston, Ma
02116

Phillip A Blowers
1204 Alewife Cir

S Yarmouth, Ma
02664-6104

December 15, 2004
Mrs. Kirk-Adams,

1 wasn't able to make an appearance at the December 7" meeting, but knew | had to
send in my collection of words in regards to this project. One that I've been following as to
the purpose of a Wind Farm that is to be developed in the waters off Cape Cod for the
past four years. The plan has been described through position and details generated by
both sides resulting in a dispute in regard to its development. A guarrel creating thoughts
in consideration towards the development of and the over all affect this project will create
prior to and post construction of. The true enormity towards this idea that | have not really
observed is that this is something thought of and produced by a new generation of
Americans. Ones whom want to show their respect towards the environment that we all
live within. The number of those on Cape Cod, let alone humans in general, will continue
to grow. With this truth an ever-increasing demand for energy in order to survive through
the way that American’s live will continue to escalate. A current creation that is used for
an additional production of electricity creates pollution, Gil Burning Plant in Bourne. And
the Nuclear Power Plant in Plymouth leads to certain gains with lethal negatives. The
creation of electricity should be viewed with consideration towards the environment, and
not the mass it is created for. With the population’s growth, within Cape Cod alone, a
need for ever-changing improvements towards continuously generating and the use of
electricity. Has lead to a firm need for more Electricity by new residents of Cape Cod and
the Islands.

With the turn of the century, let alone the new millennium, forming an obligation
towards new methods that are to be used in creating the energy. Which we all shall make
use of! Humans could do with adjustments in the modus operandi, and teing more
efficient with the Electricity generated by existing procedures. There are unfortunate
effects which are generated by the present, everyday lifestyles of residents throughout
Cape Cod that require Mega Watts of energy alone. So many of us take for granted that
the Digital Alarm Clock will sound in the morning, Bathroom Lights will Turn On, Traffic
Lights will work at required intersection, and Businesses wilt be open in order to create
some sort of achievement for that day, to week, and month, let alone year. There’s '
already more than enough public facts, truths and information to prove the above -
paragraph to be true.
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During the summer of 2003 | went on a trip to Scotland and while there 1 went
on a six hour car ride down to Liverpool, England. On my way there | s~w eight different
Wind Farms set up along the hills which seemed to be about five mayb > ten miles from
the highway which we were traveling on. The number of turbines differed from four to
twelve, yet every one of them happened to be a tall white column that had three long
spinning blades thanks to the wind, (more like breeze because it wasn't that windy out)
and every one of thern easily seen. The examination of each Wind Farm did not create
negativity with the combined sight of the wind farm and the open land around it, but were,
to me at least, awe inspiring.

These sites created electricity for the villages that were not right next to,
but within a distance that formed an understanding as to what they wer for and why this
energy is being generated. However, for the Big Wind Farm that | saw 1ere was no
villages seen for about a mile. Yet the electricity could have been sent . nderground to
some power lines which went above and across the highway which we . ere traveling on.

Reading and comparing the words used by those against the wind f-rm within
Horseshoe Shoals made me want to understand this further. Individua!s whom would truly
see this creation are ones which live within sight, beach lovers, or thosc wanting to see
this new creation. Also by those that work on, or travel by means of boats for which ever
reason. As long as the Sun is out and the Beaches are clean; how can ' ‘ere be
complaints warranted by the sight of little white sticks a mile away. Pec e are going to be
more interested in getting a good tan; watching there kids play and sim 'y nature at its
best. With a historic understanding towards the respect which the hum : race needs to
show, and further more apply to the environment of a planet which they re surviving on.
A creation, initiating from a talked about understanding, shall be shown «ff in the distance
to those at a beach and needing to stare at to really been seen. Even | sked up and
observed thanks to those on a boat tour. Something hardly heard by tt se on a beach;
Yet, when in close proximity of this Wind Farm a light, deep buzz of a scund will form and
come to be associated with it. A smell well known, and use to those alc' 3 Upper Cape
Cod Bay will basically disperse. This shall be the clear evidence with a2 w advancement
towards the production of electricity which shall be noticed!

Something meant to be said by everyone with this creation:
¢ Wind Farms created World Wide have shown NO Sign of Wrona or Shouldn't Be.
o As Oil or Gas Burning and Nuclear Power Plants do!

¢ To ruin a natural look to Cape Cod is something ignored and n~' needed
o What has the Power Plant in Bourne done for decades?
o Wouldn't this area of Massachusetts look better?

« Other’s in areas which have a required wind speed have createc Wind Farms
o Shouldn’'t we, American’s, go along with this awareness as well
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This project shows how a needed necessity, along with the opinions of, and the
appreciation for helps lead to accepting an altered, and yet required technique of creating
clean energy. And of course there are minds out there that do not want to change and will
form, say and do what can be done to prevent an adjustment from one way to another.
There isn't much information towards what will happen in the future be-ause this is the
first ever created in the northeast section of the United States of America.

Bad has formed in the past with various ideas for power plants in this country; i.e.
Emissions, Seepage from storing Fossil Fuels, Lack of Efficiency in the use of
generated electricity, and more. All potential problems have been simulated, and ideas
have been formed to prevent or best deal with them. If they happen! F rom Mineral Oil
used to lubricate the spinning generators, Fog horns and Flashing Li~ \is during the
night. A mapped out maritime location of this creation, and other ess : -tials should help
to avoid probable mishaps that may happen. The one thing that can’. ¢ avoided is the
unimaginable, but steps can be taken to make the unbelievable that ay happen to
have that much less of a negative impact.

Altering particular devices in certain settings is a good thing, an! in other
circumstances bad. However, with no change there are particulars which have
continued unaltered and lead to an affect. This corresponds to facts, -~ ideas, maybe
beliefs that were noted prior fo implementation, or lack of! These aff~  range from
nothing, to what was suggested, or even the unexpected. People ha -cne along with

theorized looming events which are suggested to happen in the imp g future with
skepticism. le. Depletion of Fossil Fuels, Destruction of Atmospher.  ..luting Land

and Water we survive with and on.

We, the human race, have created a problem which will affect variors organisms on
this planet. If we create a problem, shouldn’t we also be the ones to : "e the problem.

This could, or should and will be a step in the right direction for 2 : ~tement so many
want to see.

An improvement which leads to A Better Tomorrow!
Thank You for reading this letter,

1 look forward to thinking about and understanding something actually ~~hieved,
And respecting the process of evolution

Phillip A Blowers
S Yarmouth, Ma
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nited Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America
FAX (6171 443-4566

o 2 NG
INITED g, = ANERICA
Rm""“uﬁ ,‘ Jallf”‘a
m O cagprens & ﬂ
www.pilednverslus6.org
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BOSTON, MA 02210-2386

December 16, 2004

Karen Adams

Cape Wind Energy Project E.1.S. Manager

U.S Army Corp of Engineers
New England District
Regulatory Division gy
696 Virginia Road :
Concord, Mass 01742-2751
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Re: Cape Wind

I am presenting this written comment on behalf of the membership of Pile Drivers Local
Union 56 and their families.

After a through review of the draft Environmental Impact Study, we feel that the strict
regulatory process that the project is currently going through adequately addresses any
and all environmental and sitting issues.

The membership of Local 56, many who live on Cape Cod and in the surrounding areas
will play a key role in the construction of this much needed renewable energy project.

In addition to providing long term jobs in the construction of Cape Wind, there will be
jobs in the manufacturing of Wind Turbine components and permanent full time
maintenance jobs.

We realize the importance of a stringent environmental review we ask that the Cape
Wind project not be held to a higher standard than similar offshore construction projects
that the Army Corp has permitted, such as the Deer Island outfall diffuser project. The
Deer Island outfall project was met with similar protest from the vocal minority on Cape
Cod and it has had no adverse environmental impact on the Cape and Islands since going
on line, but it has had a significant, positive effect on the quality of Massachusetts Bay
waters.

PILE DRIVERS. BRIDGE, WHARF, DOCK BUILDERS, BURNERS, DIVERS, WELDERS & UNDERPINNERS
EGERGTLBY 09
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Our membership looks forward to the construction of this project which will have a
positive effect on both the environment and the economy of the Commonwealth. 2 3 / /

Respectfully submitted,

e

Dan Kuhs, Business Manager
Pile Drivers Local Union 56
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Karen Kirk-Adams December 16, 2004
Cape Wind Energy EIS Project

US Army Corps of Engineers

New England District

696 Virgima Road

Concord, MA 01742

Dear Ms. Kirk-Adams:

I write on behalf of my family (wife Charlotte, son Ben (6) and daughter Lucy
(4)) to comment on the Environmental Impact Statement for the Cape Wind project and
express our support for that project. As part time residents and landowners on Cape Cod
(Barnstable, MA) we fully support this plan to site windmills in Nantucket Sound. We
are familiar with the EIS and agree with the project proponents that this is a most
appropriate site on which to place a large-scale wind project that promises to produce
clean energy and less dependence on foreign oil and polluting fossil fuels that threaten
our health and environment. The environmental impacts of this proposed project are
minor relative to the great benefits of a clean, domestic source of substantial energy.
Indeed, the alternative of “no action™ has a much more severe environmental impact
given the fact that it will force more reliance on fossil fuel based energy that severely
threatens air and water quality. Any aesthetic impacts are minor, especially given the
emotional value associated with the generation of clean domestic energy. The prospects
of wind power are bright in comparison with the repercussions of a Middle Eastern
foreign policy and wars fueled, in large part, by our demand for foreign oil.

We hope for project approval, mainly for the benefit of Ben and Lucy and future
generations. Thanks for your consideration.

Sincerely,

‘ool

Seth Handy
165 Williams Street
Providence, RI (2906

PRY_658375_1/SHANDY
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Karen Kirk-Adams

Cape Wind Energy EIS Project

US Army Corps of Engineers, New England District
696 Virginia Road, Concord, MA 01742-27551

RE: Cape Wind Energy EIS Project

To whom it may concern:

I am a native of Massachusetts and wanted to express my feelings about the proposed
wind turbine project on Horseshoe Shoal. T understand many of the findings in the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement and am encouraged by them. It is important that an
independent agency has legitimized what many believed to be the case already.

I am a resident that cares about the environment, loves the ocean and demands smarter
energy policy. I do respect opposition to any matter but feel the reasons for proceeding
with this project far outnumber those against. 1 will continue to support this energy
project until the end and believe it is the right course of action.

Further, T would expect a high level of responsibility and stewardship from Cape Wind if
the project were to proceed.

Sincerely,

Christian S. Mosher
10 Garden Terrace
Cambridge, MA 02138

e
TSI AT i
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Whitney P. Wright #3) ‘-7/
P.O. 1045
Barnstable MA 02630
12/13/04
U.S. Army Corps of Engincers
New England District
ATTN: Karen Adams
696 Virginia Rd.
Concord MA 01742-2751 &

Dear Sirs,

Thank you for holding the hearings on the possible placement of windmills
in Nantucket Sound. It is important that the public have input into this before
there is a terrible travesty. I appreciate the amount of time and effort that you
have made concerning this issue.

I am strongly against the placing of an industrial energy plant in Nantucket
Sound. I am very much in favor of windmills, but Nantucket Sound is not
the place for them.

This windmill technology only became feasible because our legislature
passed laws making grants available to promote wind-generated electricity.
In its enthusiasm, the government did not look ahead far enough to examine
what places are appropriate for the technology. They neglected the fact that
there are some places, like Horse Shoe Shoal, where industrial plants should
be not be allowed. Let’s put the horse back in front of the cart, and find a
process through which we can decide where this new technology should be
allowed and where it should be forbidden.

I know that windmills are beautiful machines. I traveled to Prince Edward
Island and saw them last summer and I was struck by their beauty and
simplicity. These machines just don’t belong on Horse Shoe Shoal. A plastic
bag is a useful tool, but a plastic bag in the waters of Horse Shoe Shoal is
pollution. The placing of windmills in Nantucket Sound would be pollution
on an unforgivable scale.

Would The Army Corps of Engineers allow Cape Wind to put an oil well in
Nantucket sound? No, they would laugh at anyone who applied for a permit
for that. If there were no laws against it, would they allow it or would they
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wait for appropriate laws, policies and procedures to be developed before
granting the permits? I believe that they would wait. I see no difference
between windmills and oil wells. On Horse Shoe Shoal, both are hideous
pollution.

This proposed industrial complex includes a storage facility for a large
quantity of oil just off our fragile shore line. I understand that o1l will
probably have PCPs and other poisons in it. Perhaps the structure that holds
that oil will be engineered to a standard that could withstand a storm only
likely to occur every hundred years. If that structure stays there for 30 years,
there is a 30% possibility that there will be a substantial oil spill. If the
engineers go to a standard that would withstand a “two hundred year event”
then the odds of failure only decrease to 15%. In my mind, there are no
acceptable odds for this inevitable event.

Horse Shoe Shoal is mine to visit whenever I want. Just because I don’t go
there every day does not mean that the area has less value to me. I live near a
wooded conservation area. The fact that I can go there whenever I want is
very satisfying to me, but I don’t go there every day. “The Shoe”, as it is
called, has great value to me as it is. Making it into an industrial energy
plant would ruin it for me and millions of others.

If you do not see that the taking of a public resource for private industry is
wrong, then pass the problem on to a higher authority. The process in place
for the review of this project is clearly not adequate, and a decision to grant
the permits for the power plant would be irresponsible.

I know that the armed services are not sympathetic to people who are not
decisive. The U.S. Army wants results; it wants a decision. But the process
is flawed. The right thing to do is to deny the application and find a better
way to decide where electrical generation plants should be placed.

Thank you for your consideration,

Sincerely yours,

4

31



f jown Gozmcz/
TOWN OF WATERTOWN
ADMINISTRATION BUILDING » WATERTOWN, MA 02472-4410 2 3 I r

(617)972-6470 » FAX (617)972-6485

December 16, 2004

Army Corps of Engineers, New England District
696 Virginia Road
Concord, MA 01742-2751

To Whom it May Concern:

I write as an elected member of Watertown's Town Council. I ran for office
in the belicf that all politics are local. T was elected as an environmental advocate and I
have been proud to carry this mission forward.

Watertown is a member of Cities for Climate Protection. We are a community with a
Climate Protection Plan and are working hard to reduce emissions locally, but I am well
aware that regional, national, and international problems that impact us cannot be solved
by local initiative alone. If the Northeast as a whole reduces its dependence on fossil
fuels, we all gain.

Two years ago, I had the opportunity to drive from San Francisco to Yosemite

National Park, and I was thrilled to see the vast wind farms in the California desert. This
trip was planned just for the purpose of appreciating California’s unique natural
environment. I had not known beforehand of the existence of the wind farms, but when [
saw them, | was impressed, not offended. First of all, the towers are not in themselves
ugly and secondly, they represent a forward-thinking, positive step toward making the
world better.

In my opinion, the construction of a similar farm in Nantucket Sound will only reflect
credit on the vision and environmental concern of Massachusetts residents. This is
especially so given that the draft Environmental Impact Statement shows that the impacts
of Cape Wind on sea life, and on water and air quality, would be negligible, and on birds
would be within tolerable limits. Meanwhile, the Project would provide great benefits to
the state in terms of improving our air quality, reducing our greenhouse gas emissions,
and controlling the future cost and security of electricity.

Sincerely,

shioan ks~

Susan Falkoff R YED
Watertown Councilor-at-Large
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December 16, 2004

Ms. Karen Kirk-Adams

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,

New England District exoto
696 Virginia Road N -
Concord, MA 01742 Vo e :

Re: Cape Wind Energy EIS Project
Dear Ms. Kirk-Adams:

Regrettably, I am not able to testify in person before the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers. However, do not let my absence today deflect from my strong support of the
Cape Wind renewable energy project. I have been a supporter of Cape Wind Associates
and the wind farm project since its inception and will continue to support the project
through every phase.

As you are aware, in November of 1997, the Massachusetts Legislature and
Governor enacted into law Chapter 164 of the Acts of 1997, “An Act Relative to
Restructuring of the Electric Utility Industry in the Commonwealth Regulating the
Provision of Electricity and Other Services, and Promoting Enhanced Consumer
Protections Therein.” Primary among the Act’s many objectives were technological
innovation and environmental enhancement.

As House Chairman of the Joint Committee on Energy and a chief participant in
the writing and enacting of the Restructuring Act, I was supportive of a provision in the
Act, which included creating a Renewable Portfolio Standard. The RPS program serves
as a market incentive that encourages the development of affordable, efficient, reliable
and clean energy resources in the Commonwealth. 1 believe that it is critical that
renewable energy resources be developed within the Commonwealth so that
Massachusetts residents could derive the maximum environmental benefits possible.




Cape Wind is exactly the type of project which was envistoned when the
Restructuring Act was written and enacted. The 420 MW Wind Park proposed by Cape
Wind Associates will provide affordable, efficient, reliable and clean energy. Equally
important, it will provide jobs and environmental benefits for Massachusetts residents.
This project is a critical component in maintaining fuel diversity in the region as well as
curbing our reliance on foreign oil imports. Indigenous renewable energy is vital to
controlling costs and insuring system reliability in the region.

Renewable energy is the fastest growing segment of the energy industry and wind
power is quickly becoming an essential component of the worlds’ future energy mix.
Massachusetts must maintain a competitive business climate to attract leading-edge
companies for the design and supply of reliable, cost-effective commercial wind turbine
technology. Cape Wind can catalyze Massachusetts into a center for renewable energy
research, manufacturing, and export to serve as an engine for sustainable economic
development.

Your recent report on the Cape Wind project brings the Commonwealth to its first
milestone as the nation’s leader in renewable energy. Cape Wind will have positive
impacts extending across the Commonwealth and beyond. Those benefits are consistent
with the goals of the Restructuring Act, and I encourage your approval of the project.

Thank you for your attention to this letter and your consideration of the Cape
Wind project.

Sincerely,

“ d -’7—7-‘ ’ ;o \) ' s
John J. Binienda, Chairman

Joint Committee on Energy

State Representative

17th Worcester



P.O. Box 1300
20 Water Street
Sandwich, Massachusetts, 02563
(508) 833-1271
kleekampi@adelphia.net

Charles W. Kleekamp ) 3 , 7

December 7, 2004
Reference file no. NAE-2004-338-1

Ms. Karen Kirk Adams

Cape Wind Energy Project EIS Project Manager
Corps of Engineers, New England District

696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

[ would like to thank the Army Corps for compiling a most comprehensive DEIS. That said, {
would like to suggest the Army include in its final EIS a topic that is not addressed in this
document. And that is a factual discussion of where the power generated by the wind farm is
consumed. It is important that the public understand this often misrepresented concept.

During a presentation at the Massachusetts Technology Collaborative stakeholder meeting in
Hyannis on October 31, 2002 the following facts were presented by Mr. Charles Salamone,
Director of System Planning at NSTAR.

The scenario posited by Mr. Salamone was as follows: Presuming the electrical load on the Cape
and Islands is 300 MW and the wind is not blowing. When the wind picks up and injects 100
MW into the Cape grid at Barnstable: (and 1 quote) “then the electricity coming through the
Bourne substation [from the transmission lines crossing the canal] would be 200 MW If Cape
Wind generated 300 MW and the Cape load 1s 300 MW, then the flow out of the Bourne
substation [from the grid transmission lines] onto the Cape would go to zero. If Cape Wind
generates 400 MW and the load is 300 MW, then 100 MW would flow back into the Bourne
substation and into the New England system.” End quotation.

Thus, only in the case of Cape Wind generating more power than is being used on the Cape and
Islands will the power go off Cape, otherwise it is indeed consumed on the Cape and Islands.

Note, words in quotations are from Charlie Salamone as recorded in the minutes by Raab
Associates, the facilitators at the MTC meeting.

I would respectfully like to ask that the Army Corps reaffirm Mr. Salamone’s discussion and
incorporate it in the final EIS as a matter of importance to the public.

Sincerely,

ijv W, Kﬁin(ﬂ!«,‘f

Charles W. Kleeckamp, P.E , Ret. e R
Information Director, Clean power Now :
and

Vice President, Cape Clean Air
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Comment Sheet
On Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
For the proposal for an Offshore Wind Project
In Nantucket Seund
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Comment Sheet
On Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
For the proposal for an Offshore Wind Project
In Nantucket Sound
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CENTER FOR HEALTH AND THE GLOBAL ENVIRONMENT

HARVARD MEDICAL SCHOOL

December 7, 2004

Karen Kirk-Adams

Cape Wind Energy EIS Project

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New England District
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Ms. Kirk-Adams:

As a physician who worked on the Cape for many years in the 1970s, seeing
patients and leading various environmental initiatives, and as the Director of
the Center for Health and the Global Environment at Harvard Medical
School, I am alarmed at how little understanding there seems to be about the
human rnisks of global warming, how the Cape Wind project has been so
irresponsibly misrepresented, and how, as a result, people on the Cape and
Islands may pass up an opportunity that would help preserve both their
environment and their health. I am particularly alarmed at how some
politicians, celebrities, business people, and environmentalists who should
know better are placing their political and parochial interests above those of
the common good.

Just what is at stake here?

1. The record increase in average global temperatures over the past century
and the associated changes in global climate are caused mainly by our
excessive burning of fossil fuels. This fact is no longer the subject of any
serious debate.

2. These climatic changes have resulted in alterations of the Earth's physical
and biological systems that have already had profound impacts on human
health and well being. These include:

e Torrential rains and flooding in some areas, drought in others, and more
violent storms, causing drownings and traumatic injuries, and affecting
water supplies, agriculture, and property. The four intense hurricanes in
Florida this Fall are a harbinger of things to come.

e Increased sea levels, resulting in greater storm surges and the erosion
and flooding of coastal lands

» Heat waves such as that which killed over 18,00 people by official
estimates during the summer of 2003 in France alone

e Worsening air pollution, triggering asthma attacks and causing sickness
and death in those with chronic heart and lung disease
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» The emergence and spread of some human infectious diseases, as the carriers of these
diseases--mosquitoes and ticks—reproduce more rapidly and move into areas that had
previously been too cold for them. Lyme Disease and West Nile Virus Discase may be
examples of infections affected by climate change.

¢ And the widespread damage to species and ecosystems on land and in the oceans, including
marine life and bird populations, driving some species to extinction. The Coral Reef
Monitoring Network has just estimated that 70% of the world’s coral reefs, the “rainforests
of the oceans” in terms of species diversity, are either destroyed or are at risk of destruction,
chiefly because of coral bleaching triggered by excessive sea surface temperatures.

3. The changes we have seen to date are the result of an average warming of the Earth's surface
over the past century by only about 1 degree Fahrenheit. What will happen if the Earth warms by
over 10 degrees Fahrenheit, which is the worst case scenario (if we do not change our ways)
predicted by the international scientific community for the year 21007 To put this in context, 10
degrees Fahrenheit is the amount the planet has warmed since the end of the last ice age 20,000
years ago, when much of New England was under a glacier one mile thick.

If we do not begin to curb our appetites for fossil fuels and start practicing significant energy
conservation measures for our homes, buildings, vehicles, and appliances, and if we do not
embrace major renewable energy projects like Cape Wind (that could become a model for others
in the U.S. and abroad), then global warming and climate change will continue to accelerate at
great rates and life as we know it could become intolerable in coming decades. The fragile
environment of the Cape and Islands and the health of its citizens would be at particular risk.

I believe that those who oppose this project have not understood what is at stake. The view of
small turbines on the horizon, the minor inconvenience for some boat owners, and the minimal
impacts on wildlife all pale by comparison with what awaits us if we do not significantly reduce
our emissions of greenhouse gases, starting now.

If we defeat the Cape Wind project, we will have foreclosed an important first step towards
protecting our children's health and the health of their environment, and we will have made a
tragic and shamefully ignorant mistake.

Sincerely,

w/gwk\mlkw)m m)

Eric Chivian M.D.

Director

Center for Health and the Global Environment
Harvard Medical School

Shared 1985 Nobel Peace Prize for co-founding International
Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War
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A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
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December 14, 2004

Colonel Thomas L. Koning
District Engineer

Corps of Engineers

New England District

696 Virginia Road
Concord, MA 02742-2751

Dear Colonel Koning,

Re: 1.0 Cape Wind Associates proposed towers on Horseshoe Shoals in Nantucket
Sound
2.0 Letter, Daniel and Maria Gallagher to Colonel Koning, January 10, 2004, same
subject

We are in favor of extending the comment period to 180 days for the reference subject to
provide adequate public review of this 4000 +/- page document.

Yours truly,

ST P

Daniel and Maria Gallagher
47 Westledge Rd.
West Simsbury, CT 06092

7
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RE: Cape Cod Wind Farm Page 1 of 1

Adams, Karen K NAE

From; Kaiser, Russell L HQ02 [Russell.L.Kaiser@HQO02.USACE ARMY .MIL]

Sent: Friday, December 17, 2004 7:24 AM

To: Adams, Karen K NAE; Godfrey, Christine A NAE

Cc: Sudoi, Mark F HQOZ; Gunter, Gregory J LTC HQO02; McElree, John A LTC HQO02
Subject: RE: Cape Cod Wind Farm

Karen,

Pls include following email as part of the formal record for the DEIS public comment period. Thank
you, Russ

From: McElree, John A LTC HQO2

Sent; Friday, December 17, 2004 6:08 AM

To: Kaiser, Russell L HQG2

Cc: Sudol, Mark F HQO02; Gunter, Gregory J LTC HQO2
Subject: FW: Cape Cod Wind Farm

E-mail below came in on the HQ Hot Topics website -- forwarded for action as you deem fit.

John A. McElree
LTC, EN

Sent; Friday, December 10, 2004 10:09 PM
To: Augustine, William R; Hot-Topics
Subject: Cape Cod Wind Farm

Attention Ms Karen Adams

Dear Ms Adams, We would like to add our objections to the many who already are opposed to this wind
farm project. We do not see any overall energy strategy from this administration and so to go about
attacking our problem of energy dependence on oil without a plan that includes all types of energy
generation and also lacks a conservation plan seems a waste of money and effort. You do not build a
house by erecting one wall before you know what the house will look like when it is done.

We also strongly object to the use of a unique and pristine area that is owned by the public as a location
for a private facility that is not feasible without the support of tax payer dollars.

Thank you for allowing us to voice our concerns. Please do not let this project go forward.
Lois & Alan Young

Harwich Port MA
Referring page is

12/17/2004

Z



RE: Cape Cod Wind Farm Page 1 of 1

Adams, Karen K NAE 2 ﬂ{

From: Kaiser, Russell L HQO2 [Russell. | Kaiser@HQO02.USACE.ARMY .MIL]
Sent:  Friday, December 17, 2004 7:23 AM

To: Adams, Karen K NAE

Cc: McElree, John A LTC HQQ2; Godfrey, Christine A NAE

Subject: RE: Cape Cod Wind Farm

Karen,

Pls include following email as part of the formal record for the DEIS public comment period. Thank
you, Russ

From: McElree, John A LTC HQO02

Sent: Friday, December 17, 2004 6:01 AM
To: Kaiser, Russell L. HQ02

Subject: FW: Cape Cod Wind Farm

Russ,

E-mail below came in on the HQ Hot Topics website -- forwarded for your information.

John A. McElree
LTC, EN

John A. McElree

LTC, EN

Assistant Director
Directorate of Civil Works

Ph: (202) 761-0107
Fax: (202) 761-8992

From: ifreeman@seniorlink.com [mailto:ifreeman@seniorlink.com]
Sent; Monday, December 06, 2004 12:37 PM

To: Augustine, Wiiliam R; Hot-Topics

Subject: Cape Cod Wind Farm

| am writing in favor of wind farm development in Vinyard Sound. I am a part owner of property in
Falmouth, MA and also a sailor so | am familiar with the area of planned development. The wind farm
may impact me some visually and when 1 sail in the area but I feel that our country’s need to become
energy independent far outweighs any inconvience to me. Far more needs to be done to decrease our
dependence/addiction to foreign oil but this is one small step in the right direction.

Isabel Freeman
Referring page is hitp://www.usace.army.mil/inet/functions/cw/hot_topics/sendme.htm

12/17/2004
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20 Fourth Street
Attleboro, MA 02703
December 14, 2004

Karen Kirk Adams

Cape Wind Energy Project EIS Project Manager
Corps of Engineers, New England District

696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Ms. Adams:

Unfortunately, I have not been able to attend any of the public hearings on the Cape
Wind project. I strongly support the project.

1 have been actively invoived in a number of environmental issues over the past 20 years,
first in Boston, then in the Attleboro area. My main areas of interest have been solid
waste disposal, recycling, and conservation of open space. | organized the first meeting
of the Attleboro Land Trust in 1990. I have been elected to the Attleboro Municipal
Council, and I also have served on a number of municipal boards, including the Solid
Waste Advisory Committee, the Cable TV Advisory Commiittee, the 2002 Open Space
and Recreation Plan Committee, and the 2004 Comprehensive Plan Steering Committee.

I am attaching a statement detailing my reasons for supporting the Cape Wind project.
Sincerely yours,

Charles Adler

508 222-6164



Statement in Support of the Cape Wind Project 3L7
by Charles Adler

December 14, 2004

Nearly three decades ago energy consultant and practical visionary Amory Lovins wrote
a book urging our country to take the "soft path" to energy independence through
renewable energy sources such as solar, wind, and hydro power and through
conservation.

If we had taken the advice of Lovins and others back in the 1970's, we might have
reduced or eliminated our dependence on Middle East oil. As a result our country might
have been less likely to become entangled in a military operation in Iraq that is
weakening our economy, costing many lives, and damaging our international reputation.

However, it's not too late to take the soft path, and the arguments for moving to
sustainable energy sources are now stronger than ever. The technology for generating
¢lectricity with wind turbines has improved to the point that electricity can be generated
from wind power as cheaply as from burning fossil fuels.

It was here in Massachusetts that our nation's War of Independence began with a "shot
heard round the world.” In hosting the Cape Wind project, our state would be firing a
shot for energy independence and a clean environment. Making such an important shift
in energy policy would set a great example for the rest of the country and for other
nations as well.

If we can't stand up for the environment here in Massachusetts, what hope is there for the
rest of the country?

The Cape Wind review process has attracted the support of a long list of reputable
organizations concerned about health and the environment, including the Conservation
Law Foundation, the Union of Concerned Scientists, Greenpeace USA, MASSPIRG,
Clean Water Action and the Massachusetts Chapter of the American Lung Association.

In my opinion, the only issue that has generated significant opposition to the project is the
visual impact that the wind farm will have on the view from the Cape and the Islands.
Although I don't own shorefront property on the Cape or the Islands, 1 do agree that this
is a legitimate public concern. But we cannot generate electricity without some adverse
impacts.

When the Eiffel Tower was built, the leading artists of the day wrote a letter of protest,
describing the tower as an "odious column of bolted metal” whose shadow would spread
across the city "like an ink stain." Eiffel replied in his own defense that "the very
conditions which give strength also conform to the hidden rules of harmony." In other
words, a structure designed purely according to engineering principles can be beautiful.
History has proved Eiffel correct.

If the Cape Wind project is approved and wind turbines are placed in Nantucket Sound, 1
predict that the aerodynamic design of the turbines, and the strong association that this
technology will have with clean energy, will result in a neutral or positive visual
impression for most observers.
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We live in a fragile biosphere in which the science of ecology and the wisdom of Native
Americans tell us that all things are connected. Energy shortages, air pollution, acid rain,
increasing incidences of asthma, Middle East tensions, economic instability, and global
warming are all interrelated problems. When one of these problems gets worse, it makes
everything worse. But by the same token, when we work to fix one of these problems,
we can have a positive impact on all of them.

There is now overwhelming scientific evidence that global warming poses a major threat
to our environment, our health, our homes, our communities, and our livelihoods. The
effects are beginning to be felt already, and to be noticed by the insurance industry. The
Cape, with its miles of shoreline, is particularly vulnerable to an estimated increase in sea
level of three feet over the next one hundred years. (Beachfront property owners take
note!) We simply must adopt renewable technologies like wind power to address the
threat of global warming and put our industrial society on a viable, sustainable path for
the future.
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Donna Riley
PO Box 129

South Yarmouth, Ma
12/12/2004
My name is Donna Riley. I have lived 8 house lots from South Yarmouth’s beach for 30
years. [ love the beach. Ilove the view. But we have to stop relying on oil from
unstable countries for our fuel source. The lives of our young men are not worth the
cost. The wind farm isn’t the whole answer but it is a start. The answer is far more
complex. There has to be more money spent on research and development of new
technologies and refining the ones we have now. By the time the windmills are up they
will no longer be the largest project. Many more are on the drawing board. We have to
stop funding big oil and put money into state of the art projects.
Who thinks that the smoke stack from Mirant’s power plant on the canal is beautiful?
Why can’t a few more windmills be put at this site? Also there are places along route
6 that could be utilized for windmills. [ realize that the caps on landfills cannot be
compromised, however there could be windmills around the perimeters of these
properties. Once people realize the benefits and that the cost is effective they won’t
be so frightened of change. Look at Hull. They started with a smaller scale wind
mill and the success of this first endeavor has encouraged them to build a larger model.
This project shouldn’t be side stepped because it is in a more upscale neighborhood.
Environmental concerns should be on the plate for everyone. Once we start in this
direction who knows where it will lead? Maybe, to better air quality. Maybe to less
wars, because we won’t be rushing in to save oil on a pretext of saving people from a

dictator
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7 Chippers Lane, Mashpee, MA 02649
Tel, 1-508-477-5194,
Email: mat3320e juno.com

Lee & Chris Matthys
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P.O. Box 408 - Falmouth, MA 02541
December 12, 2004

Karen K. Adams o~
Cape Wind Energy Project EIS manager 2
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

New England District

Regulatory Division

696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Re: Written statement about the proposed Cape Wind project

After careful consideration, I strongly support the installation of a wind farm in Nantucket Sound. Please
put this statement in the public record.

| am a 14 year resident of Falmouth on Cape Cod. I wish this power plant wasn’t necessary, but now we
will pay the consequences for our society’s continued addiction to a wasteful way of life.

It is no longer good enough for a family of four to have a small, 1000 sq. ft cottage. Now, 4,000 sq. ft.,
air conditioned, year round heated homes are the norm with bigger refrigerators, computers, halogen
lights and other électronic gadgets. Our toys even waste electricity when they are turned off, sitting in
‘standby’ awaiting the flick of a remote. Such construction and consumption sees no sign of abatement
as wealthy retirees flock here, but we don’t want to turn them away, they are the heartbeat of the Cape’s
economy.

As we refuse to conserve power, we need more sources. There are three possible solutions. Nuclear,
coal or oil fired plants, or a wind farm. My order of preference are as follows:

#1 choice: Wind Farm: The tradeoff of a few matchsticks on the horizon is a fair price to pay for our
greed and wastefulness as a society. Cape Wind has demonstrated that Horseshoe Shoal is the optimum
place for getting the power to shore and avoiding shipping lanes. 1 will comment on the issues that are
typically brought up in opposition to the wind farm.

Navigational Hazards: Deep draft boats cannot be on the Shoal anyway. If recreational boaters cannot
avoid these highly visible and widely spaced objects, then they have no business being out on the
water.

Fishing: Deep draft boats cannot go there anyway, but small recreational fishing boats would find
fishing enhanced by the structure that fish love so much. I would propose that Cape Wind allow
boaters to tie up to the towers to fish the rips more conveniently. Small fish can use sheltered
areas near the towers to grow and undisturbed bottom structure allows places for marine life to
grow fish to breed.

Birds: Birds are capable of avoiding the towers. Birds are killed by guy wires which are much harder for
them to see than large diameter white painted towers. In fact, birds will benefit from the same
thing fishermen will, more structure for fish. More damage is done to birds by oil spills.

Light pollution: We already have plenty of light pollution on Cape Cod and the Islands and it show no
signs of slowing. We have no local ordinances that reflect any serious desire in this region to
protect nighttime visibility such as in New Mexico.
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Wind Farm Statement, Marinna Martini Page 2 of 2

Eyesore: These are not like looking at oil towers in the Gulf of Mexico. These will be at worst like
matchsticks on the horizon. As to the daytime visibility, continued degradation of our air quality
will make the towers harder to see anyway, for while the wind farm is an important start, we still
get plenty of air pollution from states to our west.

Noise Poliution: I have seen and heard the wind towers in South Point, Hawaii. You have to be within a
mile of them to hear them. Fog horns might be heard ashore, but aren’t the horns of Nobska
Light and Buzzards Bay Light well tolerated and no one seems to be calling for those to be torn
down.

The Pristine Nature of Nantucket Sound: 1have to wonder how many recreational boaters are dumping
trash, pumping out septic holding tanks, etc. in the Sound as they have their fun there. If you
really want to keep it pristine, put a fence around it and keep everyone out, forever.

Marine Environment: There will be a single, short term disruption, but only where the towers and cables
will be sited. This is quite different from the continuous bottom disturbance by fishing nets
dragged along the bottom which leaves long term and repeated effects. I refer to work done on
Steflwagen Bank by Page Valentine of the U.S. Geological Survey.

Private Profit on Public Land: What’s new here? What’s OK for oil in the Gulf of Mexico, drilling in
Alaska, National Park Service concessions, the lumber industry, the ranching industry, is
suddenly no good for wind power?

#2 choice: Nuclear power: build more nuclear plants locally and/or overhaul Pilgrim. This is a proven
technique and can be safe. But where do we put the spent fuel? How do we assuage public paranoia? If
they can’t handle a wind farm, how do we convince them to live next door to more nuclear plants?

#3 choice: build more coal or oil fired plants: We will have to do this on or near Cape Cod too, and we
will have to breathe the pollution that comes out of it. Matchsticks on the horizon are not the same risk
to one’s health. Who will police the barges bringing in the 0il? We already have the proven results of oil
spills, direct damage to beaches and shellfish beds that are our economic lifeline. I contend that bathers
would rather see matchsticks on the horizon than sit in oil soaked sand.

In short, if all we have to put up with is sticks on the horizon, it is a small price to pay for the clean
power we will get, and the cheapest long term solution to our short term greed.

Sincerely,

/V[WW/%MM

Marinna A. Martini

P.O. Box 408

839 West Falmouth Highway
Falmouth, MA 02541
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P. BURKE FOUNTAIN

Attorney at Law
111 DEAN STREET « ROUTE 44
TAUNTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02780-2717

508-822-7373
FAX: 508-8380-7888

December 15, 2004

Ms. Karen Kirk-Adams

Cape Wind Energy Project EIS Project Manager

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New England District
696 Virginia Road

Concord, Massachusetts 01742-2751

RE: CAPE WIND ENERGY PROJECT

Dear Ms. Kirk-Adams:

Thank you and the Army Corp of Engineers for all the work you have done to objectively
study and evaluate the environmental impact that the Cape Wind Energy Project would
have on the Cape Cod ecco-system.

I support this project based on the information that you and other professionals have
compiled. We need to support projects that otfer clean renewable energy solutions in

New England. We especially need to support those projects whose only negative impact
is minimal and aesthetic in nature.

Sincerely,
{, /K\/

P. Burke Fountain

PBF/dcr

F:PBF/CapeWind/12-15-04/derasch Page 1of 1
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ELEANOR M. LYNN, ESQ.
ATTORNEY AT LAW
18-2 AMERICA WAY

SALEM, MA 01970
978-741-8756

December 12, 2004

Karen Kirk Adams

Cape Wind Energy Project EIS Project Manager S
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New England District e
696 Virginia Road T
Concord, MA 01742-2751

RE: Cape Winds
Dear Ms. Adams:

As a resident of Salem, Massachusetts, living under the pollution emitted by the Salem
Harbor Generating Station, I want to lend my strong support to the Cape Wind proposal
to begin the transition of this country from dependence on fossil fuels for electric power
generation.

I note with interest that European countries are much further ahead in this area, having
active wind farms in practically every European country. 1 found information on the
internet on wind farms in Germany, Holland, Scotland, England, Spain, France and many
other countries. One headline read: “Offshore wind: Europe’s major indigenous
energy source could satisfy all of Europe’s electricity demand”. Imagine that wind
energy could supply all of our electricity. That is an astounding statement and one which
we should be embarrassed to respond to. What would be our response?

Well, we have a few rich people who live along the Cape Cod shoreline who think that the
view of these silent sentinels would be offensive to them. Not concerned with the greater
good of freeing ourselves from our obscene dependence on imported foreign fuel sources,
and having to send the flower of our youth to secure those oil sources in the Middle East,
these selfish people want to stand in the way of the greater good for all....freedom from
dependence on fossil fuel. Shame on them!!

The due diligence has been done. Your report has been made. There is nothing,
absolutely nothing,to prevent this project from moving forward. Move us forward to
energy independerice...one small but significant step. Let’s get moving!! Issue your final
approval and let’s get started! We have a lot of catching up to do.

Very truly yours,
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We are not opposed to wind power. Before any wind power facility is built, we would
like it to be engineered so that experts don’t argue about its effectiveness, and the region
is not left with an early stage development of wind power that didn’t work.

However, we are opposed to any offshore wind project located in Nantucket Sound. From
our prospective, we would support a similar project offshore and out to sea past the
islands. While we understand that it would be cheaper to build in the Sound, there should
be consideration to the substantial negative impacts for the Cape Cod region to building
in the Sound that offsets the reduced capital investment of the Sound:

Negative economic impact to the Region. This is a resort economy driven by natural
beauty. This is a region that has spent the last 45 years protecting and improving its
beauty.

1. Electrical and telephone lines have been buried as a result of government planning

and enforcement, and of private parties choosing to invest in burying utility lines.

Among other unsightly structures, Nantucket has removed its electric power

station from downtown Nantucket.

Local governmental agencies have initiated tough restrictions on coastal building

so approaching visitors will not find unattractive buildings or structures.

3. Nantucket has 45% of its land in a conservation plan and ownership. Through
land bank fees on all sales and by private contributions, Nantucket has invested
heavily in maintaining its open lands - $15 million in 2004 alone.

k2

Once the region’s beauty is diminished, it is difficult if not impossible, to replace it
without removing the structure. There is no way anyone can assure the public that the
unsightly wind mills will have an insignificant impact to the economy.

New zoning to the Region without public approval. Unlike other areas, this Region is
overwhelmingly a resort area. Approving this project will create an effective industrial
zone for the Sound. This approval will be a precedent for other similar wind projects.
Already, there are other developers planning for similar projects. The alternative sites
will become primary sites for further development. There is no way anyone can assure
the public that this first project will not create a new zoning for the Sound.

Increased Risks to Public Safety. People driving private and commercial vessels will
incur increased risks. Birds and sea creatures will be in danger as well. Because we are a
region dependent on sea vessels for daily supplies and support, our residents have a
particularly vested interest in the safety of our waterways. Almost everyday our
commercial pilots at sea and in the air have to confront wind, fog, rain or ice. This project
will complicate our transportation system by decreasing its current efficiency. Today
when there is wind, we fly, and when there is fog, we boat to and from the mainland. As
both wind or fog are daily events, this project will either reduce the trips or increase the
danger for the pilots. There is no way aflyféne can be assured that this Project will not

compromise our public safety.ﬁ:{ R 7/(%/ ,27/,%7
Bom Cg g):rclm ’9/15/DL/
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Comment Sheet
On Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
For the proposal for an Offshore Wind Project
In Nantucket Sound
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 33’3

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
| respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful

and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Sincerely,(_ Jf% K Sl
Print Name be BeErs M A e
Address_ 3 7 Jowen Hedl %W
CiW,W : state A4

Dear Army Corps of Engineers: ﬁ%

A 60-day review period Is unreasonable to adequately review the massiv:e
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement dot:_umec? .
] ;espectfully request that you extend the review periosi to 180 cvlays in olr1 t:_:i
for the public to be as best informed as possibie and provide you with thougl

and unhurried input on this premdent-setting project.

Sincerely,

Date/ Z [/w —3;},2 &

P %;9/325 /;1/57

Print Name / L ‘fé e fz
Address 7 //{W W / M - #0050

7
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers:

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
[ respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
*nd unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

:
Sincerely, %LA blla Dqﬁg_/__.éfg/ _{ff/ _Q_¢

: e
Print Name Adcd o/ . I&ACM & Loz
Address ﬂ 0. /670\( 65 T

|

| 2
Dear Army Corps of Engineers: 333

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the mapsive

- 4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
[ respectfutly request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Address ﬁ %/&’ 7/ Z ' ’ ()
city () -crerdle 7777 StateZ X~ zip




- Dear Army Corps of Engineers: '.3% ?
ssive

A F\ 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful

and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. 5 ) _

Sincerely, % / % 17z ”“;’ Datézz_ Oy
Print Name )i/ 47 / /V ﬁdﬂﬁdi/; 5
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6570 Olde Stage Road
Boulder, CO 80302
December 12, 2004

Karen Adams

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New England District
696 Virginia Rd.

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Madam,

Re “Cape Wind” wind turbines and transformer installation:

Because this installation in this location can take a heavy toll on birds, kindly require
careful study of this project. We need the energy but we also must require the developer
to follow through on the comprehensive studies to determine if this location is suitable
for such development. Please require him to follow USFWS’s bird research protocol and
take steps to minimize harm to birds, bats, and marine mammals.

Sincerely,

. o '\

Madeline Day



234T

Comment Sheet
On Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
For the proposal for an Offshore Wind Project
In Nantucket Sound :

Name:_ \3,4714% ﬁMa%

Address: 5/ SM, SE Ext 437/

}q\/MMJ M&L L)?\QQ/

Phene Number (Please include area code):

Email Address:

Please state your quesnens/comments in the spaee below:
- 40 QA 75/ M JJ FPP s /Z/L‘Zé/
ﬁ "
T . A

B
- Clpae s QM;ZL T
_ ( / ﬁ,u[ %ﬁcﬂ/
: &%’/ﬁ}fo
Z

’ Please fold this questionnaire in half, affix two stickers or pleces of tape,
and mzu! it to the address listed on the other side.
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Comment Sheet
On Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
For the proposal for an Offshore Wind Project
In Nantucket Sound

Name: \_Mﬁ%

Address: 40 L1B<T Ty S Akt okt il
- - 03557

Phone Number (Please include area code) 1 AKX (KO- Y-V

Email Addressj 5/://) mﬁ?uo/&( NAL
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 Please fold this questlonualre in half affix two stickers or pneces of tape,
' and mall lt to the address listed on the other side.
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On Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
- For the proposal for an Offshore Wind Project
In Nantucket Sound
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Comment Sheet
On Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
For the proposal for an Offshere Wind Project
In Nantucket Sound
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Comment Sheet

On Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
For the preposal for an Offshore Wind Project
In Nantucket Sound
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Comment Sheet
On Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
For the proposal for an Offshore Wind Project
In Nantucket Sound
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Coemment Sheet
On Draft Environmental Impact Statement (ELS)
- For the proposal for an Offshore Wind Project
~ In Nantucket Sound

Name: Can © Ot (At O[ e

/

Address: Fw S o E

Phone Number (Please include area code):

Email Address:

Please state your unesﬁuns/comméﬂts in the space below:

Whhﬁ? Lt e 6>0WQ.L C adle be

— Lo M\ Co isne Ll x
m}wj ca ok Coan Chosnead
K?Jn%um ok Gty Reba ?
IS Qf‘t\_/‘\.m s A Lo e e,
Cor oot U v Liceta,

=
(\ \/\CWMLQL') C/&J‘DLQJ r Tl \'\(AA/\QO\
LL//\/-E/Q ok Ge Q,LJOL Uw.m%, )

‘H(Lum’ U//UUL/O/Q/ /LQ,UULu_) wwﬂ%(?aiﬂww

ﬁ\ Whee fﬂ)ota Tk oty T L8
J A )t ‘)\L&M C,L#—CM/LA_&LH k(’x_)M "_)3-’ )
ole o Ve Aen Roe & T{ioia coffsten:
Please fold this questionnaire in half, affix two stickers or pieces of tape,
~and mail it to the address listed on the other side.




Comment Sheet
On Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
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Comment Sheet
On Draft Environmental Impact Statement (ELS)
For the proposal for an Offshore Wind Project
In Nantucket Sound
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Comment Sheet
On Draft Environmental Impact Statement (ELS)
For the proposal for an Offshore Wind Project
In Nantucket Sound
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Richard L. Doege 0’1 3 S— (7L

41A Symphony Road

Boston, Massachusetts 02115-4002

doege@post.harvard.edu
(617) 851-1650

20 December 2004

Corps of Engineers, New England District
Attention; Karen Kirk Adams
Cape Wind Energy Project EIS Project Manager
696 Virginia Road
Concord, MA 01742-2751

Competition and a New Source of Electric Supplies

OPEN LETTER in Support of Cape Wind
Sirs and Madams:

Importing and Hauling Electricity.

The supply of electricity to homes and business in the Commonwealth has seen no
improvement since the fifties. New power plants have been brought on line, including a
nuclear plant. But while the supply has increased, demand has risen further. At substantial
cost, Massachusetts now buys one-fifth of its electricity from other states and Canada.! The
annual deficit amounts to about one billion kilowatt-hours. Electricity is transported over long
distances across the state’s borders, as well as from generators at one end of the state to users at
the other end. Long distance transportation is expensive for any commodity, no less for
electricity. About fourteen percent of generated electricity is lost on the way to consumers, a
loss that can be mitigated by putting supply closer to demand.

Cape Wind and other renewables projects that can supply local demand will have the
effect decreasing electricity imports and decreasing the costs of hauling electricity across the
state.

Efficiency and Competition

The paucity of efficiency improvements in electricity supply is extraordinary. Every
other sector of the economy seems to have made huge efficiency gains in the past 50 years.
Wherever you look -- agriculture, computer memories, manufacturing - output per unit input
has risen. But not in electricity supply. The remarkable stagnation in this supply sector
reflects the absence of incentive 1o innovate. Before and after deregulation, the firms

responsible for electricity supply have been sheltered from market forces. As monopolies, they

' U.S. Dept. of Energy, “EIA State Energy Profiles for 2002,” Table 1.
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have not been obliged to invest in technologies and adopt practices that would drive up their
efficiency. The phenomenon of indifference to efficiency by monopolies is well understood.
Competition is the market principle at issue. While in the past there was a rationale for these
“regulated monopolies,” the down side has always been a lack of motivation to increase
supplies and improve efficiency.

An important attribute of renewables projects like Cape Wind is electricity supplied by
many generators spread across the state rather than by a few large producers that used to be
“public utilities” before deregulation. More suppliers mean more competition, and hence, more
efficiency.

Reliability, Pollution, and Prices

Renewables projects will enhance the reliability of electric supply. In the event of a

power failure, a larger number of producers spread out over the region assure that supply
would persist around the failure. The blackout area could be isolated from the rest of the New
England.

Wind power is less polluting than older, large generating plants.

Massachusetts residents and businesses pay electricity prices that are among the highest
in the nation. Many urban residents, like me, pay over 12 cents per kilowatt-hour, which is
twice the national average. High electricity prices adversely affect competitiveness and are a
burden on economic development, including employment. Cape Wind and other renewables
projects will lower prices by adding supplies and by fostering efficiency through competition.
The costs of importing and hauling electricity will be reduced. Renewables suppliers like Cape
Wind will improve human health in the Commonwealth by reducing pollution.

Thank you.

Environmental Economist
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P.O. Box 1163
West Tisbury, MA. 02575
December 19, 2004

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

New England District

Cape Wind Energy EIS Project

ATT: Kate Kirk Adams

696 Virginia Road
Concord, MA. 01742 -

SUBJECT: Nantucket Sound Wind Farm
Dear Ms. Adams:

1 am a resident of Martha’s Vineyard and writing because [ unfortunately was unable to
attend the public hearing. I would greatly appreciate your considering my comments on
the Nantucket Sound Wind Farm business proposal.

SUMMARY

I do not support the Nantucket Sound Wind Farm business proposal — based upon the
facts provided. The following provides the reasons:

While I support and believe in the objective T do not think this wind farm is a viable long
term strategy but, rather a short term business opportunity that is being exploited because
of a lack of strategic planning at the federal level. Since this proposal involves federal
land and federal tax payer funding for the Army Corps studies I believe the wind farm
must be evaluated at the macro level rather than the micro level.

LACK OF A STRATEGY

To truly have an impact on the need to reduce the country’s reliance on fossil fuels the
strategy must hinge on the number one use and cause of the problem - automobile
emissions. While I do not have access to the data I am confident that if the weighted
average fuel economy of all registered cars in the United States increased by two miles
per gallon, our demand for imported oil would significantly decline.

In terms of energy production, I believe we must solve the issue with new technology
such as photo-voltaics. A truly decentralized power generating strategy using solar
energy seems to have more promise than a “back to the future” use of mechanical wind
mills. The prospects for the topical application of photo sensitive coatings on roofing
shingles — or for that matter any surface — is very exciting. This should get a level of
attention and funding that challenges the nation’s defense budget. After all, we are
talking about national security when it comes to the country’s need for imported fossil
fuels.
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The materials about the Nantucket Sound Wind Farm project provided by the Clean
Power Now organization admitted the U.S. Commission on Ocean Policy does not have a
comprehensive policy on the development of off-shore wind farms. To move forward
and build this project without more information on all of its benefits — and costs - is no
different than entering a war without a post war plan and exit strategy. The Nantucket
Sound is a national treasure that does not belong in an energy production laboratory. The
first offshore wind farm in the United States, the Nantucket Sound Wind Farm should
NOT lay the groundwork for a host of other renewable energy facilities in this country—
as professed in the information provided. How many rockets failed in the country’s quest
for outer space exploration in the 1960°s? Nantucket Sound should not be a test ground
for a wind farm.

INCONSISTENT FACTS

The data provided before the public hearings was inconsistent which punctuates even
further the lack of planning and thought. Here are some examples:

1. *“When the Nantucket Wind Farm becomes operational, it will cause the Canal
Plant and others to cut their output, reducing pollution in our air and the amount
of oil being unsafely transported through our waters.” This comment is followed
by “The Massachusetts Electric Facilities Siting Board has projected that by the
time the wind farm starts operations in 2007, the region will need the extra power
it will generate.” This suggests the demand and use of fossil fuel generated power
in the Cape Cod region will not decline with the addition of the wind farm.

2. “The wind farm has the potential to offset as much as 2 million barrels of oil a
year with a fuel that has zero cost and will last forever.” This statement is
followed by: “..The Nantucket Sound Wind Farm will offset up to 82 million
gallons per year, equivalent to one-quarter of the output of the canal plant and
improving our balance of payments by as much as $100 million (based upon
current oil prices of $50/bbl.).” There is quite a difference between 2 million and
82 million barrels of oil.
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3. The projected job creation and economic benefits for the wind farm project is
misleading. If in fact, the wind farm will reduce the production of the Canal
fossil fuel plants by 25 percent, what is the net impact of the wind farm on jobs
and the economy? I am quite sure the fossil fuel burning plants cannot support
their current staff if production is reduced by 25 percent. Jobs will be lost
because of the wind farm.

Please consider these comments and employ an approach that suggests, in this case, it
may be more prudent to retreat and act rather that to advance and react.

Sincerely,

@M@ro&q# :

Chuck Hodgkinson
508-696-9322
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My name is Chris Lynch and for The Record, I represent myself here today. I live on the
south side of Mashpee, in the section called Popponesset Beach. My family has been here
since 1951.

15 December, 2004

We feel that Nantucket Sound is a treasured place to be cared-for and enjoyed, and not
used as an industrial park, and I do not think the wind farm on Horseshoe Shoals should
be constructed.

My comments regarding the Wind Farm EIS/EIR are these:

1. NAVIGATION ~ Altho it is true that no commercial carriers operate on top of
Horseshoe Shoals, many, many individuals go boating out there to fish and
recreate, and to enjoy the peace and quiet of the surroundings. I cannot believe
that with so many wind generators running it will possibly be peaceful out there
at all.

Additionally, there is a perceived danger that any nautical accident which occurs
out there is going to require Boat Response by the Coast Guard because the
helicopters will not fly into the area without significant danger. Hopefully this
compromise will not cause loss of life due to extended response time; in that the
small boats of the CG can operate at, say 30knots, while the helicopter operates
at 150knots — 5 times faster, with 20% of the response time of the boat crews.
Not a good idea.

2. FIN FISH — Any Fisherman worth their salt will tell you that to a fish, vibration is
like vision. Fish feel their food, they feel their enemies, and are acutely aware of
what is in their environment. With that in mind, how can a rotating propeller,
mounted 200+feet up on a single pylon stand NOT transmit vibration to the sea
floor ? Instead of the comments of the developer that the fish will treat these
like other ‘'man-made’ habitat — artificial reefs, if you will. I contend that the
disturbance of the floor during construction, combined with a constant (although
varying w/ wind speed) vibration in their habitat will chase them away for good.
Not a good idea.

3. BIRDS - While there are birds in the area which are not always the most
‘neighborly” of residents (namely cormorants & some species of gull) to off-
handedly say the generators “will cause some avian mortality” is to dismiss the
importance of a species and its place in the local ecology, with no further
thought than of cutting one’s grass. As a matter of fact, being a boater in the
area of Horseshoe Shoals, I have observed numerous raftings of sea birds in the
fall, hundreds and probably thousands in a flock, who rise up and fly off at the
slightest provocation. Many of these are arctic birds on their annual migration to
our area for sheiter from the winter conditions up north. These birds seem to
raft up miles from shore and should be expected to collide with the installation
regularly. Despite claims that construction styling and lighting will prevent this, it
is hard to see how, and where do they get the data to support this idea ? To
‘quote the developer: “Birds don't collide with tall buildings so we can expect the
same situation here”. That sounds like Poor Science there. Not a good idea.
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12/19/04

Dear KAREN, £3$3

I am writing to you in order to add my voice in support of the
CAPE WIND proposal to build an offshore wind farm in NANTUCKET
SHOALS.

I have been an activist with environmental issues for the past
20+ years so therefore this topic is one that I think is long
overdue and is needed now more than ever.

Despite the rhetoric and outright lies that the BUSH ADMINISTRA-
TION would like the general public to believe, that oil is
abundant and a major spill every so often causes little lasting
environmental damage, the real truth lies in the opposite
direction of the above mentioned political assertions.

It is my strong opinion that this nation would not he occupying
IRAQ if there were not a rather large fortune to be had (stolen)
from a "democratized" TRAQ!

Imagine how foolish any nations leader would appear if they
attacked another country to gain control of their "wind"!

Not only is harnessing the wind, waves, and sun a clean and
endlessly renewable way to produce electricity there would
be one giant reason eliminated to go to war!

I like electricity as much as anyone else, however I also like
clean air to breathe, clean water to drink or swim in, and
edible fish and plants that are not tainted with mercury.

The N.I.M.B.Y.,s that are against the wind farm might have a
very different opinion had the BOUCHARD o0il spill washed ashore
at the cape instead of the western portions of BUZZARDS BAY.

AMERICA is supposed to be the LAND OF THE FREE and THE HOME OF
THE BRAVE, I think it is time that we "free" ourselves of the
middle eastern oil addiction, and be "brave"” enough to face
the reality of GLOBAL WARMING and CLIMATE CHANGE that the
burning of fossil fuels causes, again despite what BUSH & CO.
feed the rumor mill! S

Tn closing I wish CAPE WIND and the U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
success in this endeavor for all our sakes...... THANK YOU'! A

sincerely,f
ALAN B. SWANSON

AL B, Apaon



December 14, 2004 Q 3

Karen Kirk Adams

EIS Project Manager

Cape Wind Energy Project

Army Corps of Engineers, New England District
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Ms. Kirk Adams:

We want to thank you and the Army Corps of Engineers for doing such a thorough job of
being the honest brokers in this very difficult situation. We lived in Acton before moving
here to live on Cape Cod, and witnessed first hand the vicious distortions that fly when a
NIMBY fear campaign is being waged. Specifically, when Acton wanted to implement a
long standing plan to build a sewage treatment plant to protect the Assabet River from
failing septic systems, all sorts of horrible images were conjured by the opposition of
children killed by huge trucks rumbling through the neighborhoods, of effluent dripping
from trucks on local sidewalks and streets, etc. It was many years before the town finally
prevailed and of course none of the horrors ever came to pass.

As you work through the permitting process, we see the same tactics of fear and
distortion being waged here, and it makes us sad and angry. But it also makes us
appreciate your efforts to do the right thing. We felt from the beginning that this project
was critically important to the Cape, to Massachusetts and to America. Of course, it is
equally critical that a project of this type be done right, else the great good will be lost to
shoddy implementation. It has always been our hope that all of us would focus not on
whether or not to do this project, but rather put our efforts into insuring that it is done in
the best way possible. We believe that is what you are trying to do, and we appreciate
your efforts.

As we watched the story of the Buzzards Bay oil spill unfold last year, and again when
the recent Delaware River spill occurred, it reinforced our desire to see you succeed in
getting this project permitted. Iknow that you don’t need us to tell you how important
this project is to all of us, but we do want to offer you our support as well as our
gratitude. We believe strongly in wind power and the Wind Farm and we wish you well
as you move the project forward over the next year.

Warm regards,
’Joseph and Sandy Ba
315 Herring Brook Road

Eastham, MA 02642
508-255-5200
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COMMERCIAL ANGLERS ASSOCIATION
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Karen Adams

Project Manager
Regulatory Division
United States Army
Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road
Concord, MA (01742

December 17, 2004
Dear Mrs. Adams:

OQur Association is comprised of hook and line and
harpoon commercial fishermen.

Although we applaud the efforts of entrepreneurs to provide
a product or service for the consumer and make a good dollar for
their financial backers, we unequivocally oppose the Cape Wind
Farm project.

Our opposition derives from the fact that the proposed wind
farm is to be situated on 24 square miles of public waterway in
the middle of Nantucket Sound, which is currently fully-utilized
by historic users (recreational and commercial boaters, mariners,
and fishermen).

Allowing the Wind Farm project on currently fully-utilized
public waterways constitutes an illegitimate "land grab" by a
private group, for the financial benefit of....a private group.

Towers and a sub~-station would present hazards to navigation,
no matter how well marked, for current utilizers of the Horseshoe
Shoal resource. These waterways are the highways of mariners; a
barrage of wind-mills to maneuver around would render the area
off-limits for many members of the public and current users.

Such a project would be proper if established on private
property on land--a hillside, mountain-top, promontory or high-
rise building for example. However, erecting permanent
structures on a common public waterway should be proscribed by
the relevant authorities as being an unacceptably obtrusive use
by one private entity, and as a socially-malignant estoppal of
traditional activities that are at once various and disparate,
but substantially compatible.

Commercial fishermen have been suffering enough from private
property gentrification in harbors precluding water-front access;
we do not need to be pushed away from off-shore public waterways
as well.

Sincerely,

Russell E. Cleary K% /L%,Q&L E: Q\QQQ,L,

copies sent to: various public officials

30 BUTLER AVENUE, MAYNARD, MA 01754

978-461-0966

“CONSERVATION FOR THE BENEFIT OF ALL”
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Karen Kirk-Adams December 10, 2004
Cape Wind Energy EIS Project

New England District

696 Virginia Rd

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear U.S. Army Corp of Engineers,

1 am writing to show my support for the Cape Wind Energy Project. Wind power is an
exciting and underutilized source of energy, and | am personally thrilled at the prospect of
having a wind farm nearby. For years it has bothered me that Americans ignore clean
energy sources in favor of polluting fossil fuels. Now is our chance to finally take a step in
the right direction, and it would be heartbreaking if we somehow let it slip through our
fingers.

Last year, there was some talk about the possibility of putting in a wind turbine in my
hometown, Bristol, Rhode Island. I'm not completely sure of the specifics, but I believe there
was a grant available for the first town that was willing to get one. Anyway, some students
from Roger Williams University came to one of my classes to give us a presentation on wind
power, and to conduct a survey of our opinions. Even though some of my classmates were
skeptical at first, everyone was convinced of the benefits of wind energy by the end of the
class period. Unfortunately, the proposed wind turbine was never built because there was
too much opposition from residents. Which, needless to say, was a very disappointing
development.

Honestly, I find it extremely difficult to even imagine why anyone would be opposed to
wind power. Not only do wind turbines benefit the environment in general, but they also
prove extremely beneficial to the place where they are built. If town and city officials were
smart, they would be doing all they could to create wind farms.

Our current energy sources are old fashioned and dangerous. While other countries are
beginning to move on, we in the U.S. continue to use up more than our fair share of the
world’s resources. Wind turbines on Cape Cod will not harm or inconvenience residents at
all, and it will set an important precedence for other states and regions. It is time to face the
facts about fossil fuels, and accept the alternative energy sources that so many aiready have.

Thank you,

Molly Woodring
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CHAMBER ot COMMERCE
Serving the Economic Needs of the Martha’s Vinegarcl Community

December 10, 2004

Ms. Karen Adams
Project Manager
Regulatory Division
696 Virginia Road
Concord, MA 01742

Dear Ms. Adams,

This letter is to inform you that the Martha’s Vineyard Chamber of Commerce has been
and is still opposed to the Cape Wind Associates plan to build a 130-tower wind farm in
the Nantucket Sound. While the Chamber supports the concept of developing clean,
renewable energy sources, the industrialization of one of America’s greatest treasures
primarily for profit is not in our regional interest. The Cape and Islands have led the
nation in protecting unique and fragile natural resources and now is not the time to
stop. With tourism as the backbone of our area, we cannot discount the potentially
large negative impact this project could have on our economy. While this wind farm
may actually bring visitors to the area, the sense of intrigue will soon wane and the
benefit will be nothing compared to the visual, economic and environmental damage.

In order to properly protect our natural resources, and in turn our economy, the
Martha’s Vineyard Chamber of Commerce advocates for proactive planning, including
federal legislation, for all waters before any wind farm or other renewable energy
projects are approved. Zoning and use regulations are just as important in the ocean as
they are on land.

Millions of people come to this area each year to enjoy the peace and tranquility of
Nantucket Sound. We urge the licensing agencies to withhold approval of this project
as the scale and impact on the region are in sharp contrast to the relative benefits.

Sincerel
ey,

B

alerie Cini Richards
Executive Director

MARTHA'S VINEYARD CHAMBER or COMMERCE
PO Box 1698, Beach Road - Vineqard Haven, MA 02568 . ph 508.605.0085 + fax 5%08.693.7580 - mvcc@vineqard.net

www.marthasvineyardchamber.com - www.mvy.com
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T . alh of Massachusetts

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
STATE HOUSE, BOSTON 02133-1064 2 ;

DANIEL E. BOSLEY House Chairman
REPRESENTATIVE Committee on

18T BERKSHIRE DISTRICT
3 ELMWOOD AVENUE
N. ADAMS, MA 01247

Government Regulations

ROOM 472, STATE HOUSE
TEL. (B17) 722-2120

TEL. (413) 663-7486

December 21, 2004

Ms. Karen Kirk Adams i
Cape Wind Energy Project P
U.S. Army Corps of Engineering i
New England District

696 Virginia Road

Concord, Massachusetts 01742

Dear Ms, Adams:
I write to convey my unequivocal support for the Cape Wind Project.

As you know, this groundbreaking project would be located off the coast of
Massachusetts and produce an estimated 420 megawatts of clean renewable energy, while
also reducing our dependency on foreign oil, offsetting approximately one million tons of
greenhouse gases per year, and reducing regional electricity prices. In addition, the
project would have the added environmental benefit of offsetting electricity produced by
fossil fuel plants in southeastern Massachusetts (according to ISO and NStar), as well as
being a significant economic catalyst for the Cape and Islands providing many good
paying jobs to our local residents. Moreover, Cape Cod Community College and the
Massachusetts Maritime Academy view the wind farm as an opportunity to create
renewable energy curricula that will train future generations for this burgeoning
industry. Wind Power is the fastest growing electric generating industry in the world and
according to estimates by both Shell Oif and BP by the year 2030, 30% of the world’s
electricity will be generated by wind turbines. The Cape Wind project is a unique
opportunity for Massachusetts to step to the forefront of the worldwide renewable energy
market.

It should also be noted that this project has been undergoing one of the most
comprehensive and exhaustive environmental reviews ever undertaken in this region.
This process is being conducted on a coordinated basis by state and federal agencies, and



2367

involves a full Environmental Impact Statement under the NEPA, and will specifically
include a full analysis of the reasonable alternative sites and technologies. The mandatory
scope of issues being reviewed under current law includes environmental, aesthetic, fish
and wildlife, navigation, recreation, energy and other factors, as well as the general needs
and welfare of the people. The ongoing process also affords extraordinary and continuing
opportunities for public participation and comment.

In light of the compelling public benefits a wind farm would reap on the
Commonwealth, it is without reservation and with enthusiasm that I support the Cape

Wind Project.

In conclusion, I would like to thank you for affording me the opportunity to
comment on this matter. If you should have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

ijjmly ﬁj
Chat
on G Vemrnent Regulations

Daniel E. Bosley,
House Committee

DEB/jk
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Comment Sheet

On Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
For the proposal for an Offshere Wind Project

In Naptucket Sound
Name:. ‘mm "Pﬁvﬂ’l—ﬁ// [M‘fCZ Ey‘?‘)
Address; PO_BoxX 961 (75 BAy kD)

COTVIT MO 02635 — 96/

Phone Number (Please include area code): Ry 420 272&
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REE R Rt ol Selsam's record-setting design uses
SRR ISV seven 7-fi-diameter rotors on a 60-ft
UEERICE VUl tower. Propeliers are from a Whisper -
B H-40 windmill from Southwest
Windpower. At sea level, the unitis
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© - Continued from page 54
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820 Lehigh Ave.
Hartslorne, OK
December 20, 2004

Karen Adams

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England District

696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01 742-2751
Dear Ms. Adams:

Could you please ensure that “Cape Wind” follow the USFWS’s bird-research protocol and take
steps to minimize harm to birds, bats, and marine mammals. Thank you.

Yours truly,

B s

Marjorie Hass

.......



December 20, 2004

Ralph and Christine Perron
5.Chester’s Way
Thornton, NH 03223-6203

Karen Kirk-Adams

Cape Wind Energy Project EIS Project Manager

US Army Corps of Engineers, New England District
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Ms. Kirk-Adams,

The Cape Wind Project is a wonderful idea. The renewable energy generated by this
project will help supply the residents in the local area with much of their power needs for
many years. These types of renewable energy projects not only help the local area, but
they help the nation to diversify its energy sources.

Sincerely,

L

Ralph Perron

g

Christine Perron
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Karen Adams

Project Manager, Regulatory Division
ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
N.E. District

696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742

November 2004

Dear Ms. Adams,

Please immediately extend the public comment period on the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement for the proposed Cape Wind project to 180 days. Any shorter time
period is entirely insufficient to allow the public ample opportunity to provide input on
such a lengthy and important document on a complex and controversial project.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.

Sincerely,
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Karen Adams

Project Manager, Regulatory Division
ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
N.E. District

696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA (01742

November 2004

Dear Ms. Adams,

Please immediately extend the public comment period on the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement for the proposed Cape Wind project to 180 days. Any shorter time
period is entirely insufficient to allow the public ample opportunity to provide input on
such a lengthy and important document on a complex and controversial project.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

(s flobisoss
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2905 69™ St., East
Palmetto, FL. 34221

Karen Adams

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England District

696 Virginia Rd.

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Ms. Adams:

We are writing to you regarding the proposed Cape Wind offshore wind energy facility.
While we are very much in favor of advancing alternate energy sources, we are asking the
Corps of Engineers to require the project designers to follow the U.S. Fish and Wildlife’s
(USFWS) bird-research protocol and take steps to minimize harm to birds, bats and
marine mammals. In Altamont, Califorma, researchers estimate that 4,700 birds are
killed each year by wind turbines, and in West Virginia turbines killed more than 3,000
migrating bats last fall.

Tens of millions of birds fly through Nantucket Sound every year. Because these birds
haven’t been well-studied, the USFWS recommended that the Cape Wind project
developers conduct three years of studies to determine whether the location is suitable for
development. These recommendations have been ignored.

As the nation’s first offshore wind energy facility, Cape Wind will set a precedent for
anchoring renewable-energy power plants in public waters. Please help ensure that it is
environmentally safe. Thank you for your time and attention.

Sincerely,

}‘“ anA \33-&4_ %Ua&/u:

Jeff and Sue Severino
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FRAN KOTAK
67 Partridge Circle
Taunton, MA 02780

US ARMY CORPS of ENGINEERS
New England Division

696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

December 19, 2004

Genﬂemen;

My name is Fran Kotak and f am writing in regard to the Cape Wind Project proposed for
Nantucket Sound. I attended both public hearings at W. Yarmouth and in Cambridge at MIT.
[ feel that the Wind Farm is a good idea. It’s long past time for the United States to be
exploring alternative energy sources and wind energy makes sense.

The only thing that concerns me though is that the Wind Farm is to be built on Public Land
by a “for profit” company. We all know that electric costs will not go down. This is simply
another source of electricity. The electricity will be generated by the wind farm and pumped
into the gnd.

Cape Wind Associates stands to make millions of dollars off this project and off of the power
it will generate. [ feel that Cape Wind Associates should be pay royalties [per kilowatt hour]
for the use of this public land. I would appreciate your taking this into consideration prior to
issuing any permits. The public should get at least a little something back.

Sincerely,

Fran Kotak



Comment Sheet

On Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
For the proposal for 2n Offshore Wind Project

In Nantucket Sound
Name:
Address: Greg Deegan
_ 117 Cotuit Bay Dr.
Cotuit, MA 02635
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On Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
For the proposal for an Offshore Wind Project
In Nantucket Sound
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Coemment Sheet

On Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
For the proposal for 2n Offshore Wind Project .
In Nantucket Sound

Name: /N4 Vz,/z ﬁ JoereET]

Address: 10 Cy4l Cw.e,[;c/ L
-\/M vrnjmy//@apM , //é[q _ DLE ,/,1/

Phone Number (Please incinde areacode):__ 0§ 3 55 —195)

Email Address:
Please state your quesﬁons/comménts in the space below:
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I Please fold this questlonnalre in half affix two stickers or pieces of tape,
and mail lt to the address listed on the other side.



Comment Sheet

On Draft Environmental Impact Statement (ELS)
For the proposal for an Offshore Wind Project
In Nantucket Sound

Name: HARRIET KRIVIT
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Adams, Karen K NAE

From: blueslime17@yahoco.com

Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2004 1:10 PM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Massachusetts needs wind energy

Wind power is a promising choice for Massachusetts' energy future. We need to ensure that the Cape Wind Project
receives a prompt and thorough review that keeps the public interest at the forefront.

Emily Hogan

21 Natalie Rd.

Chelmsford, MA 018244240
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Adams, Karen K NAE

From: carol zurflueh [zurflueh@ren.com]
Sent; Tuesday, December 21, 2004 2:29 PM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Cape Wind Project

Hi,

We are in support of the DEIS findings and the development of renewable energy in our area.
We have seen windfarms in the Atlantic on our trip to Europe, and heard from the local
residents about the positive impact to the quality of life.

Sincerely,
Max & Carol Zurflueh

12/23/2004
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Adams, Karen K NAE 23@

From: Thompson, Barry [Barry. Thompson@xo.com)

Sent:  Tuesday, December 21, 2004 3:13 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Draft EIS/EIR/DRI - WIND PROJECT NANTUCKET SOUND

Karen Adams

US Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Rd.

Concord, MA. 01742

Comments re: Draft Report:

I am concerned about the real need for turning Nantucket Sound into a
commercial electric generating plant. | therefore was most interested in and
read carefully the Draft impact section dealing with the "need" for the project
and have the following comment.

Section 2.2 - _Project Purpose and Need refers to the purpose and need as
independently determined by the USACE is to provide a utility-scale renewable
energy facility providing power to the New England grid. This determination is
based, at least in part, on the Massachusetts Legislature's public policy priority
through Chapter 164 of the Acts of 1997; "An Act Relative to Restructuring the
Electric Utility Industry in the Commonwealth.” If this is the case, is it not true
that the USACE need justification based on that statute would not apply to the
Cape Wind Project since it is to be constructed entirely outside the geographical
confines of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts? As it is to be built in Federal
waters, it will not be subject to the Commonwealth, its regulations, its laws or
energy policies. While the Commonwealth's energy policies may have an
influence on the USACE's determinations, they should not be cited as a primary
justification for establishing the need as indicated the Draft Impact Report.

Barry J Thompson

1160 Phinney's La.
Unit 3B

Centerville, MA. 02632

12/23/2004
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Adams, Karen K NAE

From: John/Joann Figueras [j.figueras@verizon.net]
Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2004 10:09 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Cape Wind

Sir—

| have read your DEIS and | was impressed with the thoroughness and
wide range of your study. | wish to state my suppert for the Cape Win
project. | think itis very important to take steps to reduce our
dependence on Middle East oil, the consequences of which are brought
home to us every day in newspaper headlines. As a retired organic
chemist it pains me to see a source of valuable chemical intermediates
go up in smoke. And | also think that global warming is a reality.

I'm surprised that those who live on Nantucket are more concerned about
visual "pollution” than they are about the fact that their island could

sink below the sea because of the incursions of a rising sea resulting
from melting of the polar ice cap, a consequence that would surely
reduce their property values to zero.

John Figueras
399 Bakers Pond Rd.
Orleans, MA 02653



Adams, Karen K NAE

From: groovedrum1@acl.com

Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2004 11.26 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project Is Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Koning,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildiife
Service and the Massachuseits Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
include:

- Three full years of visual observations of birds

- 12 months of radar observations of flying wildlife

- A thorough and timely review of the project's potential effect
on wildlife, including marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' drafi
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of iis
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both.

Sincerely,

frank soria
2015 presidential pkwy. #69
twinsburg, Chio 44087



Adams, Karen K NAE
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From: W7274@acl.com
Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2004 11:50 PM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project is Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Koning,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
include:

- Three full years of visual observations of birds

- 12 months of radar observations of fiying wildlife

- A thorough and timely review of the project's potential effect
on wildlife, including marine mammails

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both.

Sincerely,

Vira Moroz
2222 Arthur Ave.
Lakewood, Chio 44107
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Adams, Karen K NAE )3

From: fhilotta@comcast.net

Sent:  Wednesday, December 22, 2004 12:46 AM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Please extend the public comment period on the Cape Wind DEIS

SAVE OUR SOUND

aftance 1 protsct narducket

Please immediately extend the public comment period on the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement for the proposed Cape Wind project ko 180 days. Any shorter time
period is entirely insufficient to aliow the public ample opportunity to provide input on
such a lengthy and important decument on & complex and controversial project.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.
Sincerely,

Frank Bilotta

12/23/2004
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From: kgigstad@yahoo.com

Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2004 7:29 AM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Massachusetts needs wind energy

Wind power is a promising choice for Massachusetts’ energy future. We need to ensure that the Cape Wind Project
receives a prompt and thorough review that keeps the public interest at the forefront.

Ken Gigstad

18 Briarwood Dr

Westford, MA 018861165
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Adams, Karen K NAE 8 3

From: susanpgh@comcast net

Sent:  Wednesday, December 22, 2004 4:53 PM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: wind turbines

Dear Amry Corp of Engineers

I'm writing to you on behalf of my husband and myself and am asking that you extend
the comment period (regarding issuance of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement)
on the Cape Winds project. I understand that it is over 3000 pages and 1 feel the 60
days review period is too short. We are asking that the period be extended to at least
180 days. If approved and completed, this project would have VERY important effects
on the Cape and Islands. Serious people need serious time to examine the details of the
proposal and 60 days is just not suficient. Thank you in advance.  Susan Kelly, Cape
Cod homeowner

12/23/2004



Adams, Karen K NAE
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From: Terry Rioux [trioux@whoi.edu]

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2004 11:37 AM

To: Energy, Wind NAE; Rioux, Terry ; Rioux, Maggie
Subject: Comments re. NAE-2004-338-1

| have reviewed the Cape Wind Energy Project EIS and have followed the

reports in the media, chiefly from the Cape Cod Times and Boston Giobe

newspapers. As with any major engineering project, this has it's

benefits and potential problems. In the past the Corps of Engineers has

committed egregicus environmental destruction in the name of 'progress.’
However, this project will provide significant energy and employment

benefits to this region with minimal negative environmental impact, and

| for one would like to see it advance. My opinicns are based upon the

following:

1. The United States has become increasingly dependent upon foreign
fossil fuel supplies for it's ever-increasing energy needs, leading to
economic deficits and involvement in the affairs of unstable and/or
hostile countries. Conservation and production of local energy should be
priotitized.

2. Wind energy is 'clean’ and dees not contribute {o greenhouse or
noxious gasses.

3. Potential pollutant release (transformer oil spill) hazard is
minimal, especially when compared to the oil carried in barges, tankers
and other vessels,

4. Navigation hazards are likely to be minimal, since Horseshoe shoal is
mostly shallow water and therefore out of the normal traffic lanes.

Since the pylons will be quite far apart, normal small vessel and even
some fishing activities should not be appreciably harmed.

5. Compared with dragging fishing activities, the bottom alteration at
the wind farm site will be minimal. Compared with birds striking
lighthouses, automobiles, electric poles, etc., the danger to avian
movement should be minimal,

6. Windmills have in the past been a part of the Cape and Islands
landscape. The offshore windmilis will present much less of an eyesore
than the many radic and cell phone towers that dot the landscape, not to
mention the general urban sprawl and 'trophy homes' one sees.

7. Nantucket Sound has been claimed by opponents and politicians to be a
‘national treasure,’ but a case could also be made for Buzzards Bay,
through which single-hulled oil barges routinely travel with the

inevitable periodic disasters.

There has been much dysinformation promulgated by windfarm opponents in
the media (chiefly the Cape Cod Times), but at the end of the day, the

only significant impact seems to be visual, seen only by a relative few
boaters or at the shorefront. Since 'beauty is in the eye of the

beholder,' even this impact may not be so bad. Despite protestations to

the contrary, the bulk of the opposition is simply N.L.LM.B.Y. from

well-heeled shorefront property owners and ill-serving politicians (of

both major parties!).

The electronic bookmarks in the .PDF file on the CD only pointed to
major sections, some of which were over a hundred pages in length. It

1



would have been more convenient for the reader to also include bookmarks

to the smaller sections.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. J’%O
Terrence M. Rioux

* \+ ~l *

| Terrence M. Rioux | Diving Safety Officer |

| MS #28 - Iselin 151 | Phone: 508-289-2239 |

| Woods Hole Oceanographic Institution j FAX: 508-457-2195 |
| Woods Hole, MA 02543-1054 | email: trioux@whoi.edu |




Laura Catharine Ople ng ]

51 Mashpee Road, Cotuit, MA 02635
(508) 420-2188  laurao@cape.com

December 23, 2004

Karen Kirk-Adams

Cape Wind Energy EIS Project ‘.
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New England District e
696 Virginia Road, Concord, MA 01742 S

oy

Dear Ms. Kirk-Adams:

We as a nation - and therefore our governing bodies - must start looking ahead not just
one generation, but for as far as we can see. We must mature past a reckless adolescence, born
of great abundance and freedom, to the far-sighted wisdom of our ancestors and predecessors,
who understood conservation as a necessity for survival and cherished the earth as mother of all.
The Army Corps of Engineers is in a position of authority which concerns the use of our natural
resources, and therefore has the opportunity to help us mature, as a nation. By using our
freedom of choice responsibly, we can protect both the environment and our freedoms for future
generations.

We have finally started to recognize the need for alternative energy, primarily because
our irresponsible use of environmental resources has brought us to a series of minor crises. It is
also crucial to recognize that solving current problems must also address the needs of our
children and grandchildren, or our nation will ultimately perish. It will not, however, necessarily
perish because of the environment. More likely, we will first lose our national identity because
of the loss of freedom perpetuated by the irresponsible use of our resources. This includes not
only the natural resources, but also human resources: economic resources, manufactured
resources, scientific knowledge, spiritual resources, intuition, mental resources, international
alliances, human resources... We have a wealth of resources, and we have the freedom to use
them responsibly. If we do not use them responsibly, we will loose not only the resources, but
also much of our freedom. Without responsible stewardship, we will destroy our freedom - and
therefore our country - long before we destroy the environment.

Using all our resources responsibly requires a shift in thinking. The greatest barrier to
changing to the way we do things is probably the quagmire of mixed opinion over what the
effects and benefits of change might be. We can not always foresee the results of our actions.
There is, however, a very simple question we can ask ourselves for virtually every action - and
every project - that automatically shifts our thinking from the future to the present while still
taking the needs of future generations into consideration. If a project is otherwise viable, the
question we need to ask is this; Can the same benefit be gained by using fewer resources and
taking less risk?

This is the question we must start asking ourselves for projects like the proposed wind
farm. This will help guide us in using our resources wisely. The Army Corps of Engineers is in
a position to ask this question, and thus to effect a major shift in thinking on the part of a
government entity. I encourage The Corps to do so, but if it is outside the scope of this
established regulator, we must ask it as individuals, as a community, and as a nation.



Laura C. Opie, 12/23/04, page 2 of 5

I have listed below many of my individual concerns and questions about the proposed
wind farm. These are specific to the project, and primarily constitute risks. Although I do noiz
have the data and knowledge to assess either risks or find alternatives, it is my belief that we
could easily produce as much energy with other projects that would have less environmentat
impact and far fewer risks. I hope that the Army Corps of Engineers will consider each of these
items carefully, as well as all the other concerns raised by the public, before giving the wind
farm its stamp of approval. if The Corps can also make a statement concerning viable
alternatives, it will help us develop a national identity based on responsible use of our resources.
By recognizing the link between resources and freedom, you could help move us toward
protecting our freedom for our children and grandchildren, and our planet for all future
generations.

MY CONCERNS ABOUT THE PROPOSED CAPE WIND ENERGY EIS PROJECT

1 am not in favor of the proposed Cape Wind Energy EIS Project primarily because in
such a huge project, there are too many unknowns, too much likelihood of various forms of graft
and corruption, and too much room for human error. The estimates of time and cost for building
it mean nothing -- except a favorable spread-sheet for attracting investors. We should know that
as a community after the Big Dig. Once a project gets started, its course is dictated by many
unforseen events. If one trusted, competent, key person in the chain of command gets sick or
removes himself from a large project, original intentions, oversight, and tactics that made the
project viable can be entirely lost. The larger the project, the more room for mishap,
misunderstandings, mistakes.

Most individuals have had the experience of local or private projects going way over
budget and far beyond the estimated time for completion. Coastal weather patterns are
unpredictable, adding to the likelihood of a large wind farm in Nantucket Sound going over
schedule and over budget. Then there is the question of general competency, especiaily when
addressing the forces of nature or predicting future events. Engineers have come to my street,
dug it up, put in new drains, graded, and built larger curbs, and effected other engineered
changes three or four times over the past 10 years. I'm sure each time they thought they had
figured out how to solve the drainage problem after a rain, but - much to my children's delight -
after every big rain the intersection at the bottom of my hill still becomes a smal! pond. I
personally also know of bridges, intersections, traffic circles, and highway work that has either
taken much longer than predicted or not solved the intended problems when completed.
Engineers are human, and they aren’t always right. Think of the irreparable damage that will be
done if they are wrong in this project.

How can anyone estimate how noisy it will be, and whether that will affect people and
wildlife in the area? I have stood close to one “quiet” windmill, and can’t imagine the din of
130. 1 believe the idea of enjoying a quiet sail near them is a fantasy.

What happens to the cost effectiveness when the wind farm gets hit by a hurricane -- and
another, and another. The projections can’t possibly factor in the cost of repairs and
maintenance because they have no idea what they will be hit with. They may think that the
structures will stand up to whatever hits them, but they can not be sure. A whole supermarket
was obliterated in Grand Cayman by a hurricane this past summer. It was a huge, new building,
and, like all new buildings on Grand Cayman, built to withstand the force of a hurricane. I don’t
believe there has been adequate study of current hurricane damage to understand why so many
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Laura C. Opie, 12/23/04, page 3 of 5

“hurricane proof” structures were destroyed there. Wind is very unpredictable: how canany -
structure be guaranteed “hurricane proof” from the start, much less over time as the materials it
is constructed of are stressed?

Aren't we “putting all our eggs in one basket” with such a huge number of windmills in
one place? Wouldn’t it make more sense to have locally controlled and managed windmills
spread throughout the state? The cost of putting a windmill in the water s much higher than
putting one on the land, so how can putting them in the water be the best choice? We will use
more energy putting them in than we would on land, so how can it be preferable to put them in
the water? Has anyone done a study to figure out how much energy we will use constructing
these windmills? How long will it take to regain that energy?

Is this wind farm going to become & national security risk? How do you guard 130
windmills spread over 24 acres in the water? Again, this is a case of putting too many eggs in
one basket. Will such a concentrated energy development become a terrorists target in the
future? And is it going to make it easier for terrorists to sneak into our midst? A clear horizon is
a great advantage when you are on the lookout for suspicious water craft. How would 130
windmills affect the Coast Guard, both in terms of creating navigational hazards and when in
pursuit of criminals on the water?

There will be light pollution. Haven’t we disconnected ourselves from the heavens
enough? The nighi sky has been a source of inspiration and awe for humankind since the dawn
of civilization. We are human: we need inspiration to feed our souls. Gazing at the stars in
wonder sets us apart from the rest of the animal world. Shouldn’t we be looking for ways to
decrease and minimize light pollution? Has an analysis been done to determine the amount of
light pollution? There is an organization that concerns itself with light pollution: have they been
consulted to determine the effect? If the project is approved, there should be a requirement to
reduce the effect of light pollution as much as possible, and the cost of the consultation should
be born by the developer.

Has anyone considered that the Wind Farm will be an “attractive nuisance?” If I put a
trampoline in my backyard, I can lose my homeowner’s insurance. Isit just tough luck if local
teens and youth decide to make a challenge of climbing and writing their name on towers and
turbines and get killed in the process? There are fences around all the public water towers, on
the bridges, and around radio towers. How do you fence-in 24 acres of ocean? Will this
eventually cause higher insurance, and higher costs for legal fees and patrolling result after the
first family sues? These are questions of economic and social sustainability, and must be
considered along with the environmental viability.

I wonder about insurance even before any mishaps. Does Cape Wind have an insurer
lined up for the project, and how much of the overhead does that account for? Can we really
justify the higher cost of insurance, both for construction of the project and to maintain the
facility? Will the high risk affect other people insured by the same company? Will the
government have to step in and bail this project out with emergency funds if it goes awry? Can
we really know what this project would cost us as a society?

Is responsible to put our resources in the control of a for-profit corporation? What
happens if the project becomes uninsurable, or just isn’t viable? The corporation goes bankrupt,
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the upper echelon of management - who have been collecting outrageous salaries from the start -
walk away with fat bank accounts, and there is no one to hold accountable. That’s the glory of
the corporate system, and why we should not allow a private company to manage our public
lands and water ways. Even if you have the utmost confidence in the management team of a for-
profit corporation, those in charge can change overnight; the bottom line is always the profit
margin, since that’s what keeps the entity alive.

Similarly, what happens in 50 or 100 years ( or 30, or 20, or 10) when turbines become
obsolete because of new technology. The corporation dissolves. Not even the government is
going to keep funding something that isn't efficient enough to produce a good return. At the
very least, the cost of taking down the windmills and restoring the ocean as much as possible
should be put into escrow; then the project should be reviewed every five years to be sure there
is enough money set aside for removal. Otherwise we will leave our children or grandchildren a
lot of damaged, unsightly, unusable windmills. Of course, that would probably make the project
unattractive to investors - but doesn't that tell us something?

There will be tax dollars used in this project. Wouldn’t that money be better spent
teaching and encouraging people to use less energy? The people of Massachusetts could easily
save as much energy as the windmills will produce. Isn’t that a better first step toward a
sustainable lifestyle, rather than jumping into a project with so many possible pitfalls?

What about wind patterns? Will we have to avoid sailing downwind of these things
because they mess up the air flow? Considering that the boats moored in my harbor create wind
patterns that make sailing downwind of them difficult, 1 don’t see how the windmills couldn’t
affect a much larger recreational area than the 24 acres for which they are planned.

Can a work crew construct 130 platforms, the windmilis, the power plant, and install the
underwater cables that goes with them - in the middle of Nantucket Sound - without any oil
spills, gas leaks, or other disruption of the ecosystem? Have all the materials being used in
construction been analyzed for seepage? Has anybody analyzed the increased water traffic for
getting people to and from work? What about the Styrofoam cups, plastic bags, cigarette buits,
and other trash that will be likely to end up in the water from the construction workers? Who
will monitor the project for these things, and has the cost of monitoring the work been included
in estimates? Has there been an in depth study of possible problems during construction? Is it
possible to foresee the things that could go wrong? For all we know there will be problems with
increased nitrogen loading from the work crew emptying their bladders into the Sound ! I don’t
believe we can imagine all the things that could go wrong; we have no control over the mistakes
that could be made; and we don’t know whether the end result will negatively impact migratory
birds, local birds, whales, and other sea and coastal life. Is this a good risk and a responsible use
of our resources?

In terms of use of Cape Cod’s human resources, I wonder whether the large work crews
will be local residents, or come from off-Cape. We have a severe shortage of workers here in
the summer months. This has been exacerbated by recent laws limiting the number of alien
work permits issued, due to National security issues folowing 9/11/01. We also have an
affordable housing crisis on Cape Cod. Has the impact on these aspects of our local economies
and quality of life been studied?
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There are already some very interesting, less expensive, more sustainable alternative
windmills being explored for use in the ocean. And there is a lot of room for developing and
employing other alternative energy sources. I do not believe it is responsible to damage and
possibly even destroy such a beautiful, unique, fragile environment when there are alternatives.
In fact, 1 think it would set a very dangerous precedent for alternative energy. We need to make
preservation of wild public lands and waterways a priority in considering alternative energy
projects. It should be one of the first considerations, not an aside. If we don’t make it a priority
now - at the beginning of the main stream embracing the alternative energy movement - we will
have no wild lands left by the time our power needs are met.

Yes, we need to free ourselves from oil dependency -- and not just foreign oil. But we
shouldn't let a corporation dictate the scale, scope, and kind of alternative energy we use. We
shouldn’t be scared into making decisions that will create problems for generations to come. We
have to start working on these things as planetary citizens, rather than as American consumers.
The rule should be the most energy return for the least risk and least environmental disruption.
Why haven't we looked at other ways of producing energy? Because nobody can make big
money from single or small-scale windmill projects, solar panels, water power, and even human
powered alternatives. The wind farm is big business as usual. No creativity, just the bottom line
for a small group of entrepreneurs who see it as a viable way of making some big bucks at the
beginning of what will have to be a change of consciousness, sooner or later, for the survival of
humankind.

It seems to me that 130 windmills strategically placed across the state could produce the
same amount of energy. “Think globally, act locally.” We don't have a government that
supports small scale, community based projects. It favors corporate control and trickle down
economics - but this is what is ruining our environment, making enemies for us around the
world, and leading us into tighter and tighter security that is diminishing our freedom. There are
other alternatives, we just aren’t locking at them because we are used to corporations doing the
dirty work, and we are scared. It's easier to put it in corporate hands, until they screw up, and
then we blame them but still don't demand local control over our resources.

The Army Corps of Engineers is in a position to change not only the way we look at
alternative energy projects, but also the way we look at ourselves. I ask you to set a new
precedent for governmental responsibility by bringing the relationship between responsible
stewardship of our natural resources and freedom to the forefront of your considerations. Make
us address the problems of our own consumption as individuals and as communities, not as
ignorant consumers who hand over our resources to faceless corporate entities. Please become a
leader in the change of consciousness that is needed to protect our freedom, our country, and our
environment.

Sincerely,

e C Opia

Laura C. Opie

)
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
STATE HOUSE, BOSTON 02133-1054

Assistant Vice Chairman

PETER J. LARKIN Committee on Ways and Means
REPRESENTATIVE
3RD BERKSHIRE DISTRICT ROOM 238, STATE HOUSE
PITTSFIELD, MA TEL {6817) 722-2380
TEL. {413) 448-8714 Fax (817) 722-2847

E-Mail: Rep PetaerLarkin@hou state.ma.us

December 22, 2004

Karen Kirk-Adams

Cape Wind Energy EIS Project

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New England District
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742

Dear Ms. Kirk-Adams:

I am writing to express my support for the Cape Wind project. As the country’s first
offshore wind farm, the Cape Wind project produces a pollution-free answer to the ever-
growing need for new renewable energy supplies and is a model to the rest of the country
for offshore wind power generation.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) highlights particularly compelling
findings in support of the Cape Wind project. As noted in the DEIS, the power produced
by the proposed Wind Park will significantly reduce the demand placed on fossil-fuel
fired facilities, thereby resulting in the reduction of air emissions from these facilities.
The decrease of polluting power plants and the substantial improvement in the air quality
for Cape Cod residents will undoubtedly result in improvements in the residents’ health.
What is more, the downwind regions of the country that are affected by Massachusetts’
air emissions will likewise have an improved quality of air. The Cape Wind project will
serve as an example to the rest of the country in its ability to provide new energy sources
while also keeping the public out of harm’s way.

In addition to the environmental benefits of the Cape Wind project, the economic benefits
of the project are equally significant. Several hundred jobs will be created as a result of
Cape Wind, and the DEIS points out that Cape Wind will reduce the region’s dependence
and demand for natural gas, thereby saving money for natural gas customers. Moreover,
Cape Wind wiil have an impact on the economy at a national level, as the DEIS predicts
Cape Wind will add an additional $1.5 billion to $2 billion to the country’s economy.

Cape Wind is at the forefront in the quest for creating new renewable sources of energy.
Massachusetts and the Cape Cod region have the opportunity to take a substantial step
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forward in limiting the region’s dependence on natural gas and reducing the destructive
environmental impacts of fossil-fuel fired facilities. The rest of the country will be
looking on as Cape Wind provides a viable, environmentally safe, and economically
enhancing solution to the problem of the ever-increasing energy needs of the Cape Cod
region.

Thank you for your time. In the event that you have any questions, please do not hesitate
to contact my office.

J. Larkin
epresentative, Third Berkshire District
Assistant Vice-Chairman, House Ways and Means Committee
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December 22, 2004

Army Corps of Engineers
Karen K. Adams

696 Virginia Road
Concord, MA 07142

Dear Ms. Adams:

The Nantucket Sound area where Cape Wind Associates is proposing to erect 130 wind turbine generators
is one of the most natural, pristine bodies of water along the New England coastline.

It is my hope that this proposal will be rejected, not because I disagree with the concept of alternative
energy sources, but because Horseshoe Shoal is the wrong place for such development. It is mother nature
at its best, to be enjoyed by all who live and visit this area of the Cape.

As a boating person, | am one of the “weekend warriors” who ventures forth from Hyannis Marina into the
Sound to various destination points. I operate a 53 {oot, 32 ton motor yacht with better than average
electronics and I am always cautious when in the Sound because of all the shallow areas. The Sound can
be beautiful in the morning and treacherous in the afterncon as winds and fog banks roll through. As 1 said,
Tam a “weekend warrior” experienced in seamanship to a point beyond many of the boaters who venture
into the Sound 1n small boats going somewhere or just fishing the shoals. Many of these hoaters, who arc
vacationers from other areas, or summer residents, don’t recognize their own limitations and operate their
crafts in the shoal areas when they really shouldn’t, and get away with it because the waters are open.
Install 130 turbines and I believe you will create a very dangerous situation for the general public.

From what I have read, there are alternative sites that will not have an adverse effect on the environment or
the general public and that is where this developer should be looking. This body of water should be
accorded the same protection as a State Park, just because it is that special. To propose it be used as a

commercial venture for profit is in my view irresponsible.

For the record, I am a Real Estate Developer who develops large projects. I know where it is appropriate o
build and where it is not, and the location of this turbine proposal is just a bad idea.

Thank you for taking your time to read this letter.

Attachment — 01/21/03 Letter to Capt. Jim Murray, U.S. Coast Guard

cc: Capt. Jim Murray, U.S. Coast Guard

WELLS AVENUE . NEWTON, MASSACHUSETTS .

TEL 617-965-1966 =+« FAX 617.965-25129



O

N

E

PACKARD £

DEVELOPMENT

January 21, 2003

U.S. Coast Guard

Capt. Jim Murray

1 Little Harbor Road
Woods Hole, MA 02542

Dear Sir:

I write to express my opposition to the proposed offshore industrial power plant being considered
to occupy 28 square miles of the water surrounding Horseshoe Shoals off Nantucket Sound. [
find it inconceivable to think that this will not become a hazard to navigation for both
commercial and especially pleasure boaters, many of whom lack proper experience to navigate
with these impediments that are being proposed. Thus I believe this could become a real threat to
the general safety of the boating public.

I further object on the basis that I find it inconceivable that anyone would propose Lo destroy the
natural beauty of the waters off shore by creating these man made obstacles.

I currently operate a 53° motor yacht and have 17 years experience as a boater. 1 would be
extremely concerned if the Coast Guard was limited in its” ability to provide help to a distressed
vessel by use of helicopters during tough weather conditions, not to mention the extreme
difficulties in distinguishing the difference between boats and these proposed towers on a radar
screen. This project in my opinion is reckless and should be defeated.

Leonard Ruddfsky

cc: Wayne Kurker

WELLS AVENUE . NEWTON, MASSACHUSETTS .
96 5

TEL 617-965-1t966 =+« FAX 617- - 2519

&
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Dear Army Corps of Engineers: . 33 q ‘1

A 60-day review period is unreasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impact Statement document.
I respectfully request that you extend the review period to 180 days in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
and unhurried input on this precedent-setting project.

Print Nameé""?/?/ﬁ‘"fﬂ"é/ -
Adress 05 S My
City State Zip

S T T P
R L P TN A 17 B | R A Y i i

s
-

Dear-‘}ﬂ"ﬁmy' Cofps of Engineers:. - J 3 ? 5

A 60-day review period is unfeasonable to adequately review the massive
4,000-page Cape Wind Draft Environmental Impac:.t Statement doFument.
| respectfully request that you extend the review penoc.i to 180 c.lays in order
for the public to be as best informed as possible and provide you with thoughtful
“id unhurried input on this precedent-setting project. e

Ll | .
Sincerely, ;\/U/{;"‘ VQ'D[ID%Z-LD Dajte '?- E__@ﬂ

Print Name Ro‘ae("l' -3. Rfce, T\)Lm‘- B‘ 2.@
Address I’lg- SCNDDEL RPr}/ C!RL._(
City C—Q/(A/{'Wtq[[,( State W“q Zip 0%39—




William F. & Claire G. Thompson

25 WestWoods, Yarmouth, MA 02675
December 20, 2004

To:- Colonel Thomas L. Koning
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New England District
696 Virginia Road
Concord, MA 01742-2751

Subject- Nantucket Sound Wind Farm

Our region has an opportunity to make an economic and
envibnmentally respaeible move to harness the ever present
wind in Nantucket Sound to generate electric power.

Our understanding is that thorough environmental studies,
plus studies of Water and Air Navigation, Commercial and Recrea-
tional Fishing and Beating have found no contraindications
to the Nantucket Sound Wind Farm Project.

A possible exception to the abovels that cocerning migratory
birds, which The Mass. Audubon Society is still studying.

Their report should be forthcoming soon.
Thank you wvery much for your consideration.

Sincerely Yours,

0085 e N | oz o
William F. T ompson~.w_§5

~
Wpsere. & 1m0
- Q._/
Claire G.Thompscn ﬁ7ﬁ¢¥&1
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Adams, Karen K NAE

SN2

From: Joanne Balfe [jbalfe@starkcarpet.com]
Sent: Monday, December 27, 2004 9:53 AM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: wind-farm off Nantucket Harbor

| beg you to re-consider proceeding with this
project AT THIS LOCATION. Surely you can
find an alternate location that would not have
so damaging an effect as it would on this,

a natignal freasure, a BUSY harbor, a major
refuge for people, birds & fish.

Thank you for your attention.

Joanne Balfe
Old World Weavers
34-01 38th Ave,,
Long Island City, N.Y. 11101
Tel. 718-683-5100 ext. 7409
Fax 212-715-0764
email; jhalfe@starkcarpet.com
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From: rmaille@comcast.net

Sent: Sunday, December 26, 2004 9:37 PM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Massachusetts needs wind energy

Wind power is a promising choice for Massachusetts' energy future. We need to ensure that the Cape Wind Project
receives a prompt and thorough review that keeps the public interest at the forefront.

Roland Maille

61 Acropolis Rd

Lowell, MA 018541301
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From: Harold S Kramer [solomonkramer@yahoo.com)
Sent: Sunday, December 26, 2004 9:19 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: | am opposed to the Cape Wind Project

My comments expressing opposition to the Cape Wind project are summed up
in the following letter which | sent to the Editor of the Cape Codder
newspaper sent December 24, 2004:

Dear Editor,

| am responding to several letters in the Cape Codder calling for public
support of the wind farm proposed in Nantucket Sound. The objectives
promised by it's private developers are commendable. However, there are
alternatives that are not only more cost efficient, but aesthetically
preferable, and more appropriately, would underwrite energy improvements
that would benefit families directly, and can be implemented almost
immediately.

The alternative to the wind farm is to implement a comprehensive plan

of policies, and coordinated projects to save or conserve energy. Energy
conservation strategies are less expensive than developing an elaborate
marine-based infrastructure whose long range viability is quite

guestionable. Public moneys could be made available as grants, or low
interest loans to home and business owners to make conservation
improvements. And, many conservation measures do not require investment
, just judicious use of the energy available.

Furthermore, | believe our energy policies should discourage the
investment of public funds, or the allocation of public assets (shore
facilities, seabed, etc.) for the exclusive benefit of a private
corporation over which the people have little or no control.

Finally, we could all begin making energy conservation improvements
immediately. Suggestions for saving energy and money at home are
published by the U.S. Department of Energy, Office of Energy Efficiency
and Renewable Energy available on the internet at
http:/iwww.eere.energy.gov/consumerinfo/energy_savers/, and also
available in printed form by the Department of Energy at no cost to
consumers.

Harold S Kramer

35 Farrell Ct
Marblehead, MA 01945
781-631-3319
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From: hope%93 [hope993@netzero.net]
Sent:  Sunday, December 26, 2004 8:28 PM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: favor wind energy

I would like to respond in favor of wind energy. Thank You Norman and Dorothy Hope New
Bedford Ma

12/27/2004
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From: Alexa [solola8@yahoo.com]

Sent: Sunday, December 26, 2004 6:16 PM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: In support of Cape Wind

Ms. Karen Kirk-Adams

Cape Wind Energy EIS Project

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New England District
696 Virginia Road, Concord, MA 01742

Dear Ms. Kirk-Adams,

| am writing in support of Cape Wind. This project
will produce significant benefits in terms of air
quality, fossil fuel offsets, job creation, greenhouse
gas reduction, and will help set an example of where
our energy future should go. Please permit it!
Thanks.

Alexandra Majors
42 Spruce St.
Watertown, MA 02472

Do you Yahoo!?
Take Yahoo! Mail with you!l Get it on your mebile phone.
http://mobile.yahoo.com/maildemo
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From: batyah@earthlink.net

Sent: Sunday, December 26, 2004 5:56 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project Is Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Koning,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife,

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
include:

- Three full years of visual observations of birds - 12 months
of radar abservations of flying wildlife - A thorough and timely
review of the project’s potential effect on wildlife, including
marine mammals

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both.

Pease, please take action immediately.

Sincerely,

Batyah Bornaschelly

8711 Pinecrest Avenue

n/a

San Deigo, California 92123
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From: lucyherc@hotmail.com

Sent: Sunday, December 26, 2004 4.31 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project Is Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.8. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Koning,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
include:

- Three full years of visual observations of birds

- 12 months of radar ohservations of flying wildlife

- A thorough and timely review of the project's potential effect
on wildlife, including marine mammails

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need hoth.

Sincerely,

Ruth Paganc
209 Davis St
Greenfield, Massachusetts 01301
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From: stnith.amy.michelle@gmail.com
Sent: Sunday, December 26, 2004 3:10 PM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Massachusetts needs wind energy

| am writing in support of the Cape Wind project. What is most important to me are the health benefits your study shows
will accompany such a project. | teach in the Boston Public Schools, and each year | deal with students whose educations
are affected by asthma. This year there are three who particularly come to mind. One student, llka needs to leave my
class 5-10 minuets early each day to take the elevator, because of her asthma. Another student, Sophia stands outside
my room panting each morning after the 4 flights of stairs, drinks some water, does a breathing routine, and must always
catch up with the classwork. Finally, Shannon is an extremely bright student who missed an entire year of schocl because
his mother's asthma was s¢ bad that she could not escort him to his elementary school in the winter months. What is in
the public interest? My students are like thousands of children living in the inner city as well as on the cape, whose lives
are affected by asthma. Is it more important for children to be able to breath? Attend school in the winter? Hear my
summary of the lesson that will help them on the test? Or is it more important that a handful of people will not see small
lines on their horizon? | think in terms of the public interest as a whole, the choice is clear.

Wind power is a promising choice for Massachusetts’ energy future. We need to ensure that the Cape Wind Project
receives a prompt and thorough review that keeps the public interest at the forefront.

Amy Smith
292 Harvard ST #5
Cambridge, MA 021392313
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From: Michael & Mimi Secor [mrsecor@hotmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, December 25, 2004 9:21 AM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Cape Cod Wind Farm

Dear US Army Corps of Engineers:

We are writing to support the development of the wind power farmin
Nantucket Sound. We believe that the we (USA) must significantly reduce our
dependence on fossil fuels for both economic and environmental reasons. The
Cape Wind Farm is an excellent example of a project that can assist the

nation on both counts.

Also, We own a small cottage on the cape and feel that any visual impacts of
the project could actually boost the economy much as the windmills of
Holland have done for the Netherlands.

We urge vou to allow this project to proceeed.

Thank you.

Michael and Mimi Secor
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From; worley5@petsittiers.com

Sent: Friday, December 24, 2004 2:.05 PM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Ensure 'Cape Wind' Project Is Safe for Wildlife

Colonel Thomas Koning

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
696 Virginia Road

Concord, MA 01742-2751

Dear Colonel Koning,

Before you approve or deny a permit to erect 130 turbines in
Nantucket Sound, please require the developer to conduct the
thorough studies recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Massachusetts Division of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

Specifically, the environmental review of this project should
include:

- Three full years of visual observations of birds

- 12 months of radar observations of flying wildlife

- A thorough and timely review of the project's potential effect
on wildlife, including marine mammails

These factors will help determine whether the Cape Wind project
is in the best interests of both the public and wildlife.

As it is written, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' draft
environmental impact statement is hopelessly flawed, because it
ignores relevant information and draws conclusions based on
inadequate research.

This project could be the first marine wind energy facility in
the United States. As such, it will set a precedent for other
offshore renewable energy projects.

Please require a rigorous, scientific review of its
environmental effects. Clean air and healthy wildlife
populations are not mutually exclusive. We need both.

Sincerely,

Janice Worley
8422 Alburtis Ave
Whittier, California 90606



Page 1 of 2

Adams, Karen K NAE ; (// 3

From: jane and or joel maguire [seriugam@yahoo.com)]
Sent: Friday, December 24, 2004 11:33 AM

To: Energy, Wind NAE

Cc: Alan Zox

Subject: Cape Wind Energy EIS Project

To: Ms. Karen Kirk-Adams

From: Joel & Jane Maguire
PO Box 204
Prudence Island, R.I. 02872
seriugam{@yahoo.com

Dear Ms. Kirk- Adams,

. The first sixty years of my life were spent on Cape Cod almost always within view of
the water. I have been a commercial fisherman, recreational sailor, and am consistantly
filled with awe and appreciation of the water and the multitude of gifts that it offers to
us. Food, beauty, solace for the spirit, endless recreational opportunities, solitude, and
now as host to a wind farm, the incredible opportunity to work toward doing away with
poison spewing chimneys, life threatening nuclear plants, and unnecessary dependence
on a non- renewable resource that will be completely expended soon throughout the
world anyway, forcing us to seek viable alternatives in a panic.

It is a fact that recreational and commercial fishing will improve within the wind farm
area because of the artificial reef atmosphere that will be created by the tower bases.

I suggest that those who see the towers as a hazard to navigation, might also consider
the Bourne and Sagamore bridges hazardous as well.

The horizon is certainly more aesthetically pleasing without a wind farm, but if we must
sate our burgeoning desire and need for electricity, the towers are way ahead of the
afore mentioned poison spewing chimneys, etc.

Anything and everything we can do now to reverse the trend of consumption at the
price of destroying the very atmosphere where we hope to live and breathe must be set
in motion at once. The rest of the world has caught on, (Europe, China} ,let's go back to
leading in the proper direction, rather than the lemming approach. I prefer to opt out of
any mass suicide, however subtle or profitable.

Hopefully any nimbyism from prominent residents will be recognized for what it is and
discounted.

Please, I urge you to do the world a favor and give your full support to the
implementation of the Cape Wind project.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

12/27/2004



Adams, Karen K NAE 02 t/ ;

From: schwartz@bpbtc.com

Sent: Friday, December 24, 2004 9:43 AM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Massachusetts needs wind energy

Wind power is a promising choice for Massachusetts' energy future. We need to ensure that the Cape Wind Project
receives a prompt and thorough review that keeps the public interest at the forefront,

G Schwartz

Ten post office square

boston, MA 021094603
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From: helentm@juno.com

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2004 10:44 PM
To: Energy, Wind NAE

Subject: Massachusetts needs wind energy

Wind power is a promising choice for Massachusettsé&#8217; energy future. We need to ensure that the Cape Wind
Project receives a prompt and thorough review that keeps the public interest at the forefront.

Helen Hamilton

679 George Hill Rd

Lancaster, MA 015232156
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PUBLIC HEARING STATEMENTS
December 16, 2004

My name is George Watson Rich I am a resident of Osterville,
Cape Cod and a retired computer industry specialist in Business
Development and Marketing. For 45 years I participated in new
technology ventures, start-ups, acquisitions and long range
planning - 22 years with A. B. Dick, Xerox and Control Data

and 23 years with my own company -~ Marketing International.

I would like to comment on the Draft Environmental document of
the Corps of Engineers and on the paramount issue that is
missing from this document, because it is falls outside the
expertise and capabilities of this "lead federal government

agency."

First, I would like to compliment both the Corps and Cape Wind
for producing a first rate environmental impact document that
represents close collaboration on their part, to an extent that
almost calls into question the objectivity of the Corps itself.
The parts I have printed out and read so far, almost sound like
pages from a Cape Wind business plan designed to attract investors.
For example, I chose the Socioeconomics section 5.16 covered on
pages 258 through 283 which offers the broadest perspective on
the project. I felt the narrower subjects pertaining to birds,
water quality, geological impacts and other technical items to

be more straight-forward and well suited for Corps analysis.

In these 25 pages I was unable to find any negative impact
statements of consequence on public health, electricity rates,
local economy, employment, taxes, property values, housing,
tourism, recreation, boating, fishing, environmental justice, etc.

The Sociceconomics section clearly points out the contributions
made by various consultants and by several studies carried out
by reputable organizations. However, as one who has helped
prepare many business plans and reviewed many venture capital

proposals I found this excessively positive view unconvincing.
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I submitted my written comments to the Corps on December 12th
together with two charts - one was a pyramid showing the scope
of the Draft EIS/EIR work of the Corps and Cape Wind in the
middle cross section - the top section of the pyramid was
labeled "The Paramount Issue” which is missing, unfortunately,
from this permitting process. The other iéimap of Cape Wind's
proposed alternative Horseshoe Shoals and three other sub-sites
in Nantucket Sound; Below this Wind Park map is another map of
the Cape Cod and Islands "circle" encompassing this unique body
of water we call Nantucket Sound.

By "Paramount Issue” I mean the "Big Question" - the answer to
which everything else depends. Do we want to approve ZONING this
integral body of water serving Cape Cod to the North and the
highly populated islands to the South for the construction of

24 square miles of industrial machinery with the potential of
future expansion to three other sites? Yes - lets face it -
above all we have a ZONING problem here, not an environmental
problem, as such. And, should the Corps of Engineers be given

the responsibility for resolving this ZONING problem as part of
their designated permitting process?

I don't think so! In my letter to Governor Romney with copies
to Attorney General Reilly, Senator Kennedy, Senator Kerry.

and other key officials I have suggested that appropriate legal
and procedural steps be taken to redefine "offshore" as coast-
lines without any outward land masses or islands within 50 miles
of state jurisdictions like Marthas Vineyard and Nantucket.

The Commonwealth of Massachusetts and other states should have
the right to ZONE their coastlines for ocean development and
avoid business/industrial exploitation of these unique bodies of

water for indiscriminate development.

Delivered at MIT Public Hearing
by George Watson Rich
December 16, 2004
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Comment Sheet
On Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) o
For the proposal for an Offshore Wind Pro;ect
In Nantucket Sound .

Name: YYIARS Y /ﬂe‘f%ej(’r

Address: |3 Maruz. Be%[/u
Harwics ‘A 036¢ S

Phone Number (Please include area code):__ 508~/ 30-70249

Email Address:
Please state your questiaﬂs/camménts in the space below:

Surf/q Lhe winvd doth blow (v Mawtucket Sound, avd.
5ure/q ke meed a lferwative cleaw Sources o{e:Wmu[rke wi'vd
omw.v_r But. .. i+rs obvous Miwtucker S oim is
"beiws chosew vﬂarHtS prdjed  because wuse O€ Hg (amd (s
belbg Giren frep « Avale (om ey else waould
thfse e Jl-;l-[/?l\/ﬁe.( ot Luldir“& 4 wivd Xgem_at Sea &

=2 s 400 sopw Vo Mo ahem(wn/% Mrs mro,ca‘ ,4

Moy uL(J bo (w z.p/m J)rn{

l/u:u m /auo( alterwatives Joccwsia(u ‘e, 4/(941 )5 gm/(_e

d | i‘ ' ‘ W(w M/u ,auw mwdsinéuaa(
dravsmlssien wam@l &t dw Easr&a: Lo i V4 Jiau/véa shecdecy,

‘ WMore sdudies mogeh Yo be dine MMMWWMTMM%WI
_ULQJF%M\LM cm/ﬂad M\Mﬁ /ocaﬂ M&uwféjccmww_ wffcuj an.

Please fold this questionnaire in half, affix two stickers or pieces of tape,
-2nd mail it to the address listed on the other side.





