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DECISION OF THE CAPE COD COMMISSION 

SUMMARY 

The Cape Cod Commission (Commission), hereby denies without prejudice the application of 
New Generation Wind, LLC ("the Applicant") to construct three 2.5 MW wind turbines and one 
2.0 MW wind turbine between Rotite 25 and Route 6 in Bourne, MA, west of the Cape Cod 



Canal, as a Development of Regional Impact (DR!) pursuant to Sections 12 and 13 of the Cape 
Cod Commission Act (Act), c. 716 of the Acts of 1989, as amended. 

PROCEDURAL HISTORY 

The Commission received a DR! referral for the New Generation Wind Project on July 2, 2010 from 
the Bourne Planning Board through Christopher Farrell, Chair of the Bourne Planning Board, which 
consisted cif the construction of seven (7) wind turbines, expected to generate approximately 
seventeen (17) MegaWatts (MW) of power on 403.5 acres in the Town of Bourne, located west of the 
Cape Cod Canal. This application was withdrawn by the Applicant on March 1, 2011 due to time 
constraints. The withdrawal was accepted by the Commission on March 3, 2011. 

On March 14, 2011, the Cape Cod Commission received a Development of Regional Impact (DR!) 
referral from the Bourne Planning Board through Christopher Farrell (Chair) and a DR! application 
from John Lipman (of Lipman Development Strategies) on behalf of New Generation Wind, LLC for 
the same project that was previously withdrawn in March 2011. The DR! application was deemed 
substantively complete on April 27, 2011. The DR! hearing period was opened by Hearing Officer 
on May 12, 2011 and the first substantive public hearing on the resubmittal of the DR! application 
was held on May 17, 2011. On June 2,2011, the Applicant removed two of the turbines (#3 and #6) 
from the proposal. A public hearing was held on June 16, 2011. The Applicant removed Turbine #4 
from the proposal on July 13, 2011. The Subcommittee held additional public hearings on July 20, 
2011, and August 1, 2011. The hearing period was closed by hearing officer on August 9, 2011. The 
Subcommittee held public meetings to deliberate on the project on August 15, 2011, September 15, 
2011, September 29, 2011, October 13, 2011, October 20, 2011, October 27, 2011 and November 2, 
2011. At the meeting on October 27, 2011 the Subcommittee voted to recommend denial of the 
project to the Commission. The Commission held a final public hearing on February 2, 2012. The 
record was closed on February 9, 2012 at 4:30 pm. The Commission held a public meeting on 
February 16, 2012 to deliberate on the subcommittee's draft recommendation. On February 16, 
2012, the Commission voted 9 in favor and 3 opposed to deny the DR! application of New 
Generation Wind, without prejudice. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

ORIGINAL PROJECT PROPOSAL 

The project as originally submitted and referred on March 14, 2011, consisted of six (6) 2.5 MW 
wind turbines and one (1) 2.0 MW wind turbine, each with a height of 492 feet (as measured to 
the tip of the blade at its highest point), for a total output of seventeen (17) MW, as identified on 
the plan attached to this decision as Original Site Plan. Three (3) of the seven (7) turbines were 
proposed to have been located within the portion of the site currently occupied by Cape Cod 
Aggregates sand and gravel mining operation. 

REVISED PROJECT PROPOSAL 

On June 2, 2011 (prior to the June 16, 2011 public hearing), the Applicant eliminated turbines 
#3 and #6 from the proposal. On July 6, 2011 the Applicant relocated turbines #2 and #4 to 
comply with NSTAR's setback requirement of 1.5 times the overall turbine height to the edge of 
their actual utility line or supporting structure. Turbine #2 was relocated approximately 300 
feet south and turbine #4 was relocated approximately 500 feet west. On July 13, 2011 (prior to 
the July 20, 2011 public hearing), the Applicant eliminated turbine #4 from the proposal, stating 
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the relocation of the turbine to comply with NSTAR's requirements did not provide an 
appropriate setback from nearby residential properties. The current project proposal consists of 
three (3) 2.5 MW wind turbines (turbines #1, 2, and 5) and one (1) 2.0 MW wind turbine 
(turbine #7), each with a height of 492 feet (as measured to the tip of the blade at its highest 
point), for a total output of 9.5 MW. See Exhibit A, attached to this decision and incorporated 
by reference. 

MATERIALS SUBMITIED FOR THE RECORD 

The list of materials submitted for the record are identified on Table 1 (see Table 1 attached as 
Exhibit B), and include the application and notices of public hearings relative thereto, 
correspondence, the minutes of public meetings and hearings, and all other written submissions 
received in the course of the hearing process. 

TESTIMONY 

Minutes from the following public hearings and meetings are available at the Cape Cod 
Commission: 

• May 12, 2011 Hearing Officer 
• May 17, 2011 Public Hearing 
• June 16,2011 Public Hearing 
• July 20,2011 Public Hearing 
• August 1, 2011 Public Hearing 
• August 9, 2011 Hearing Officer 
• August 15, 2011 Subcommittee Meeting 
• September 15, 2011 Subcommittee Meeting 
• September 29, 2011 Subcommittee Meeting 
• October 13, 2011 Subcommittee Meeting 
• October 20, 2011 Subcommittee Meeting 
• October 27, 2011 Subcommittee Meeting 
• November 2, 2011 Subcommittee Meeting 

JURISDICTION 

The project qualifies as a Development of Regional Impact pursuant to the Commission's 
Enabling Regulations Governing Review of Developments of Regional Impact (revised March 
2011) Section 3(e)(iii) "For Outdoor Uses, new construction or development that has a Total 
Project Area greater than 40,000 square feet. " 

FINDINGS 

The Commission has considered the DR! application of New Generation Wind, LLC for the 
proposed four wind turbine project, and based on consideration of such application and upon 
the information presented at the public hearings and submitted for the record, makes the 
following findings, pursuant to Sections 12 and 13 of the Act: 
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GENERAL FINDINGS 

GFl. As the date of the first substantive public hearing on the proposed DR! was May 17, 2011, 
this project was reviewed subject to the 2009 Regional Policy Plan (RPP), as amended in March 
2011. 

GF2. The proposed project that is the subject of this DR! decision is located between Route 25 
and Route 6 in Bourne, MA, and west of the Cape Cod Canal. The site comprises approximately 
240 acres of undeveloped oak and pine forest, and approximately 133 acres of land occupied by 
the ongoing Cape Cod Aggregates (CCA) sand and gravel extraction operation, existing 
roadways, and utility easements. Residential developments and open space abut the 373 acre 
project site to the north and south. An NSTAR electric easement extends through the northern 
portion of the sand and gravel pit. Two 115/345 kV high-tension power lines run through the 
site within the easement, and a 25 kV distribution line, running north-south, passes through the 
site west of Route 28. 

Additional site infrastructure consists of CCA's weigh station, the primary truck access road off 
Route 6, and graveled surfaces and paved access roads serving the crushing and screening area 
and other work areas within the pit. Existing water mains, managed by the Buzzards Bay Water 
District, are located on Route 6, on Heather Hill Drive, and within an easement west of Route 25 
crossing Bournedale Road. Municipal sewer is not available in this area of Bourne. An NSTAR 
gas line running along the east side of Route 25 within its right of way abuts the western side of 
the Pan Handle Trust parcel. 

According to RPP Water Resources Classification Map I, the entire project site is situated in a 
Potential Public Water Supply Area (PPWSA) and the area proposed for Turbine 7 is an existing 
Zone II/Wellhead Protection area. Upon request by the Applicant, at the September 8, 2010 
Buzzards Bay Water District meeting the Board discussed the possibility of releasing the area 
from PPWSA designation. In a September 13, 2010 email, Barry Woods, Superintendent of the 
Buzzards Bay Water District, wrote "After consideration and due diligence, the Board made the 
following determination. A motion was made, seconded and unanimously voted to indefinitely 
postpone any action on the proposed request for undesignation of the Cape Cod Commission 
Potential Public Water Supply Area." 

GF3. In accordance with the Cape Cod Commission Act, after several public hearings on the 
proposed development, the Commission considered whether: 

[1] The proposed development is consistent with the RPP and the Local Comprehensive 
Plan of the Municipality in which the proposed development is located; 

[2] The proposed development is consistent with municipal development bylaws, or if 
inconsistent, the inconsistency is necessary to enable a substantial segment of the 
population to secure adequate opportunities for housing, conservation, environmental 
protection, education, recreation or balanced economic growth; 

[3] If the proposed development is located in whole or in part within a designated DCPC, 
it is consistent with the regulations approved or adopted by the Commission pursuant to 
Section 11 ofthe Act. 
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[4] The probable benefit from the proposed development is greater than the probable 
detriment; 

LOCAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 

GF4. The Town of Bourne has adopted a Local Comprehensive Plan which has been certified by 
the Commission as consistent with the Regional Policy Plan. 

GFs. Written testimony dated July 28,2011 provided by Coreen Moore, Town Planner for the 
Town of Bourne states, "The current NGW project will be reviewed under the pre-May 9, 2011 
Special Town meeting wind turbine bylaw and therefore would be considered consistent with 
the LCP which calls for the Town to adopt bylaws and guidelines that promote alternative 
energy, specifically wind turbines." The Commission adopts the testimony of Coreen Moore 
and fmds the proposed development is consistent with Bourne's Local Comprehensive Plan. 

CONSISTENCY WITH MUNICIPAL DEVELOPMENT BYLAWS 

GF6. The Commission finds that prior to the vote at Town Meeting on May 9, 2011, the owners 
of the land on which the proposed project is located, filed a preliminary subdivision plan, 
("Edgehill Park Subdivision Project") with the Planning Board in the Town of Bourne, giving 
notice of such submission to the Town Clerk pursuant to G.L. c. 40A, Section 6 which states, "If 
a ... preliminary plan followed within seven months by a definitive plan, is submitted to a 
Planning Board for approval under the subdivision control law, and written notice of such 
submission has been given to the City or Town Clerk before the effective date of ordinance or 
bylaw, the land shown on such plan shall be governed by the applicable provisions of the zoning 
ordinance or bylaw, if any, in effect at the time of the first such submission while such plan or 
plans are being processed under the subdivision control law." As such, the bylaws in effect prior 
to the May 9, 2011 Town Meeting are the bylaws that will govern review of the proposed project 
by the Town of Bourne Planning Board. 

GF7. The Commission adopts the written testimony of Coreen Moore, Town Planner for the 
Town of Bourne, dated July 28, 2011 and finds that, "The proposed project site is zoned for (R-
80) residential use. In addition, the strip ofland within 2,000 feet of the canal is zoned as 
Scenic Development District (SDD), allowing commercial developments (hotels, motels, 
restaurants and gift shops) as well as residential uses. Several overlay districts also encompass 
portions of the project site. These overlay districts are the Traffic Management District, the 
Water Resource District, and the Bournedale Overlay District, which is designated a District of 
Critical Planning Concern (DCPC) nominated by the Town of Bourne and approved by 
ordinance by the Cape Cod Commission." 

GF8. Written testimony dated July 28, 2011 provided by Coreen Moore, Town Planner for the 
Town of Bourne states, "it is determined that Turbines 1, 2 and 5 are CWES [Commercial Wind 
Energy Systems]". Ms. Moore further states that "CWES are noted as not allowed in the R40, 
RBo, VB and B1 however contains afootnote (#10) under districts R40 and RBo. Footnote 10 
states that CWES are allowed by the "PB" special permit (see Section 2210) only in the 
Bournedale Overlay District and to be permitted under the provisions of Section 2700, the 
Flexible Resource District. " The Commission adopts the testimony of Coreen Moore and finds 
that the proposed development as it relates to Turbines 1, 2 and S is consistent with municipal 
development bylaws provided that the project be required to fulfill a condition requiring the 
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Applicant to seek and obtain a special permit from the Town of Bourne for Turbines 1, 2 and 5 in 
order to comply with local development bylaws. 

GF9. Written testimony dated July 28, 2011 provided by Coreen Moore, Town Planner for the 
Town ofBoume states "the New Generation Wind project is a project that is allowed under 
zoning in the location shown and is consistent with the Bourne Zoning Bylaws." Written 
testimony dated February 2, 2012 provided by Coreen Moore states that "turbine #7 is consistent 
with the Town ofBoume's zoning bylaw." The Commission adopts the testimony of Core en 
Moore and finds that the proposed development as it relates to Turbine 7 is consistent with 
municipal development bylaws. 

GF11. The Commission finds that in order to comply with local zoning, the Applicant must file 
a definitive subdivision plan for the Edgehill Park Subdivision Project, and have such plan 
approved in accordance with G.L. c. 40A. If the definitive subdivision plan is not approved at 
the local level, the Applicant shall seek a modification of the Commission's decision, as the New 
Generation Wind DRI would not be consistent with municipal development bylaws. 

CONSISTENCY WITH DISTRICTS OF CRITICAL PLANNING CONCERN 

GF12. The proposed project is situated within the Bournedale District of Critical Planning 
Concern (DCPC). In written testimony dated July 28, 2011, Coreen Moore, Town Planner for 
the Town of Bourne, states that "the New Generation Wind project is ... consistent with 
the ... DCPC." Ms. Moore states, "The [DCPCl nomination was made to include protection ofthe 
following resources: a) Water Resource District; ... b) Wildlife, Natural, Scientific, or Ecological 
Resource District; ... c) Cultural, Historic, Architectural, or Archaeological Resource District; ... d) 
Economic or Development Resource District; ... e) Transportation Management District." The 
Commission adopts the testimony of Coreen Moore and finds that the proposed development is 
consistent with the regulations approved or adopted by the Commission pursuant to Section 11 
of the Cape Cod Commission Act for the Bournedale District of Critical Planning Concern. 

CONSISTENCY WITH THE REGIONAL POLICY PLAN 

The Commission evaluated the proposed development to determine its consistency with the 
Minimum Performance Standards (MPS) of the Regional Policy Plan (RPP) and makes the 
following findings for each issue area of the RPP: 

LAND USE 

LUFl. The Commission finds that Turbines 1, 2 and 5 are located in an area designated as an 
Industrial and Service Trade Area (ISTA) and Turbine 7 is located in an area designated as 
Other, as mapped by the Town of Bourne on the Land Use Vision Map (LUVM) incorporated in 
the 2009 RPP, as amended March 2011. 

LUF2. Given the industrial nature of the proposed turbines, the Commission finds that the 
proposed development is consistent with the Industrial Service and Trade Area. and Other land 
use designations, as represented by the Town of Bourne's endorsed Land Use Vision Map, and is 
consistent with MPS LU1.1 (Development Location). 

New Generation Wind - DR! Decision 
February 16, 2012 

Page 6 Of23 



LUF3. The Commission finds that the proposed turbines have been clustered on the site to the 
maximum extent possible without jeopardizing operational efficiency. As such the Commission 
finds that the project is consistent MPS LU1.2 (Compact Development). 

LUF4. The Commission finds that the proposed wind turbines are in close proximity to existing 
utility infrastructure, including an existing NSTAR electrical tower, electrical easement and 
utility poles and therefore complies with MPS LU2.1 (Connections to Existing Infrastructure). 

LUFS. MPS LU3.1 requires that "New Development adjacent to rural landscapes and those 
lands in active agricultural production shall maintain or provide a thickly vegetated buffer of 
sufficient width to prevent conflicts between the development and existing uses." The 
Commission finds that the proposed project is consistent with MPS LU3.1 (Buffers to 
Agricultural Uses) and provided the project is required through a condition to keep the buffer, 
as shown on the Applicant's site plan ("Conceptual Wind Turbine Siting Plan," designed by 
Atlantic Design Engineers, LLC, dated July 14, 2011) intact. 

LUF6. The Commission finds the proposed project is consistent with MPS LU3.2 (Impacts to 
Agricultural Lands) . 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

EDFl. Minimum Performance Standard ED4.l (Demonstrated Need & Public Benefit) requires 
the applicant to provide information on the need for and impact of the proposed project on the 
local energy markets. The MPS states that the "Development of infrastructure and/or capital 
facilities shall be in response to existing regional demand and shall improve the availability, 
reliability, quality, and cost of services." 

The Applicant has provided the following documents to address this standard: 

• Clear Planet Energy Memorandum: Community Benefit Summary, New 
Generation Wind, dated December 16, 2011 

• Massachusetts Clean Energy Center, Letter dated November 3, 2011 
• SourceOne Memo: Clarification of Economic Development and Energy, dated 

May 16,2011 
• Summary: New England Wind Integration Study, dated November 2010 and 

prepared by ISO-NE Staff 
• Clear Planet Energy Presentation: Wind power development, economics, & 

benefits by Carlos V. Pineda, November 15, 2010 
• SourceOne PowerPoint Presentation provided at August 1, 2011 public hearing 

Current Demand & Availability: The Applicant explains that this project will contribute to 
meeting the current demand for renewable energy existing under the Massachusetts Renewable 
Portfolio Standard requirement that 6% currently and by 2020 15% of overall demand must be 
provided using renewable sources. The Commission finds the proposed development is in 
response to existing regional demand for renewable energy and will improve the availability of 
wind-generated energy on Cape Cod. 
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Reliability: In written testimony dated December 16, 2011, Carlos Pineda on behalf of the 
Applicant states that the project is located proximate to a feeder substation supplying power to 
all of Bourne and South Plymouth and thus will reduce demand on the transmission system to 
pull power from more distant sources. In an August 1, 2011 SourceOne presentation, the 
Applicant also explains that wind resources often coincide with peak demand on summer 
afternoons, citing one example on July 22, 20 II. 

Quality: New Generation Wind is estimated to produce 520 GWhs of power over 25 years of 
operation. The Commission finds the proposed development is a renewable energy source that 
will lessen the region's dependence on fossil fuel s. 

Cost: The Applicant states that wind energy can reduce or stabilize costs of electricity on the 
spot market by entering the bid stack at a generation cost of zero. The Applicant also states that 
the project will have a price suppression effect in the New England market, which will include 
benefits to consumers on the Cape. 

Based on this information, the Commission finds that the project complies with MPS ED4.1. 

EDF2. The Commission finds that Grazing Fields Farm is working agricultural land. 

EDF3. The Commission finds that the proposed development does not comply with MPS EDI.4 
as the Applicant has not met its burden to show that the development shall not eliminate or 
significantly impair the current and future functioning of Grazing Fields Farm. 

EDF4.The Commission finds that MPS EDl.l, 1.2, 1.3and 2.1 do not apply to the proposed 
project. 

WATER RESOURCES/HAZARDOUS MATERIALS AND WASTES 

WRF1. Application materials state that no new pavement is proposed for the project and 
that 'Tc}onstruction activitiesfor delivery and erection of the turbines involve a combination of 
new gravel access roads and gravel widening of existing access roads, temporary gravel 
laydown areas, and gravel crane pads." The application further states that "upon completion of 
the turbine construction ... , a small (so'xso') fenced-in compound area will surround the 
turbine base with a parking areafor two maintenance vehicles and a gravel access road. " The 
Commission finds that any potential approval of the proposed project shall require the 
Applicant to submit bid-level engineered grading & drainage plans, runoff calculations, detailed 
erosion control plans, and an updated Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan for staff review and 
approval in order to ensure compliance with applicable MPS in RPP Section 7 (Stormwater 
Quality). 

WRF2. According to RPP Water Resources Classification Map I, the entire project site is 
situated in a Potential Public Water Supply Area (PPWSA) and the area proposed for Turbine 7 
is an existing Zone II / Wellhead Protection Area (WPA). 

WRF3. Upon request by the Applicant, at the September 8,2010 Buzzards Bay Water District 
meeting the Board discussed the possibility of releasing the area from its Potential Public Water 
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Supply Area designation. In a September 13,2010 email, Barry Woods, Superintendent of the 
Buzzards Bay Water District, wrote "After consideration and due diligence, the Board made the 
following determination. A motion was made, seconded and unanimously voted to indefinitely 
postpone any action on the proposed request for undesignation of the Cape Cod Commission 
Potential Public Water Supply Area. The Board in its wisdom and by authority ofits 
responsibilities chose to stand as the environmental stewards of the District and in support of 
the Commissions Potential Public Water Supply Area for existing and future potential 
sites/ sources. As Commissioners of the public water system, this is the action that they have 
chosen to take in reference to the undesignation request." The Town of Bourne's decision to 
maintain this Potential Public Water Supply Area designation and refusal to lift such 
designation indicates its desire to maintain the area located as an area from which the residents 
of Town of Bourne will potentially draw their drinking water. 

WRF4. The Commission finds that Regional Policy Plan Water Resources Goal 2 is "To 
maintain the overall quality and quantity of Cape Cod's groundwater to ensure a sustainable 
supply of untreated high-quality drinking water." 

WRFs. The Commission finds that Regional Policy Plan Waste Management Goal 1 is "To 
protect Cape Cod's drinking water by prohibiting land use activities involving the handling, 
storage, and disposal of hazardous materials and wastes that pose a significant threat to 
groundwater supplies." 

WRF6. Minimum Performance Standard WR2.2 (Prohibition on Hazardous Materials/Wastes) 
of the Regional Policy Plan states that "Development and redevelopment that involves the use, 
treatment, generation, handling, storage, or disposal of Hazardous Materials or Hazardous 
Wastes, with the exception of household quantities, shall not be permitted in Wellhead 
Protection Areas, except as provided in WM1.2 and WM1.3." 

WRF7. The Commission finds that the proposed development is that of four wind turbines. 
Application materials state that "each turbine utilizes approximately 490 gallons of high-grade, . 
petroleum-based lubricant, including oils, cooling liquids, and a small amount of grease in its 
mechanical operation." Therefore, the Commission finds that this proposed development 
involves the treatment, generation, handling, storage, or disposal of Hazardous Materials 
and/or Hazardous Wastes. 

WRFB. Minimum Performance Standard WMl.l (Hazardous Materials/Waste Restrictions) of 
the Regional Policy Plan states that "Development and redevelopment that involves the use, 
treatment, generation, handling, storage, or disposal of Hazardous Materials and/or Hazardous 
Wastes, with the exception of Household Quantities or less, shall not be allowed within 
Wellhead Protection Areas and Potential Public Water Supply Areas, except as provided in 
WM1.2 and WM1.3." 

WRF9. The 2009 Regional Policy Plan definition of Hazardous Material is: "Any chemical or 
substance that when released into the environment will pose a significant contaminant threat to 
groundwater and drinking water supplies, including petroleum products, petroleum distillates, 
organic and inorganic solvents, oil-based paints, oil-based stains, insecticides, herbicides, 
rodenticides, and pesticides. Hazardous Materials do not include Hazardous Wastes, Articles, 
Consumer Products, and Cosmetics." 
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WRFlO. The 2009 Regional Policy Plan definition of Hazardous Waste is: "Any Hazardous 
Waste, Universal Waste or Waste as defined in the Massachusetts Hazardous Waste ' 
Regulations, 310 CMR 30.000. Hazardous Wastes do not include Hazardous Materials and bio­
medical wastes regulated by 105 CMR 480.000. 

WRFll. The 2009 Regional Policy Plan definition of Household Quantity of Hazardous Material 
or Hazardous Waste is: "Any combination, or all of the following: (a) 275 gallons or less of oil on 
site at any time to be used for heating of a structure, or to supply an emergency generator; and 
(b) 25 gallons or equivalent dry weight, total, of Hazardous Material(s) on site at any time, 
excluding oil for heating of a structure or to supply an emergency generator; and (c) A quantity 
of Hazardous Waste generated at the Very Small Quantity Generator level as defined in the 
Massachusetts Hazardous Waste Regulations, 310 CMR 30.000 and which is accumulated or 
stored in 55 gallons or less at any time on the site." 

WRF12. Minimum Performance Standard MPS WM1.2 (Credit for Redevelopment) of the 
Regional Policy Plan states that "Redevelopment within Wellhead Protection Areas that involves 
use, treatment, generation, handling, storage, or disposal of Hazardous Materials and/or 
Hazardous Wastes may be allowed to exceed the limits in WM1.1 provided that the quantity of 
hazardous materials is less than the quantity from the prior use and provided adequate 
documentation of the previous volume is approved by the Commission." 

WRF13. The Commission finds that MPS WM1.2 does not apply to this proposed development 
because the locations of Turbines 1, 2, 5 and 7 are within undeveloped woodland and therefore 
do not constitute redevelopment. 

WRF14. Minimum Performance Standard MPS WM1.3 (Credit for Removal of Development) of 
the Regional Policy Plan states that "Development and redevelopment within Wellhead 
Protection Areas that involves the use, treatment, handling, storage, or disposal of Hazardous 
Materials and/or Hazardous Wastes may be allowed to exceed the quantity limits of hazardous 
materials in WMl.l up to, but not exceeding the amount that the development or redevelopment 
permanently eliminates at another facility, project, or site within the same Wellhead Protection 
Area and provided adequate documentation of the volume eliminated is approved by the 
Commission." 

WRF15. The Commission finds that the project is proposed in undeveloped areas consisting of 
undeveloped woodland and is considered new development. As such, the Commission finds that 
MPS WM1.2 does not apply to the proposed development. 

WRF16. The Commission finds that the project is proposed in undeveloped areas consisting of 
undeveloped woodland and is considered new development. As such, the Commission finds that 
MPS WM1.3 applies to the proposed development. 

WRF17. The project proposes a total of 2,132 gallons of vegetable oil-based transformer coolant, 
or 533 gallons per turbine. Application materials indicate the vegetable oil-based transformer 
fluid is identified by the Material Safety Data Sheet (MSDS) as Envirotemp® FR3™ fluid. 
Application materials state the fluid "is composed of >98.5% vegetable oil and <1.5% additives 
(e.g., antioxidants and color)." The Environmental Technology Verification Report submitted as 
part of the application materials further states that, "Although the components of Envirotemp® 
FR3™ fluid are food-grade, this product was not intended for human consumption and should 
not be used as a food product." Further, the Environmental Technology Verification Report 
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submitted as part of the application materials states that, "Based on the MSDS information on 
Envirotemp® FR3™'S antioxidants, Envirotemp® FR3™ fluid may produce carbon monoxide, 
carbon dioxide, nitrogen oxides, and other toxic compounds when the antioxidants thermally 
decompose." . 

WRF1B. The Commission finds that 1.5% of the vegetable oil-based transformer fluid is a 
Hazardous Material pursuant to the Regional Policy Plan definition, in that if released, it will 
pose a significant contaminant threat to groundwater and drinking water supplies. 

WRF19. The Commission finds that 32 gallons of vegetable oil-based transformer coolant, or 
533 gallons per turbine, exceeds a Household Quantity as defined by the Regional Policy Plan, 
which is limited to 25 gallons or its dry weight equivalent of Hazardous Materials. 

WRF20. The Commission finds that 32 gallons of vegetable oil-based transformer fluid 
proposed for the four turbines qualifies as a Hazardous Material and exceeds a Household 
Quantity . . 

WRF21. Application materials list "Hazardous Materials Amounts" for the turbines as "high­
grade, petroleum-based lubricant, including oils, cooling liquids, and a small amount of grease 

. in its mechanical operation." The project proposes a total of 1,945 gallons of petroleum-based 
lubricants, greases and coolants within the wind turbines (490 gallons per turbine for Turbines 
1,2 and 5, and 475 gallons per turbine for Turbine 7). 

WRF22. The Commission finds that the petroleum-based lubricants, greases and coolants meet 
the Regional Policy Plan definition of Hazardous Material. 

WRF23. The Commission finds that the 1,945 gallons of petroleum-based lubricants, greases 
and coolants, or (490 gallons per turbine for Turbines 1, 2 and 5, and 475 gallons per turbine for 
Turbine 7), exceeds a Household Quantity as defined by the Regional Policy Plan. 

WRF24. The Commission finds that the 1,945 gallons of petroleum-based lubricants, greases 
and coolants proposed for the four turbines is as a Hazardous Material and exceeds a Household 
Quantity. 

WRF25. The project's construction phase proposes the transfer of an estimated 6,000 to 9,000 
gallons of diesel fuel from mobile fuel trucks to construction equipment over the course of 
approximately four to five weeks. According to the Fueling Plan submitted with the application, 
"Vehicles to be refueled on site may include bulldozers,front end loaders, graders, compactors, 
excavators, backhoes, air compressors, and high lift cranes. To minimize the extent of vehicle 
fueling conducted on site during construction of the project, personal vehicles, dump trucks, 
concrete trucks, material delivery trucks, watering trucks and pickup trucks shall not be fueled 
on site." 

WRF26. The Commission finds that the diesel fuel proposed for refueling activities meets the 
Regional Policy Plan definition of a Hazardous Material. 

WRF27. The Commission finds that the diesel fuel proposed for refueling activities is not 
required to be offset pursuant to MPS WM1.3 because that fuel currently exists at the Cape Cod 
Aggregates portion of the site. 
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WRF28. The Commission finds the total amount of Hazardous Materials for Turbines 1, 2, and 
5 is 1,494 gallons (1,470 gallons of petroleum-based lubricants, greases and coolants + 24 
gallons of vegetable-oil based transformer fluid). 

WRF29. The Commission finds the total amount of Hazardous Materials requiring offsets for 
Turbine 7 is 483 gallons (475 gallons of petroleum-based lubricants, greases and coolants + 8 
gallons of vegetable-oil based transformer fluid). 

WRF30. The Applicant proposes to generate a total of 520 gallons of waste gear oil and 16 
gallons of waste coolant, or 130 gallons of waste gear oil and 4 gallons of waste coolant per 
turbine. The supplemental application materials dated July 29, 2011 list the "Hazardous Waste 
due to periodic maintenance" as "520 gallons of gear oil every 2-4 years" and "16 gallons of 
coolant every 2-4 years". In the "Hazardous Waste Generation" section of the application 
materials, the Applicant states, "depending on the amount of maintenance performed in a given 
month, the quantity may exceed the limits for a Very Small Quantity Generator." 

WRF31. The Commission fmds the waste gear oil and waste coolant meet the Regional Policy 
Plan definition of Hazardous Waste. 

WRF32. The Commission finds 130 gallons of waste gear oil and 4 gallons of waste coolant per 
turbine exceed a Household Quantity as defined by the Regional Policy Plan. A Household 
Quantity of Hazardous Waste as defined by the RPP is "(c) A quantity of Hazardous Waste 
generated at the Very Small Quantity Generator level as defined in the Massachusetts 
Hazardous Waste Regulations, 310 CMR 30.000 and which is accumulated or stored in 55 
gallons or less at any time on the site. The application materials state the quantity of hazardous · 
waste generation "may exceed the limits for a Very Small Quantity Generator." 

WRF33. The Commission finds that the total amount of Hazardous Waste for Turbines 1, 2 and 
5 is 134 gallons per turbine. The Commission finds that any potential approval of the proposed 
development would require that the waste gear oil and waste coolant be replaced one turbine at 
a time. As a result of this condition, the Commission further finds that the total amount of 
Hazardous Waste required to be offset for Turbines 1, 2 and 5 is 134 gallons. 

WRF34. The Commission finds the total amount of Hazardous Waste for Turbine 7 is 134 
gallons. 

WRF35. The Commission finds the total amount of Hazardous Materials and Hazardous Wastes 
for the four turbines is 2,245 gallons. 

WRF36. The Commission finds that in accordance with Minimum Performance Standards 
WR2.2, WM1.1 and WM1.3, the only way the 2,245 gallons of Hazardous Materials and 
Hazardous Wastes may be allowed to exceed a Household Quantity is to offset the amount the 
development permanently eliminates at another facility, project or site within the same 
Wellhead Protection Area provided adequate documentation is approved by the Commission. 

WRF37. In order to offset the Hazardous Materials and Hazardous Wastes, to meet WMl.l and 
WM1.3, as part of the project's offset proposal, the Applicant proposed to not install a 4,000-
gallon above-ground storage tank (AST) from the Cape Cod Aggregates portion of the site. The 
Commission finds that the Applicant filed its original D Rl application for this development on 
July 2, 2010. Cape Cod Aggregates requested an installation permit from the State Fire 
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Marshall on October 6, 2010. The Commission further finds that no permits for this tank 
existed at the time of the original DR!, nor was this tank in use at the Cape Cod Aggregates site. 
At the time of DR! application, a final permit had not been issued for the tank pending proper 
installation and inspection by the Bourne Fire Department. 

WRF38. The Commission finds that the 4,000-gallon AST being proposed as an offset is not 
being eliminated, as it does not meet the standard. The Commission finds that an applicant 
cannot introduce hazardous materials onto a site for purposes of receiving a credit for its offset. 
The Commission further finds that prior to the original DR! application, the permits and 
permissions for this oil tank did not exist. The Commission finds that the Collins English 
dictionary defines eliminate as "to remove or take out." The Commission concludes that the 
Applicant cannot remove something that did not exist on the site. 

WRF39. The Commission finds that the 4,000-gallon AST being proposed as an offset is not 
being permanently eliminated in that there is no written deed restriction in the record or other 
mechanism which would guarantee in perpetuity that the same hazardous material would not be 
reintroduced into the site at a later date. The Commission finds that the Applicant has not 
provided adequate documentation. 

WRF40. The Commission finds that the 4,000-gallon AST was proposed on the Cape Cod 
Aggregates portion of the site in the Potential Public Water Supply Area and as such would have 
been removed from the same Potential Public Water Supply Area as Turbines 1, 2 and 5. 

WRF41. The Commission finds that the tank was proposed at the Cape Cod Aggregates portion 
of the site. The Commission finds that the Cape Cod Aggregates site is part of the Applicant's 
development site. On their application materials, the Applicant states, "A portion of the site 
contains the ongoing Cape Cod Aggregates gravel operation, which encompasses approximately 
140 acres." Because the proposed tank is located on-site, the proposed offset is not at "another 
facility, project, or site." 

WRF42. The Commission finds that there is not adequate documentation of the proposed 
volume to be eliminated as part of the proposed offset. 

WRF43. The Commission further fmds that the project does not comply with MPS WR2.2, 
WMl.l, and WM1.3 for Turbines 1, 2 and 5 as the project is introducing 1,494 gallons of 
Hazardous Materials and 134 gallons of Hazardous Waste to the site and is offsetting zero (0) 
gallons of Hazardous Materials. 

WRF44. The Commission finds that the Applicant has not proposed any offsets for Turbine 7. 
The Commission finds that the Applicant has not met its burden to show offsets for Turbine 7. 
In a letter dated August 9, 2011 from Attorney Diane Tillotson on behalf of the Applicant, the 
Applicant states "Mr. Ingersoll, on behalf of the Project, has contacted a number of potential 
users of oil in the Zone II Wellhead Protection District in which the proposed Turbine 7 is to be 
located. As a result of these conversations, at least one person has expressed a willingness to 
allow the New Generation Wind project to replace a qualifying oil tank in order to meet the 
Minimum Performance Standards. This individual, however, does not wish his name to be 
released and made part of the public record unless and until New Generation Wind has received 
approvals from the Commission and the Town." The Applicant aclmowledged at the October 27, 
2011 subcommittee meeting that the Commission did not have enough information to make a 
determination on their proposed offset's compliance with the Minimum Performance Standards. 
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The Applicant also expressed no intent to come forward with any additional information at the 
Commission's November 10, 2011 public hearing to show fulfillment of the Commission's offset 
requirements. Therefore, the Commission finds that there is not enough information to 
determine whether the Applicant's proposed offset is to be permanently eliminated at another 
facility, project, or site, whether it was proposed to be removed from the same Wellhead 
Protection Area, nor whether there is adequate documentation of the volume eliminated. 

WRF4S. The Commission finds that the project does not comply with MPS WR2.2, WMl.l and 
WM1.3 for Turbine 7 as the project is introducing 483 gallons of Hazardous Materials and 134 
gallons of Hazardous Waste to the site and is offsetting zero (0) gallons of Hazardous Materials. 

WRF46. The Applicant has requested that the flexibility clause be applied to MPS WR2.2 and 
WM1.1 in that their alternate approach of containment be allowed for spills of hazardous 
materials. The Commission finds that the interests protected by MPS WR2.2 and WMl.l of 
protecting the groundwater and drinking water from contamination by complete avoidance may 
not be achieved by the alternate approach of containment because the risk of contaminants 
going into the water supply are not achieved in that containment is not 100% effective the way 
avoidance is. Limits on Hazardous Materials amounts are viewed as a zero-risk standard for 
protecting drinking -water supplies, in contrast to containment which involves some increased 
level of risk when human error or acts of nature are factored. The Commission finds that no 
procedures or technologies are as protective as a prohibition on the use, treatment, generation, 
handling, storage, or disposal of Hazardous Materials or Hazardous Waste in drinking water 
supply areas as provided for by MPS WR2.2 and WMl.l. 

WRF47. The Applicant proffered the use of the flexibility clause and offered other DRIs as 
precedent for doing so: Barnstable Municipal Airport (DRI/EIR06011), Cape Cod Mall 
(TR9602S), and BJs (TR20031). The Commission finds that these Developments of Regional 
Impact are not probative on this case because the applicable Regional Policy Plan to those DRIs 
were the 1996 and 2002 Regional Policy Plans, which did not contain the protections of Water 
Resources standard WR2.2 and Waste Management standards WMl.l because those standards 
were not contained therein. These newly drafted provisions are first contained in the 2009 RPP 
as additional protection ofthe groundwater and drinking water supplies. As such, WMl.l and 
WR2.2 provide a specific method for allowing additional Hazardous Materials through offsets. 
For this reason, the flexibility clause is not appropriate in this instance. 

WRF48. MPS WM1.4 states that "{dJevelopment and redevelopment in Wellhead Protection 
Areas and Potential Public Water Supply Areas shall prepare a Pollution Prevention and 
Emergency Response plan for both the construction phase and normal operations that 
identifies potential contamination sources, threats of Hazardous Material and Hazardous 
Waste releases to the environment, describes material storage and handling details, 
containment and contingency plans for spill response, and documents regular inspection and 
employee education opportunities." 

WRF49. The Commission finds that in order to be consistent with MPW WM1.4, any potential 
approval of the proposed project requires staff review and approval of the Spill Prevention, 
Control & Countermeasures Plan (SPCCP) and the Fueling Plan in order to ensure compliance 
with MPS WM1.4. 
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HAZARDOUS MATERIALS I WASTES (Cont.) 

WMF1. MPS WM1.5 requires that "[aJny development or redevelopment that uses, handles, 
generates, treats, or stores Hazardous Waste ... "be in compliance with the state's Hazardous 
Waste regulations and specifies the following three items be provided by Applicants to 
demonstrate compliance with this requirement for purposes of Commission review: 

1) notification or registration with the Massachusetts Department of Environmental 
Protection as a generator of Hazardous Waste, 

2) a written plan to manage the Hazardous Waste prior to disposal, 

3) a signed contract with a registered, licensed company to dispose of Hazardous Waste. 

WMF2. The Commission finds that any potential approval of the proposed project shall be 
conditioned to require the Applicant to submit necessary information for staff review and 
approval in order to ensure compliance with MPS WM1.5. 

SOLID WASTE 

SWF1. MPS WM2.1 requires that "[ dJevelopment and redevelopment projects shall address the 
disposal of construction waste ... " and that "a plan shall be provided to demonstrate how the 
applicant proposes to handle solid wastes, construction and demolition waste and recyclable 
materials currently categorized by the [DEP] as a waste ban material." MPS WM2.2 describes 
the requirements of a construction and demolition (C&D) waste management plan. MPS 
WM2.3 requires a post-construction waste and recyclables management plan, and MPS WM2-4 
deals with the management of "significant amounts" of food wastes. 

SWF2. Based on materials submitted for the record, the proposed project would generate solid 
waste from land clearing activities including but not limited to brush, stumps, logs, and chipped 
wood waste. Based on materials submitted for the record, the proposed project would also 
generate other solid waste in the form of used pallets, paper, cardboard, packing materials. 

SWF3. The Commission finds that any potential approval of the proposed project be 
conditioned to require the Applicant to submit a waste management plan for staff review and 
approval in order to ensure compliance with MPS WM2.1, MPS WM2.2, and MPS WM2.3. 

COASTAL RESOURCES 

CRF1. The Commission finds that this issue area of the RPP does not apply to the proposed 
project. 

NATURAL RESOURCES 

NRF1. The Commission finds that the proposed project complies with MPS WETl.l, 1.2, 1.3 and 
1.4, and WPH1.1, 1.4, 1.5, and 1.6. 
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NRF2~ The Commission finds that the proposed project complies with MPS WPH1.2 as the 
clearing of vegetation and alteration of natural topography associated with the project is 
minimized. 

NRF3. The Commission finds that the proposed project complies with MPS WPH1.3 as 
fragmentation of wildlife and plant habitat is minimized to the extent feasible. 

NRF4. The Commission finds that the proposed project complies with MPS OS1.1 as the 
development is clustered away from sensitive resources to the extent feasible. 

NRF5. The Commission finds that the proposed project complies with MPS OS1.2 as the 
development layout preserves existing open space connections in this part of Bournedale. 

NRF6. MPS OS1.3 requires that a project provide permanently protected open space in an 
amount equivalent to twice the total cleared area for projects located in Significant Natural 
Resource Areas (SNRA), or 23 acres for this project. The applicant requested application of BDP 
OS1.10, where the Commission may reduce the open space requirement by 20% if high quality, 
naturally vegetated open space is provided in SNRA contiguous to existing permanently 
protected open space and is made permanently accessible to the public. 
The Commission finds that the open space requirement may be reduced to 184 acres pursuant 
to BDP OS1.10. 

NRF7. The Commission finds that proposed development has been designed to minimize 
impacts to critical wildlife and plant habitat and significant scenic roads and vistas and as such 
is consistent with MPS OS1.4 (Sensitive Natural Resources). 

NRF8. The applicant has offered to permanently protect two parcels; one 9 acres (Parcel 78) 
and the other 12.83 acres (Parcel 20). Both parcels are located within SNRA, including rare 
species habitat and public wellhead protection areas. Parcel 20 is also located within the state­
designated BioMap Core habitat, making it critical for the protection of state-listed endangered 
species, and a conservation priority. Both parcels are located adjacent to existing protected open 
space, and will expand a growing network of protected land in this part of Bournedale. 
Subtracting the area of utility easements from the two parcels brings the area of open space 
proposed to 2046 acres. 

The Commission finds that the proposed 2046 acres of open space complies with OS1.3 with the 
reduction allowed under BDP OS1.10. 

NRF9. The Commission finds that approval of the proposed project would require a condition to 
require permanent protection of Parcels 78 and 20. The applicant has provided a letter 
indicating that the Wildlands Trust is interested in holding a conservation restriction on these 
parcels. 

NRFlO. The Commission finds that approval of the project would require a condition that the 
installation of the retaining wall near turbine #7 occurs from above to ensure compliance with 
OS1.6, which requires development that is adjacent to land held for conservation purposes to be 
configured so as to prevent adverse impacts to these lands. 

NRFn. The Commission finds that the proposed Edgehill Park subdivision Project proposes to 
construct roads on the parcel (Parcel 78) that is proposed as Open' Space for this project. The 
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Commission finds that the proposed subdivision, if approved by the Town of Bourne, shall not 
conflict with the open space requirements of any potential approval of this DRl. 

NRF12. The Commission finds that MPS OS1.S, 1.7, 1.8 and 2.2 do not apply to the proposed 
project. 

TRANSPORTATION 

TF1. MPS TRIA (Standardsfor Driveway Construction) requires that all access and egress 
locations for DRls meet local, county, and/or state and federal access management bylaws, 
technical bulletins, standards, and/or policies for driveway spacing and separation from the 
nearest intersections. The Commission finds the project complies with MPS TR1.4. 

TF2. MPS TRI.S (Route 6 Access/Egress) states that DRls that utilize existing access or egress 
onto limited-access portions of Route 6 provided there is no increase in daily or peak hour 
traffic volumes utilizing those driveways. As the project will generate two vehicle trips per 
turbine per month and therefore no significant increase in either daily or peak hour traffic, the 
Commission finds the project complies with MPS TR1.S. 

TF3. MPS TR1.6 requires new utility service to be placed underground where deemed feasible. 
According to application materials, electrical connections will be via underground electrical 
lines running from the turbines to existing NSTAR electric lines. As such, the Commission finds 
that the project complies with MPS TR1.6. 

TF4. MPS TR 1.8 states "Acceptable sight distance shall be met and maintained at all access 
and/or egress locations for DRls regardless of project traffic generation." Application materials 
and a letter dated May 2, 1011 (from Joel Kubick of Holmes & McGrath, Inc. to Glenn Cannon, 
Director of Technical Services, Cape Cod Commission staff) indicates that the project complies 
with RPP sight distance requirements. As such, the Commission finds that the project complies 
with MPS TRI.8 (Sight-distance Requirements). 

TFS. MPS TR2.9 (Parking Spaces) state the maximum parking allowed for DRls shall be no 
more than the minimum number of spaces required by the town (unless justified by a parking 
analysis accepted by the Commission). The Applicant is proposing to build two parldng spaces 
at the base of each turbine. In written testimony dated July 28, 2011, Coreen Moore, Town 
Planner for the Town of Bourne stated that the "table of requirements for parking does not 
specifically reference parking for wind turbines, but does refer to other uses which shall be 
determined by the Planning Board during site plan review." The Commission finds that any 
approval of the proposed project be conditioned to require the project to have no more than the 
minimum number of parking spaces required by the Town in order to comply with MPS TR2.9. 

TF6. MPS TR3.I states "Regardless of traffic volumes, Level of Service analysis shall be required 
at all access and/or egress points onto the road system for DRls". A June 3, 2011 letter from the 
Applicant requests the use of the flexibility clause. The letter states 'The applicant will not use 
the driveway after construction except as accessfor maintenance of the turbines, an average 
of one maintenance vehicle per turbine per month. If the access/egress is usedfor any other 
purpose at some future time, the applicant agrees to realign the driveway in order to comply 
with construction standards for higher-use access." The Commission finds that the Applicant 
has demonstrated that the project will not generate any significant traffic at the site driveways, 
therefore the Level of Service at the site driveways will not change due to the project. The 
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Commission finds that the Applicant has met its burden of proof in demonstrating that the 
alternative approach is not more detrimental to the protected resource than what would be 
allowed under MPS TR;p and that the use of the flexibility clause in this instance is appropriate 
in meeting this standard. 

TF7. MPS TR3.3 (Traffic Studies) states "DRIs shall provide an appropriate traffic study in 
accordance with the Cape Cod Commission Guidelinesfor Transportation Impact 
Assessment ... " As the project will be generating an insignificant amount of traffic (two trips per 
month per turbine) the Cape Cod Commission finds that the preparation of a traffic study is not 
warranted and that the project complies with MPS TR3.3. 

TFS. The Commission finds that the proposed project complies with MPS TR1.4, 1.5, 1.6, loS, 
2·9, 3.1 and 3.3. 

TF9. The Commission finds that MPS TRO.1, 0.2, 0.3, 04, 0.5, 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.7, 1.9, 2.1, 2.2, 
2.3,24,2.5,2.6,2.7, 2.S, 2.10, 2.11, 2.12, 2.13, 2.14, 3·2, 34, 3·5, 3.6, 3·7, 3.S, 3·9, 3·10, 3·11, 
3.12, 3.13, 3.14, 3.15, and 3.16 do not apply to the proposed project. 

ENERGY 

EF1. The first substantive hearing on this project was held prior to the adoption of the May 
2011 amendments to the 2009 RPP. As such, the Commission finds that the Energy MPS (E1.7, 
loS, 1.9, 1.10 and 1.11) related to Wind Energy Conversion Facilities do not apply to this proposed 
development. The Commission further finds that E1.1-E1.6 also do not apply to the proposed 
development. 

AFFORDABLE HOUSING 

AHF1. The Commission finds that the proposed development is a commercial DRI as it 
proposes the sale of energy. As such, the project falls under the 'Other" category for the purpose 
of the affordable housing mitigation required under MPS AH3.1. The Applicant has provided 
sufficient documentation that the ongoing maintenance and operation of the wind turbines will 
require fewer than the equivalent of three full-time on-site or contracted employees; therefore, 
in accordance with Technical Bulletin #10-001 (Guidelines for Calculation of Mitigation for 
DRls in "Other" Category for Minimum Performance Standard AH3.1), the Commission fmds 
that the Applicant is not required to provide Affordable Housing mitigation under AH3.1. 

AHF2. The Commission finds that MPS AH1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, loS, 1.6, 1.7, loS, 1.9, 1.10, loll, 1.12, 
1.13,1.14,2.1,2.2,2.3,2.4,3.2,3.3,34 and 3.5 do not apply to the proposed project. 

HERITAGE PRESERVATION AND COMMUNITY CHARACTER 

HPCCF1. There are no historic structures located on the project site, nor is the Applicant 
proposing to add, alter or demolish an existing structure. As such, the Commission finds that 
MPS HPCC1.1 (Protection of Historic Structures) is not applicable to the proposed development. 

HPCCF2. Bournedale Village is in the vicinity of the project and includes a small collection 
of historic structures and landscapes related to early development around the herring run. The 
Public Archaeology Laboratory (PAL) preservation consultants identified the village as eligible 
for listing on the National Register of Historic Places during prior inventory work in the area. 
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As such, the Commission finds that Bournedale Village is a cultural landscape (historic 
vernacular landscape), pursuant to MPS HPCC1.2. 

HPCCF3. The Cape Cod Canal is in the vicinity of the project. It is a historically significant 
canal that Massachusetts Historical Commission (MHC) has previously determined eligible for 
listing on the National Register of Historic Places for its role in the maritime history of the 
region, for its three historic bridges, and for its engineering significance. As such, the 
Commission finds the Cape Cod Canal, including the scenic pullouts, the Herring Run 
Recreation Area, the Midway Recreation area and the two bridges, is a cultural landscape 
(historic site) pursuant to MPS HPCC1.2. 

HPCCF4. Based on visual simulations prepared by the Applicant titled "Photosimulations" 
provided by Atlantic Engineering, including "Location "0" - Bourne Bridge Southbound, 
Location "S" - Canal Rest Area - Cape Side, Location "S2" - Canal Rest Area - Cape Side 
(Looking North East), Location "T" - Sagamore Bridge, Location "CCCl" - Army Corps of 
Engineers, Location "CCC3" - Canal Rest Area (Panorama), Location "CCC4" - Canal Rest Area 
(Panorama #2), and Location "S" - Route 6 Rest Area Canal Overlook" proposed turbines #1, 2 
and 7 will be visible from limited areas in Bournedale Village and they will not be visually 
prominent in views from this landscape. Turbines #1, 2 and 7 will be visible from parts of the 
Cape Cod Canal, particularly areas at high elevation. These turbines will not be visually 
prominent from the canal recreation areas because only the upper portions of the turbines will 
be visible above the trees, and their prominence when viewed from the bridges will be limited by 
their distance and by the bridge railing structure. As such, the Commission finds that turbines 
#1, 2 and 7 are located to retain the distinctive qualities of these cultural landscapes and 
maintain their general scale and character-defining features in compliance with MPS HPCC1.2 
(Cultural Landscapes). 

HPCCF5. Proposed turbine #5 is located closer to the Cape Cod Canal than the other 
turbines. Based on the visual simulations prepared by the Applicant titled "Photosimulations" 
provided by Atlantic Engineering, including "Location "0" - Bourne Bridge Southbound, 
Location "S" - Canal Rest Area - Cape Side, Location "S2" - Canal Rest Area - Cape Side 
(Looking North East), Location "T" - Sagamore Bridge, Location "CCC1" - Army Corps of 
Engineers, Location "CCC3" - Canal Rest Area (Panorama), Location "CCC4" - Canal Rest Area 
(Panorama #2), and Location "S" - Route 6 Rest Area Canal Overlook", proposed turbine #5 is 
not expected to have an adverse visual impact from Bournedale Village. Turbine #5 will be 
visible from the portions of the Cape Cod Canal, including the public recreation areas and the 
bridges, however, the Commission finds its location will retain the distinctive qualities of these 
cultural landscapes and maintain their general scale and character-defining features in 
compliance with MPS HPCC1.2 (Cultural Landscapes). 

HPCCF6. In a letter dated May 28, 2010, Massachusetts Historical Commission (MHC) 
identified the project impact areas for wind turbines #1, 5, 6 and 7 as archaeologically sensitive, 
noting that ilie proposed project is located between several core areas of ancient and historic 
period Native American settlements within the Bournedale area. MHC called for an 
archaeological survey to locate and identify any significant archaeological resources that could 
be affected by the project. An Archaeological Survey and Report of the site was conducted by 
Plymouili Archaeological Rediscovery Project, stating that no significant historic or 
archaeological resources were identified within the project area. MHC issued a letter on 
November 15, 2010, stating that no further archaeological investigations were necessary unless 
project plans changed. MHC snbsequently reviewed the revised location of turbine #2 and in a 
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letter dated August 8, 2011, confirmed that no further archaeological survey work was needed. 
The proposed project was reviewed by Massachusetts Historical Commission and determined 
not to impact archaeological resource areas. For these reasons, the Commission finds that the 
proposed project complies with MPS HPCC1.3 {Archaeological Sites}. The Commission further 
fmds that no archaeological sites were located on the project site that were eligible for listing on 
the National Register of Historic Places. 

HPCCF7. The proposed project is located within the Bournedale DCPC, which was 
established in part to protect the rural and scenic character of the area. The project is also 
located adjacent to the Scenic Highway and the Cape Cod Canal Recreation Area. 

HPCCF8. Bournedale Village includes scenic roadways, a collection of historic structures, a 
herring run, and the Army Corps of Engineers Herring Run Recreation area. As such, the 
Commission finds Bournedale Village is a scenic area pursuant to MPS HPCC2.3 (Scenic 
Roadways & Vistas). 

HPCCF9. The Cape Cod Canal includes multiple public recreation areas, scenic pullouts, 
and broad views of the waterway and its bridges. Information from the website of the Army 
Corps of Engineers states the Cape Cod Canal is one of New England's most popular recreational 
areas with over four million people annually visiting the canal for outdoor activities. Multiple 
public recreational areas developed by the Corps provide scenic access to the canal, including 
the Herring Run in Bourne on Route 6 and the Midway Station in Bourne along Sandwich Road. 
Other key viewing areas for the canal include the scenic parking areas along the scenic highway 
in Bournedale, the bridges themselves, and the Sandwich Marina area. As such, the . 
Commission finds the Cape Cod Canal is a scenic area pursuant to MPS HPCC2.3 (Scenic 
Roadways & Vistas). 

HPCCFlO. Based on the visual simulations prepared by the Applicant proposed turbines #1, 
2 and 7 will be visible from limited areas in Bournedale Village and they will not be visually 
prominent. Proposed turbines #1, 2 and 7 will be visible from Canal scenic pull-outs and from 
the Canal bridges, but because of their distance from these locations they will not be visually 
prominent and will not present an adverse visual impact. Therefore, the Commission finds 
turbines # 1, 2 and 7 will not present adverse visual impacts to scenic areas in compliance with 
MPS HPCC2.3 (Scenic Roadways and Vistas). 

HPCCF11. Proposed turbine #5 is located closer to the Cape Cod Canal than the other 
turbines. Based on the visual simulations prepared by the Applicant, proposed turbine #5 is not 
expected to be visible from scenic areas in Bournedale Village. Proposed turbine #5 will be 
visible from the Cape Cod Canal, including portions of the scenic highway, the scenic pull-outs, 

. and the Canal bridges. Turbine #5 will be more visible from the scenic highway and scenic pull­
outs than the other proposed turbines, but its visibility will not present an adverse visual impact 
to scenic areas and as such the Commission finds it complies with MPS HPCC2.3 (Scenic 
Roadways and Vistas). 

HPCCF12. MPS HPCC2.11 requires that "site lighting and exterior building lights in all 
development shall meet the following standards: 

• Employ "shoe-box" type or decorativejixtures, consistent with the architectural theme 
of the development and which are fully shielded. 

• Use a mounting configuration that creates a total cutoff of all light at less than ninety 
{90} degrees from vertical (flood, area, and up-lighting are prohibited). 
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• Provide total cutoff of aI/light at the property lines of the parcel to be developed. 
• Meet a maximum initial horizontalfoot-candle level of not more than B.ofoot-candles, 

as measured directly below the luminaire(s) at grade." 

HPCCF13. According to information submitted by the Applicant, one or more turbines are 
likely to be equipped with top-mounted aviation warning beacons as may be required by the 
Federal Aviation Administration. MPS HPCC2.11 also states in part that "[tlhis Minimum 
Performance Standard shall not apply to aviation warning or marking lights as may be 
required by the Federal Aviation Administration." 

HPCCF14. According to information submitted by the Applicant, exterior lighting would 
consist of single head pole-mounted lights on 16-foot poles by Visionaire Lighting, American 
series. The DRI Application narrative and a schematic drawing indicate these lights will be 
flush mounted to the ground, resulting in an 17 foot, 6 inch maximum mount height. This 
fixture height and configuration is consistent with requirement that fixture height not exceed 
20.0 feet (base + pole + head) per Technical Bulletin 95-001 (as amended 6/ 11/09). 

HPCCF15. The Commission finds that the proposed project complies with MPS HPCC2.11 
and that any approval of the proposed project be conditioned to require staff review and 
approval of proposed lighting including a site visit, to ensure compliance with MPS HPCC2.11 
and Technical Bulletin 95-001. 

HPCCF16. HPCC2.13 (Underground utilities) requires that all utilities for development shall 
be placed underground except where the presence of natural features prevents such placement. 
The Applicant's site plans indicate that all utility lines from the turbines to the proposed 
interconnection locations will be buried underground. The Commission fmds that any approval 
of the proposed project should be conditioned to require the installation of underground utilities 
as shown on the plans submitted to ensure compliance with MPS HPCC2.13. 

HPCCF17. The Commission finds that MPS HPCC1.4, 1.5, 2.1, 2.2, 2-4, 2.5, 2.6, 2.7, 2.8, 2.9, 
2.10, 2.12 and 2.14 do not apply to the proposed project. 

PROBABLE BENEFIT VERSUS PROBABLE DETRIMENT OF PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT 

BDF1. The Commission finds the project's probable benefits include that the project helps meet 
the State mandate for renewable energy, tax benefits to the municipality, that the project could 
be an economic stimulator, the green energy rebate program being offered by the project's 
proponents, the long term evaluation and validation of fitness of purpose that the project would 
provide, the contribution to lessening dependence on fossil fuels , permanent protection of 
approximately 20 acres of open space in a Significant Natural Resources Area as further defined 
in Best Development Practice (BDP) OS1.10, and the contribution this project would provide to 
the grid. 

BDF2. The Commission finds the project's probable detriments include probable negative 
effects on Bourne's water supply, probable diminishment of property values, probable negative 
impacts on the local Native American tribe, the proximity of the proposed project to the nearby 
elementary school, the possibility that this project could detract from tourism, probable health 
effects of the project, the effect of the project on community morale, and the negative effect on 
wildlife, including birds and bats. 
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BDF3. Based on weighing the materials and testimony submitted for the record, the 
Commission finds that the probable benefit from the proposed development is not greater than 
the probable detriment. The Commission finds that the probable negative impacts on the 
residents of Bourne and Cape Cod outweigh the probable economic and energy related benefits 
the proposed project may potentially provide. 

CONCLUSION 

Based on the above Findings, the Commission hereby concludes that: 

1. The proposed development is inconsistent with the 2009 Regional Policy Plan, as 
amended March 2011. 

2. The proposed development is consistent with Bourne's Local Comprehensive Plan. 

3. The proposed development is consistent with Bourne's development bylaws. 

4. The proposed development is consistent with the regulations approved or adopted by 
the Commission pursuant to section 11 of the Cape Cod Commission Act for the 
Bournedale District of Critical Planning Concern. 

5. The probable benefit from the proposed development is not greater than the 
probable detriment of the proposed development. 

The Commission hereby denies without prejudice the proposal of New Generation Wind, LLC to 
construct three 2.5 MW wind turbines and one 2.0 MW wind turbine between Route 25 and 
Route 6 in Bourne, MA, west of the Cape Cod Canal as a Development of Regional Impact 
pursuant to Sections 12 and 13 of the Cape Cod Commission Act, c. 716 of the Acts of 1989, as 
amended. 
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Peter Gr~ape Cod Commission Chair 

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 

Barnstable, ss ~ b tf-<':'-"' tI-: ----,/.{?«<,---, 2012 

Before me, the undersigned notary public personally appeared 

'7 ek R 0etL-ha ~V1 in his capacity as Chairman of the 
Cape Cod Commission, whose name is signed on the preceding document, and such person 
acknowledged to me that he signed such document voluntarily for its stated purpose. The 
identity of such person was proved to me through satisfactory evidence of identification, which 
was LJ photographic identification with signature issued gya federal or state governmental 
agency, Ll oath or affirmation of a credible witness, or [VI personallmowledge of the 
undersigned. 

My Commission Expires: f -Ji!! -/ i 

00 
GAIL P. HANLEY 

Notary Public 
CO_TH OF MASSACltUIIETTI lilt " My Commission Expires ~ Seplember 28, 2018 
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OWNER ASSESSOR BOOKIPAGE I 

PARCEL~FERENCES 

Tudor G. Ingersoll, Trustee of Map 9: Lots 22 & 78 Book 21236, Page 162 (5A) 
Bourndale Real Estate Trust 

Book 10423, Page 246 (60.45A) 

Tudor G. Ingersoll, Trustee of Map 9: Lots 78 .01 & 78.02 Book 10423, Page 246 
Bourndale Real Estate Trust 

Tudor G. Ingersoll, Trustee of Map 10: Lot 9 Book 7808, Page 236 (Approx. 194A) 
Panhandle Trust 

Cape Cod Aggregates Corp. Map 10: Lots 10 & 10.01 Book 9518, Page 210 (126A) 

Map 16: Lots 7,8,9 & 10 Book 13392, Page 246 (57A) 

Book 22533, Page 248 (5.96A) 

Samuel A. Lorusso Map 15: Lots 46-60 Book 14227, Page 190 

I 
Map 16: Lots 2,6,18, 20-27, 42, 44-60, 55.Q], Book 22110, Page 238 
68-75, 78-105 

Olivia Grace LLC Map 16: Lots 28, 29,33,62 Book 22784, Page 237 (Lot II) I 

Book 22229, Page 289 (Lot 29) 

Book 22700, Page 266 (Lot 9) 

I Book21155, Page 308 (Lot 10) 

Tudor G. Ingersoll, Trustee of 36 Map 16: Lot 40 Book 16428, Page 172 
Heatber Hill Road Realty Tr. 

888968 



" 

Lf) ~1tI ant i c • DESIGN ENGINEERS, L.L.C. 
SCALE , " _ <00' 

~ P.O. Box 1051 . Sandwic~. MA 02563 (508) 8e6 - 9282 

*Lu~ 

LEGEND 

<;,,,:,,"" C<:JNlWRS 
lOT Lf<t'S 
l OCllS P<RCD. 
Cl.lAR ZON[ 

"I.ADI:SW!:IJ' 

~OS 

~><ESP , """ >'AIOIlITY ""!OlAf'S 

l ONE • TQ row WEWlII'fS 



New Generation Wind Project 
Materials Submitted for the Record 

ExhibitB 

TABLE 1: Materials Submitted for the Record 
Materials/rom Cape Cod Commissioil .... 
Email from Page Czepiga (PC) to Jolm Lipman (JL), Diane Tillotson (DT) re: 
confinning receipt offee reduction request , please clarify total disturbed area 
Memo from Commission staffto Executive Committee 

. Email from PC to DT, JL re: attached memo to Executive Committee from 
Commission staff regarding fee waiver request 
Email from PC to JL, DT re: cofirming application filing appointment 
Email from PC to JL, DT re: can reschedule for a latei' meeting 
Email fi'om PC to JL, DT re: please confirm today 
Email from PC to Mark Hebb re: filing fee paid and next steps 
Email fi'om PC to Commission Staff re: provide application completeness 
comments 
Email fi'om PC to JL re: confmning receipt of abutters list 
Email from PC to Mark Hebb re: submitting testimony 
Email from PC to JL re: drafting letter regarding application completeness 
Letter from peto JL, DT re: application completeness 
Email from PC to JL, DT re: attached letter: regarding application completeness 
Email from PC to Paul Revere re: forwarded .email 
Email from PC to CM re: attached letter from Paul Revere 
Email fi'om PC to Coreen Moore (CM), Bourne Town Planner re: wanted to make 
town aware of letter 
Email fi'om PC to JL, DT re: attached three public comment letters 
Email from PC to JL, DT re: attached letter fi'om Paul Revere and out of office 
dates 
Email from PC to CMre: want to receive copies of all public comment letters? 
EmaiI froin PC to Jamie Sloniecki re: Executive Committee and New Generation 
Wind project fee waiver 
Email from PC to Jamie Sloniecki re: attached draft minntes from 3114/ 11 
Executive COImnittee meeting 
Email from PC to CM re: attached 3 letters fi'om Trish Pye 
Email from PC to JL, CM re: attached letter from MA Division of Fisheries & 
Wildlife 
Email from Tiuee McIntryre to PC re: add email to notification list 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached letter from Scott MacFaden 
Email fi'om PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached letter from Eric Bibler 
Email fi'om PC to Commission staff re: need application completeness comments 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached information pertaining to CVEC and 
funding of wind projects from Eric Bibler part 1 of 4 
Email fi'om PC to JL, DT, CM re: see above, part 2 of 4 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: see above, part 4 of 4 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: see above, patt 3 of 4 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached letter from Eric Bibler 
Email fi'om PC to Ann Gratis re: thank you 
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Date Sent . .' 

3/8111 

3/8/11 
3/9/11 

3/11111 
3/ 11/11 
3/11/ 11 
3115111 
3/15/11 

3/ 17/11 
3/23/11 
3/2411 1 
3/28/11 · 
3/2811 1 
3/29/11 
3129111 
3129111 

3/30/11 
3/30/11 

3/30/ 11 
3/30/11 

3/30/11 

3/31111 
3/31111 

4/1/11 
417111 
417111 

4113/11 · 
4/14111 

411411 1 
4/14/11 
411411l 
4/ 19111 
4/21111 



Email from PC to commission staff re: application incomplete letter sent 
Email from PC to JL, DT re: attached letter regarding items needed for application 
completeness 
Letter sent from PC to JL, DT, CM re: items needed for application completeness 
tetter from Gail Hanley (Commission Clerk) to JL re: billing information and 
attached public hearing notice 
Hearing notice regarding procedurally opening the DRl hearing period by hearing 
officer to meet statutory timeframes 
Email from PC to JL, DT re: hearing notice (see above) 
Email from PC to subcommittee members re:j)lIblic hearirig date 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached letter regarding application 

. completeness and public hearing information 
Letter from PC to JL, DT, CM, et.a1.re: application completeness and public hearing 
information 
Letter from Gail Hanley to John Lipman re: billing information and attached 
hearing notice . 
Hearing notice regardmg fIrst substantive DRl public hearing 
Email from PC to H. Luecke, P. Revere, C. Senie, E. Bibler, M. Hebb, T. Buerino, 
C: Moore, B. Doyle, M. Donald, M. Relin, J. Sloniecki, L. Manter, Rogers, P. 
Ribnick, S. Bowen, D. O'Connell, L. Green, D. Barth, H. Wysocki, M. O'Connor, 
annchrispic jdadomback captdon40sail, re: attached hearing notice 
National Electric Transmission Congestion Study (December 2009); U.S. 
Deprutment of Energy 
Press Release from.ISO-New England re: 2010 Regional System Plan Details power 
Grid Progress and lnitatives (released October 28,2010) . 
Ann)" Corps of Engineers information on the Cape Cod Canal 
lnventmy of Historic Properties in Bournedale 
Information from MassDOT on Boume ruld Sagamore Bridges 
Acceptance of Bournedale DCPC decision and ordinrulce establishing Boumedale 
DCPC 
Bournedale Overlay District (zoning) 

. Email from PC to Eric Bibler re: applicatim) is complete and public hearing date 
Email from PC to Hendrik Luecke fe : testimony at hearings 
Email from PC to Ann Gratis re: thank you 
Email from Glenn CarulOn to Joel Kubick (Hohnes & McGrath) re: copy regulatmy 
officer on all correspondence 
Email from PC to Roger Hagen re: attached site plans, FTP instructions 
Email from PC to John Baci re: attached sitejl!ruls 
Email from PC to DT re: potential2nn public hearing dates 
Email froin PC to Don MacPhee re: attached minutes from 3/14/11 executive 
committee meeting 
Staff Report for the New Generation Wind Project to be presented at 5/17111 public 
heru'ing 
Email from PC to JL; DT, CM re: attached staff report 
Memo from PC to subcommittee re : attached staff report, electronic copy ofDRI 
application, attached correspondence from local officals, attached public comment 
letters 
Email from PC to DT re: tentative date for second.hearing, extended testimony 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached conmlent letter fr0111 D. MacPhee 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached comment letter from P. Revere 
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4/21 /11 
4/21/11 

4/211ll 
4/25111 

nl a 

4/26111 
4/27/11 
4/28/11 

4/28/11 

4/28/ 11 

nla 
4129/11 

nla 

nla 

nla 
nla 
nla 
nla 

nla 
4/29/1 1 
5/2/11 
5/2111 
5/3/11 

5/4111 
5/4111 
5/4/11 
5/6111 

5/10/11 

5/10/ 11 
5/10/11 

5111/ 11 
5/11111 
5/11/11 



Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached comment letter from D. MacPhee 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached comment letter from D . MacPhee 
Minutes from pro-forma hearing to open the hearing period 
Memo from PC to subcommittee members re: attached public comment letters and 
DRl application 
Email from PC to subcommittee members re: site visit start time 
Email from PC to JL, DT re: site visit start time 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached comment letter from P. Revere 
Email from PC to Peggy Burke re: will provide copies of letter to subcommittee 

. Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached comment letter ii-om D. MacPhee 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached COinment letter from D. MacPhee 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached comment letter from P. Burke 
Email fi'om PC 'to JL, DT, CM re: attached comment letter fi'om P. Revere 
Email fi'om PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached comment letter fi'om G. MacPhee 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached comment letter from D. Keeran 
Email fi'om PC to DT, JL re: 30 minutes for presentation 
Email fi'om PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached comment letter from C. Senie 
Memo from pC to subcommittee members re: attached l'ublic comment letters 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM"!"e: attached comment letter from J. Brennan 
Email fi'om PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached corrected cOllUnent letter from J. 
BrelUlan 
Email fi'om PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached comment letter fi'om M. Hebb 
Email from Andrea Adams to Mike Fletcher re: turbine #7 and offsets 
Copy of presentation given at 5/1 7/ 11 public hearing 
Email from PC to Heather Wysocki re: forwarded question to Jessica Wielgus 
Email from PC to JL re: will call tomorrow 
Email from PC to John BrelUlan re: hand delivered testimony to subcommittee 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached request from C. Senie for extended 
testimony 
Email from PC to Chris Senie re: confuming receipt of request 
Email fi'om PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached letter from W. Nagle 
Email from Nancy Hossfeld to PC re: press release for New Generation 
Email fi'om PC to Gail Larsen re: attached draft minutes from 3/14/11 executive 
cOl11l11ittee meeting 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached request from H. Luecke for extended 
testimony · 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached public comment letters from L. Gelbian 
'(NST AR), M. Geist, C. Senie, and B. Nagle 
Email from PC to .JL, DT, CM re: attached public comment letters fi'om L. Gelbien 
(NSTAR), S. Cote, S. Zeien, M. Giancola, R. Coman, C. Se!ueL and W. Nagle 
Hearing notice for continued pulbic hearing for June 16, 2011 
Memo from PC to subcommittee re: attached information li-OIn the applicant and 
attached public conunent lettersr 
Email from Gail Hanley to Barry Jolmson (Boume Town Clerk) re: attached 
hearing Ilotice for posting 
Email fi'om PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached hearing notice for June 16,2011 bearing 
Email from PC to Eric Bibler re: resubmitting previous testimony 
Email fi'om PC to Liz Argo re: attached informatiou explaining expanded testimony 
process 
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5/11/11 
5/ 11/11 
5/12/11 
5112111 

5/13/11 
5/13/11 
5116/11 
5116/11 
5116/11 
5116111 
5116/11 
5/16/11 
5/16/11 
5/16/11 
5/16111 
5116/11 
5/16/11 
5/17/11 
5117/11 

5117111 
5/17/11 
5117/11 
5118/11 
5118/11 
5119111 
5119111 

5/19111 
5119/11 
5/23/11 
5/24/11 

5/24/11 

5/24/11 

5/24/11 

n/a 
5/25/11 

5/25/11 

5/25/11 . 
5/26/11 
5/31/11 



Email from PC to Robeli McCunney re: clarify if speaking as individual 
Email from PC to JL, CM re: reminder of 14 dayrule 
Email from PC to subcommittee members re: potential hearing dates 
Email from PC to D. Sheadel re: confirming receipt of request, inquuy re: . 
presentation time 
Email from PC to subcommittee members re: potential hearing dates correction 
Email from PC to JL re: provide information today 
Email from PC to C. Senie fe: thank you 
Email from PC to DT, JL re: potential public hearing dates 
Email from PC to DT re: confinning receipt of letter 
Email from PC to subcommittee re: attached letter 1i-om applicant revising site 
plan/ellininatulg 2 turbines 
Memo from PC to SUbCOllllnittee re: attached information from applicant and 
attached (lublic COllllnent letters 
Email from PC to SUbCOllllllittee re: attached email left out ·of packets 
Email from PC to Eve Schluter (Natural Heritage and Endangered Species Program) 
re: attached letter and revised site plan 
Email from PC to: H. Luecke, P. Revere, C. Senie, E. Bibler, M. Hebb, T. Guerulo, 
C. Moore, B. Doyle, M. Donald, M. Relin, J. Sloniecki, L . Manter, Rogers, P. 
Ribnick, S. Bowens, D. O'Connell, L. Green, A. Chrispic, D. Barth, H . Wysocki, M. 
O'COllllOf, D. MacPhee, IDadornbackcre: proposed revisions to site plan/elimination 
ofturbine 
Email from PC to those who requested extended testimony re: attached sheet with 
orderltime allotments for extended testimony 
Memo from PC to subcommittee re: extended testunony order and attached public 
comment letters 
Email from PC to Mark Hebb re: can not open attached petitions and did not receive 
signed peitions 1 
Email from PC to Richard Moore re: confirming receipt 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached public comment letters 1i-om D : Mann, 
R. Spurling, A. Kennedy, R. Conran, D. MacPhee, R. Carlson, R. Moore, M . Hebb 
Email from PC to L. Manter re: confmning receipt of letter 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached letter from L. Manter 
Email from·PC to subcommittee members re: hearing reminder 
Email from Jessica Wielgus (Commission Cmmsel) to majority of CCC members, 
S. Bowen re: communication policy and lecture series invitation 
Email from Jessica Wielgus to S. Bowen re: please provide information to be sent to 
all members 
Email from Jessica Wielgus to S. Bowen re: 20 copies 
Email from PC to Hendrik Luecke re: confn'ming l:eceipt 
Email from PC to Don MacPhee re: can not adjust time frames 
Email from PC to D. Manter re: confirming receipt 
Email from PC to C. Sen ie re: ·confmning receipt. 
Emai l from PC to L. Green re: record is open 
Email from PC to D. MacPhee re: extended testimony order 
Email from PC to L. Green re: can enter CD into record 
Emai l from PC to CCC staff re: information needed to analyze revised proposal for 
consistency with RPP 
Email from PC to H. Luecke re: confnming receipt 
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5/31/11 
5/31111 
6/1111 
611 /11 

6/2/11 
6/2/11 
6/2/11 
6/3/11 
6/3111 
6/311 1 

6/3/11 

6/3/11 
6/3111 

6/9/11 

619/11 

6110/11 

6113 /11 

6113/11 
6113/11 

6113/11 
6113/11 
6113111 
6113/11 

6113/11 

6113111 
6/14/11 
6114/11 
611411 1 
6114/11 
6114111 
6/14/11 
6114111 
6114/11 

6/15/11 



Email from PC to P. Burke re: will forward to subcommittee, no body deliberating 
on WECFMPS 

, Email from PC to D. Manter re: confinning receipt , 

Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached 1 ,t batch of public comment letters 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached 2DD batch of public comment letters 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached 3,a batch of public comment letters 
Email fi'om PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached 4th batch of public comment letters 
Email fi'om PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached 5th batch of public comment letters 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached 6"' batch of public comment letters 
Email fi'om PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached 7"' batch of Eublic comment letters 
Emai l fi'om PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached 8"' batch of public comment letters 
Email fi'om PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached 9"' batch of public comment letters 
Memo from PC to subcommittee re: attached extended testimony orderlteirn 
allotments and copies of presentations and public comment letters 
Email fi'om PC to S. Ratey re: confirming'receipt 
Email from PC toJL, DT re: requesting additional information for revised proposal 
Memo from PC to subcommittee re: attached information fi'om Applicant and 
Ipublic 
Email from PC to C. Pineda re: confll'lning receipt of letter 
Email fi'om PC to P . BllI'ke re: confirming receipt ofletter 
Email fi'om PC to P. BllI'ke re: confirming receipt ofletter 
Email fi'om PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached bound book from C. Seuie presented at 
6116/11 public heai'ing 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached testimony from: C. Pineda, D. MacPhee, 
M. Burke, L. Manter, C. Senie, D. Manter, M. Cool 
Email fi'om Gail Hanley (Commission Clerk) to Bmy Jolmson (Boume Town Clerk) 
re: ]lIease post attached hem'ingnotice 
Hearing notice for July 20, 2011 public hearing 
Einail from PC to M. Bruce re: speaking at Jnly 20, 2011 public heming 
Emailfi'om PC to JeffJolmson re: file review times 
Email fi'om PC to M. Joy re: regulations in effect 
Email from PC to JL re: 14-day rule reminder 
Email fi'om PC to D . MacPhee re: confu'l11ing receipt 
Email from PC to D. Macphee re : confirming receipt 
Email from PC to S. Bowen re: confirming receipt 
Emai l from PC to JL re: confirming receipt 
Letter fi'om PC to M. Gaines re: enclosed audio CDs of minutes 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached public comment letters fi'om M. Joy, and 
2 from D. MacPhee ' 
Email from PC to all CCC members, JL, DT, CM, Paul Niedzwiecki, Ryan 
Christenberry re: attached link to WebEX presentation from June 14,2011 
Email from PC to H. Luecke re: testimony . 
Email fi'om PC to JL re: testimony at next hearing 
Email fi'om PC to CCC staff re: please provide comments 
Email 'from PC to CCC staff re: attached infonl1ation regarding project changes due 
to NSTAR easement 
Email from PC to subcommittee re: checking dates for public hearing 
Email from PC to JL, DT re : confirming receipt ofNSTAR lettedplan revisions and 
requesting revised site plall (showing distance to nearest S(TUcture's), clarification re: 
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6/15/11 

6/15/11 
6/15111 
6/15/11 
6/15111 
6/15/ll 
6/ 15/11 

, 

6/15/11 
6/ 15/11 
6/15/ 11 
6/15/11 
6116/ 11 

6/16/11 
6/16/11 
6/17111 

6/17/11 
6/17/11 
6/17/11 
6/ 17111 

6/17/11 

6/17111 

n/a 
6127/11 
6/27/11 
6/27/11 
6/27/11 
6/27/11 
6/27/ l1 
6/27111 
6129/11 
6129111 
6129/11 

6129/11 

6/29/11 
6/29/11 
7/6/11 
7/6/l1 

7/6/11 
7/6/11 



. ~ .. 

if revised photosimulations depict revised locations of#2 & #4, if not please 
Iprovide revised photosimulations 
Memo from PC to subcommittee members re: attached infonnation from the 
applicant and public comment letters received since 611711 1 
Email from PC to JL, DT re: check dates for another hearing 
Email from PC to K. Owzar re: no GPS coordintes 
Email from Peter Graham to PC re: requesting site plan, additional public conUllent 
letters 
Email fi-om PC to P. Burke re: confnming receipt of letter 
Email from PC to D. MacPhee re: confirming receipt of letter 
Email from PC to JL, .DT re: checking public hearing dates 
Email from PC to DT re: need additional infonnation prior to next hearing,· 
subcommittee determines nl1l11ber of hearings 
Email from PC to CM re: testimony on project's compliance with DCPC, LCP, 
Local Zoning 
Email from PC to subcommittee members re: will be sending public conunent 
letters and explanation of requested material 
Email from PC to S. Riggs re: confrnnil1g receipt of letter 
Email from PC to J. Longo re : confmning receipt of letter 
Email ii'om PC to Commission staff re: elimination of turbine #4 
Email ii'om PC to Email ii'om PC to : H. Luecke, P. Revere, C. Senie, E . Bibler, M. 
Hebb, T. Guerino, C. Mooi'e, B. Doyle, M. Donald, M. Relin, J. Sloniecki, L . . 
Manter, Rogers, P. Ribnick, S. Bowens, D. O'Connell, L. Green, A. Chrispic, D. 
Bru1h, H. Wysocki; M~ O'Connor, D. MacPhee, IDadomback re: elimination of 
turbine #4 
Email from PC to subco1l11l1ittee re: elimination oftnrbine #4 - attached site plan 
and letter from applicant 
Email from PC to DT, JL, CM re: attached public C01l11l1ent letters ii'om M. Cool, P. 
Revere, P. Burke, D . MacPHee, J. Riha, S. Riggs, J. Longo 
Memo from PC to subcommittee re: attached public comment letters ii'om P. Burke, 
D. MacPhee, J. Riha, Fnhaggerty, S. Riggs, J. Longo 
Email from PC to D . MacPhe.e re: confirming receipt 
Email from PC to J. Carlton-Ross re: need lapt9P? 
Email fi-om PC to Liz Argo re: public hearing date and extended testimony 
Email from PC to subcommittee members re: public heru'ing reminder 
Email from PC to HelllY Ohfiim at NST AR re: attached letter from applicant about 
relocatin~ tnrbines to comply with NSTAR setbacks 
Email from PC to J. Cru·lton Foss re: please bring presentation on thumb drive 
Email from PC to C. Senie re: next hearing 
Email from PC to J. Brennan re: testimony 
Email ii'om PC to D. Macphee re: extended testimony 
Email from PC to Larsmac51 re:jJl'oviding testimony 
Email from PC to D.MacPhee re: providing testimony 
Email from PC to J. Bremian re: extended testimony 
Email fi-om. PC to J. Carlton Foss re: providing extended testimony 
Email liOin PC to DT re: plese provide information prior to August 1, 2011 public 
hearing 
Email from PC to D. MacPhee re: confirming receipt 
Email from PC to JL re: providing equipment 
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7/7/11 

7/7/11 
717111 
7/8/11 

7/11/11 
7/11/11 
7/12111 
7/12/11 

7112111 

7/12/ 11 

7/ 14/11 
7/ 14111 
7/14/11 
7/14111 

7114111 

7/15111 

7/15/11 

7/18111 
7118/ 11 
7/18/1 1 
7/18/ 11 
7119/11 

7/19/11 
7/19/11 
7120111 
7120/11 
7120111 
7/20111 
7120111 
7120111 
7120111 

7/20/11 
7120/11 



Email from PC to J. Carlton-Foss re: directions to hearinK 
Email from PC to DT re: items that will be requested at hearing this evening 
Email from Michael Blanton to D. MacPhee re: please fOlward all future 
correspondence to Page Czepiga 
Email from Michael Blanton to PC re: forwarded email from D. MacPhee for 
distribution to subcommittee/proiectfile 
Memo from PC to subcommittee members re: attached public comment letters from 
D. MacPhee (2 letters), S"Harper, D . Manter (two letters), B. Motta, P. Benjamin, 
M. FOltune, S. Daniels, 1. McCaJthl:' 
Email from PC to D. MacPhee re: August public hearing information 
Email from PC to J. Riha re: confirming receipt 
Email from PC to J. Brennan re: next hearing information 
Email from PC to RT, DT, JL re: requesting infOlmation re: cut and fill 
Email from PC to RT, DT, JL re: requesting information re: amount of fuel to be 
used 
Email from PC to CM re: question about parking spaces 
Hearing notice for August 1, 2011 j Jublic hearing 
Email from Gail Hanley to Barry Johnson re: please post attached hearing notice 
Email from PC to J. Carlton-Foss re: will add language, still cmmot hear audio 
Email fronl PC to 1. Green re: confirming receipt 
Email from PC to M. Hebb re: GIS coordinates 
Staff Report to be presented at 8/1111 public hearing 
Email from PC.to subcommittee members re: attached Staff Rep_art 
Email from PC to CM, DT, Kristy Senatori (KS) re: attached staff report, putting 
information in the record about project's compliance with LCP, DCPC, zoning, 
parking spaces 

. Memo ftom PC to subcommittee re: attached powerpoint presentation from J. 
Carlton-Foss, attached testinlony from J. Brennan, 13 letters fi'om concemed 
citizens, attached informaiion/testimony fi'om : M. Fletcher, JI. Riba, 1. Argo, K. 
Runyon, J. Runyon, M. Hebb, P . Benjamin, C. Senie, 1. BaJtlett mld T. Patterson, 
1. Green, M. Curran, P. Burke, D. MacPhee (2 letters), 1. McLea (with attached 
CDs fron, C. Senie (7/20111 submittal) and Lilli Green (Documents Submitted to 
the MA DEPIDPH for Expert Panel on 7/19/1 n 
Memo from PC to DM, DT, JL re: attached CDs: C. Senie's 7120111 submittal and 1 
from Lilli Green (Documents Submitted to the MA DEP/DPH for Expert Panel on 
7/19/11) 
Email from PC to JL, DT re: list of items needed to determine compliance with RPP 
Email fi'om PC to 1. Manter re: confirming receipt 
Email fi'om PC to Gail Lm'sen re: tw'bine manufacturer 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached public comment letters fi'om D. 
MacPhee (two), D. Mmlter with attached 29 letters from concemed citizens, S. 
Harper, B. Motta, P. Benjmuin, M. FOltune; S. Daniels, 1. McCmthy, J. Brannan, 
l3letters from concerned citizens 
Email fi'01u PC to JL, DT, CM J'e: attached public comment letters fi'om M . . 
Fletcher, J. Riha (two), 1. AI'go, K. Runyon, J. Runyon, M. Hebb, P. Benjamin, 1. 
Bartlett; note saying C. Senie' s information sent under separate cover 
Email from PC to JL, DT, CM re: attached public comment letters from 1. Green, 
M. Cunan, P. Burke, D. MacPhee (two), 1. Mclea . 
Email from PC to J. Carlton-Foss re: future contact 
072811 StaffR(:port 
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7120111 
7120111 
7120111 

7120111 

7120111 

7/21111 
7/21/11 
7/21111 
7122111 
7/22/11 

7/25111 
nl a 

7/25111 
7/25/11 
7/25/11 
7127111 
7/28/11 
7/28/11 
7/28/11 

7/28/11 

7/28/11 

7/28/11 
7/28111 
7128/11 
7/28111 

7/28/11 

7/28/ll 

7/28/11 
7/28/11 



Materials from 8/1/11 public heru-ing 
Email from Elizabeth Enos (EE) to Chris Kapsambelis confirming receipt of his 
letter 
Email from EE to Jolm Carlton-Foss re:submission of his cd 
Email from EE to JL with attached letter from CM 
Email from K8 to Dan Webb with attached letter from DW in SUppOlt of project 
Email from lIM to DT re: NHE8P and a NRI 
Email from EE to JCF re: problems with sound on cd submitted 
Memo from lIM to K8 re: supp materials filed 7/29/11 
Bamstable Municipal AirpOit 07 Decision 
Costco Wholesale Membership Club 94 Decision 
Dennis A&P 01 Decision 
Cape Light Commons 01 Decision 
Email from K8 to Kiana Owzar confuming receipt of her email 
Email from EE to Glen Berkowitz 1"e: deadline for closing of the record 
Memo from EE to subcommittee including materials received for the record since 
August 1, 2011 
Email from EE to Coreeu Moore re: next subcommittee meeting 
Materials from 8/ 15/11 subcommittee meeting 
Email from EE to subconunittee and applicant re: scheduling 
Email from EE to subconunittee to Applicant, subcommittee and Coreen Moore re: 
next-suhconullittee meeting 
Email fi-om EE to Don MacPhee re: next subcOJillnittee meeting 
Email from EE to Gail' Larsen-MacPhee re: 9/15 subcommittee meeting 
Email from EE to the subcommittee with attached minutes from 8/ 15 meeting 
Email from EE to DT re: large site plan 
Email from Gail Hanley to Boume Town Clerk with attached meeting notice 
Email from EE to Lisa Booth re: next subcommittee meeting 
Email fi-om EE to snbcommittee and applicrult re: scheduling 
Email from EE to Gail Larsen-MacPhee re: site visit 
Memo from EE to subcommittee including draft set of minutes from 8/15111 
meeting 
Email from 1(8 to DT with attached extension agreement 
Email from EE to subcommittee, CM and applicant reminding them of meeting 
Materials from 9/15/ 11 subcommittee meetinlL 
Email from EE to Don MacPhee re: next meeting 
Email from 1(8 to DT re: letter from IT 
Email fi-om GH to Bourne Town Clerk re: meeting notice 
Email from EE to CM with attached-memo from N8 
Memo from EE to subcommittee with draft minutes fi-om 9115, 811, 7/20 and memo 
fi-om NS to 1(8 re: ED4 _1 
Email from EE to snbconlll1i ttee and applicant re: scheduling 
Materials from 9/29 subcommittee meeting 
Email fi-om EE to Gail Larsen-MacPhee re: next meetinlL 
Email fi-om GH to BOlU"lle Town Clerk with attached meeting notice 
Email from EE to Don MacPhee re: next meeting 
Email from EE to Peggy Burke re: minutes 
Email fi-om EE to Lisa Booth re: next meeting 
Email from 1(8 to DT re: Regulatory Committee members 
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8/1/11 
8/3/1 1 

8/3/11 
8/3/11 
8/3/11 
8/8/11 
8/8/11 
8/9/11 
8/9/11 
8/9/1 1 
8/9/11 
8/9/11 
8/9/11 
8/10/ 11 
8/ 10/ 11 

8/11/11 
8115/11 
8/16/11 
8/22/11 

8/22/11 
8/23/11 
8/23/11 
8/24/11 
8/24/ 11 
9/6/11 
9/6/11 
9/6/11 
9/8/11 

9/ 12/11 
9/13/11 
9/15/11 
9/16/11 
9119/11 
9/20/11 
9/22/11 
9/2311 1 

9/28/ 11 
9/29/11 
9/30/11 
9/30111 
9/30111 
10/3/11 
9/30/11 
10/4/11 



Materials ii-om 10113/11 subcommittee meeting 
Email from EE to Margaret Burke re: minutes 
Email from EE to Gail Larsen-MacPhee re: next meeting 
Email from EE to Mark Hebb re: next meeting 
Email from EE to subcommittee and applicant re: scheduling 
Email from EE to Peggy Burke re: website 
Email from KS to DT with attached extension agreement 
Email.from EE to DT re: minutes 
Email from EE to Heather Wysocki re: last meeting 
Email from EE to subcommittee and applicant confirming meeting 
Email from EE to Don MacPhee re: next meeting 
Email from EE to Lisa Booih re: next meeting 

-Email from GH to Bourne Town Clerk with attached meeting notice 
Email from EE to GailLarsen-MacPhee re: next meetin~ 
Email from EE to Margaret Burke re: next meeting 
Email from EE to Heather Wysocki re: Staff Reports 
Materials from 10120111 subcommitee meeting 
Email from:EE to Margaret Burke with attached minutes from 9/15 and 9/29 
Email from EE to Gail Larsen-MacPhee with attached minutes from 9129 meeting 
Email from EE to Attorney Senie with attached materials submitted by the applicant 
at the 10113 meeting 
Email from EE to Peggy Burke confirming-mimites 
Email from GH to Boume Town Clerk with attached meeting notice 
Email from EE to Clu-is Kapsambelis re: full Commission meeting 
Email from EE to Gail Larsen-MacPhee re:nlinutes 
Email from EE to subcommittee re: scheduling 
Email from EE to Margaret Burke re: minutes 
Email from EE to MaTgaret Burke re: next meeting 
Email from EE to subcommittee remilldingthem of 10/27 meeting 
GIS Maps of2,000 foot radius for Turbine 7 
Materials from 10/27/11 subcommittee meetiilg 
Email from EE to DT with attached minutes from 9129. 
Email from EE to Mark Hebb re: next meeting and bearing 
Email from EE to subcommittee, CM alld DT re: next subcommittee meeting 
Email from EE to DT re: copies of app materials for full Commission 
Email from EE to DT re: materials for Nov _10m hearing 
Email from EE to DT re: clarifying materials needed for Nov 10m hearuIg 
Email from EE to Gail LaTsen-MacPhee re: Nov 10'" hearing 
Email from EE to DT re: public testimony distributed to full Commission 
Email from EE to RT re: materials includinii in mailing 
Email from EE to Heather Wysocki re: 10127 meeting 
Email from EE to CCC members re: receivuIg project file for Nov 10" hearing 
Email from EE to Heather Wysocki re: next meeting 
Email from EE to Gail Larsen MacPhee re: public testimony 
Email from EE to Don MacPhee re: receiQt of bis testimony 
Email from EE to Margaret Burke with attached draft minutes from 10/13 meetuIg -
Email from EE to subcommittee and DTwith attached mintues from 5/17, 6116, and 
10/13 hearinrrs alId meetings -
Email from EE to subcommittee, Applicant alid CM with attached draft decision 
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10113111 
10/12111 
10112/11 
10112/11 
10112/11 
10/12/11 
10112111 
10112111 
10114/11 
10/17/11 
10/18111 
10118/11 
10/18111 
10118111 
10119/11 
10119/11 
10/20111 
10/20111 
10/20/11 
10/20111 

10/20/11 
10/21/11 
10/21111 
10/24/11 
10/24111 
10125/11 
10/25111 
10/26111 
10/26111 
10/27/ 11 
10/28111 
10/28111 
10/28111 
10/28111 
10/28111 
10/28111 
10/28/11 
10/28/11 
10/28111 
10128/11 
10/28111 
10/31 /11 
10/31111 
10/31 /11 

- 10/31111 
10/31/11 

1111/11 



Outline from 11/2/11 subcommittee meeting 
Email from EE to Chris Kapsambelis with attached draft decision 
Email from EE to Peter McPhee with attached draft decision 
Memos to subcomniittee and full Commission for 11/3/11 mailing 
Email correspondence between EE, KS and Joe Longo re: copy of the draft decision 
Email from EE to Eric Bibler with 'attached draft decision 
Email ii-om EE to Cluis Senie re: records request , 

Email from KS to DT with attached Extension Agreement 
Email from EE to Barry Woods with attached draft decision 
Email from Gail Hanley to CCC members and Barry Johnson re: cancellation of 
CCC meeting 
Email from KS to Chris Senie with attached letter from Mass CEC 
Email from EE to Heather Wysocki re: 'cancellat ion of meeting 
Email fi'om KS to Peter McPhee re: cailcellation of nieeting 
Email fi'om correspondence between EE and DT re: copies of all minutes 
Email from EE to Chris Kapsambelis re: cancellation of meeting 
Email 'from EE to Kathy Sherman re: cancellation and testimony 
Email from EE to Gai 1 Larsen-MacPhee re: cancellation of meeting 
Email fi'oin EE to Margaret Burke re: minutes 
Email fi'om EE to Gail Larsen-MacPhee re: CCC members, 
Email fi'om EE to DT reminding her to provide property information 
Email from EE to Margaret Burke re: public hearing 
Email from EE to Lilli Green re: distribution of her email 
Email fi'om KS to DT re: availabil ity to meet 
Email fi'om KS to DT confinnin:g that Jan 5" hearing will be procedural only 
Email from Andrea Adams to KS, EE and Nancy Hossfield witll attached 
[p}"ocedural hearinK notice 
Email fi'om EE to Gail and Don MacPhee re: January 5th CCC meetillK 
Email from EE to Peggy and Ray Burke re: January SID CCC meeting 
Email ,fi'om EE to Gai l Larsen MacPhee re: January Sin CCC meeting 
Email from EE to Paul Revere re: Januruy Sih CCC meeting 
Email correspondence between KS and DT re: Februmy 2na CCC meeting 
Email from EE to Gail Lru'sen-MacPhee re: Feb 2na CCC meeting 
Email from Gail Han ley to Bany Johnson re: hearing notice 
Email fi'om EE to Sheila Bowen re: Feb 2no CCC meeting 
Email from EE to JL re: signs at CCC meeting 
Email from EE to Ted Barten re: update on the project 
Email from EE to Lilli Green confuming receipt of her correspondence 
Email from EE to DT re: site plan used in PowerPoint 
Email fi'om Jessica Wielgus to Greg Sampson re: providing testimony 
Email from Ryrul Cluistenbeny to Eric Bibler confnming receipt of correspondence 
Email from EE to Gai l Larsen-MacPhee re: testimony at hemuig 
Email f1:om EE to Gail Larsen-MacPhee re: testimony at hearulg 
Email from EE to all CCC members with attached materials received since the 
mailulg 
Copy of sign-in sheet from 212112 CCC meeting 
Email from EE to Jerry Ingersoll with att ached sign-in sheet mld copy of letter 
submitted by Attorney Graitno 
Email from KS to Chris Senie confirming receipt of email/attachments 
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1112/11 
1113/11 
1113111 
111311 1 
11/3111 
1113111 
11I7lIl 
1117111 
1117111 
11 /8/11 

11I9/11 
1119111 
11/9111 
11/9111 

11110/11 
11110111 
11110/11 
11114/11 
11115/11 
1211111 

12/12/11 
12/15111 
12122111 
12/28111 
12/28/11 

12/28/11 
12/29/11 

113/12 
114/12 
115/12 
116/12 
119/12 
1112112 
1/24/12 
1/26/12 
1130/12 
113 1/12 
211112 
2/1(12 
2/1112 
211112 
2/1/12 

212112 
2/6112 

2/6112 



Email from EE to Kiana Owzar re: deadline for submittals 
Email £i'om EE to Eric Bibler confirming receipt of letter 
Email from Ryan Cluistenbeny to Eric Bibler re: submissions to CCC members 
Email £i'om EE to Chris Senie confilming receipt of attaciunents 
Email £i'om EE to Hendrik Luecke confirming receipt of letter 
Email from EE to Peggy Burke re: name of speaker at CCC meeting 
Email £i'om ME to Mitchell McClain confinning receipt of letter 
Email from EE to Mitchell McClain confirmingreceiQ! of letter 
Email from EE to Michael Giamo, Esq. confirming receipt of letter 
Email £i'om EE to Peggy Burke confinning receipt of her letter 
Materials from ApplicanC 
Email £i'om DT t6 Gail Coyne I:e: attached fee waiver request 
Email from DT to PC re: revised access roads and disturbed acreage 
Email £i'Olri DT to PC re: below forwarded email from Rich Tabaczynski re: 
disturbed area is 2.8 acres 
Fee Waiver Request Application 
Email from JL to PC re: request for later meeting 
DR! Application for New Generation Wind Project Note: This link downloads a 
793 paRe pdffile . 
Email £i'om JL to PC re: abutters list submitted 
Email £i'om JL to PC re: checking in on staff review 
Email from JL to PC re: thank you 
Letter £i'om DT to PC re: attached supplemental and revised DR! application 
information Note: This link downloads a 483 paJ!e pdffile . 
Email £i'om DT to PC re: below email regarding planning board vote to refer JJroject 
Email from DT to PC re: thanks 
Email from Jerry Ingersoll to PC re: historic oil use 
Letter from Rich Tabaczynski to PC re: attached supplemental and revised DR! 
application information Note: This link downloads a 334 page pdffile 
Email from DT to PC re: understand process 
Email from JL to PC re: thanks 
Email £i'om DT to PC re: availability for 2M public hearing 
Letter from Joel Kubick (Hohnes & McGrath) to GleIm Cannon re: rechecked site . 
distance at CCA driveway on Route 6, complies with RPl' 
Email from JL to PC re: thanks, wi ll get back to you 
Email from DT to PC re: date of second hearing and site visit to Boumedale? 
Enlail from JL to PC re: site visit time works, additional location to visit? 
Email from JL to PC re: site visit 
Email from DT to PC re: available on June. 16 
Email from DT to PC re: attached response to Paul Revere 
Email from DT to PC re: site visit starting point 
Email from JL to PC re: will await confirmation 
Email £i'om DT to PCre:'will make tinIe limit work 
Email from JL to PC re: attached sheet about auditorium equipment 
Email from JL to PC re: potential site visit stops 
Email from DT to PC re: projector available? 

. Email from DT toPC re: thank you 
Email from JL to' PC re: will show up_ at 2 
Memo from Nick Speyer (SourceOne) to PC re: Economic Information about the 
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2/6/12 
217112 
217112 
217112 
217112 
2/8112 
2/9112 
2/9/12 
2/9112 
2/9/12 

Date Received 
317111 
3/8/11 
3/8111 

3/8111 
3/11111 
3/14/11 

3116/11 
3/24/11 
3/30111 
4/12/11 

4/21111 
4/21111 
4122/11 
4/26/11 

4/26/11 
4/28/11 
5/3111 
5/4111 

5110/11 
5110/11 
5110/11 
5/10/11 
5111111 
5113111 
5113/11 
5113/11 
5116/11 
5116/11 
5116111 
5117/11 
5/17/11 
5117111 
5/17/11 



I project 
Scenic & Historical Qualiteis of the Bourendale/Canal Viewshed Area History, 
submitted by hand by Diane Tillotson 
Email from JL to PC re: attached copy of presentation given at 5117/ 11 public 
hearing 
Letter from DT to PC re: applicability of Bourne WECF zoning bylaw 
Email from Robelt McCunney to PC re: requesting additional t ime to present 
information 
Email from JL re: attached email from Doug Sheadel requesting additional time to 
Ipresent testimony 
Email from JL to PC re: will be providing additional information 
Email from JL to PC re: how to provide testimony 
Email from DT to PC re: proposal to eliminate turbines 3 and 6 
Email from JL re: attached presentation from Dr. McCunney 
Email from Doug Sheadel re: 15 minutes for presentation 

. Email fi'om JL re: attached powerpoint from Nick Speyer, attached ISO-New 
England study, attached map showing location of oil tanks and Zone II 
Email from JL re: attached presentation fi'om Doug Sheadel 
Email from JL re: attached revised presentation fi'om Dr. McCurmey 
Email fi'om DT re: attached memo requesting flexability related to transpOltation, 
hazardous wastes/materials 
Email fi'om DT to PC re: dates for another hearing 
Email fi'om DT to PC re: potential hearing date 
Letter from DT to PC re: eliIilinating two turbines from site plan arid enclosed letter 
re: requesting use of flex clause 
Email fi'om JL to PC re: changes in C.Senie's presentation? 
Presentation b}' Robert McCunney at 6/16/11 public hearing 
Presentation by Doug Sheadel at 6/16/ 11 public hearing 
Email from Cal"los V. Pineda re: attached letter to subcommittee re: wind turbine 
industIy trends - project development and tmbine selection 
Email fi'om Jeff Johnson (Holmes & McGrath) re: file review 
Email fi'om JL re: attached A WEA-Can WEA Sound White Paper and attached Red 
Lily Wind Court decision Note: This link dowflZoads a 112 PI< document 
Email fi'om JL re: attached alticle on wind turbine noise and stress responses and 
attached article on wind turbiIles and epilepsy 
Email fi'om JL to PC re: requests for extended testinlOny? 
Email fi'om JL to PC re: table regarding rotational frequencies oftllrbiIles (as they 
relate to epileptic risk) 
Letter fi'om RT re: attached revised photosimulations and Zone ofVisllal Influence 
plan, and information re: open space plan/estimate of disturbed area, Hazardous 
Materials/Waste amounts, estimate of land clearing waste 
Email fi'om Susan Lowder (ADE) to PC re: attached letter regarding NSTAR 
easements and attached plans showing revised location of turbines #2 and #4 
Email fi'om DT to PC re: wi ll check dates with team, need another hearing? 
Emilil from DT to PC re: attached letter explain ing elimination of turbine #4 
Revised photo simulations that depict elimiilation of Tmbines #3, 4, and 6 and the 
relocation of Turbine #2 
Revised site plan that depicts the elimination of Tmbines #3, 4, and 6 and relocation 
of Turbine #2 

. Eniail fi'om JL to PC re: extended testimony? 
" . , .' New Generation Wind Project- resubmittal (TR#IIO06) 
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5/17/11 

5118/ 11 

5/ 19/11 
5/30111 

5/31/11 

6/1/11 
611111 
6/2/11 
6/2/11 
6/2111 
6/2/11 

6/3/11 
6/3/11 
6/3/11 

6/3/11 
6/3111 

. 6/6111 

6/15/ 11 
6116111 
6/16/11 
6/16/11 

6122111 
6/27/11 

6/27/11 

6127111 
6/28111 

7/6/11 

7/6/11 

7/12111 
7/13/11 
7/15111 

7/15111 

7/18/11 



Email from DT to PC re: confinnation of name 
Email from DT to PC re: recalculatulg disturbed area and possible moving turbIne 
#2 closer to pit 
Email fi'OIn DT to PC re: will have information next week 
Email fi'Olll JL to PC re: confmning equipment 
Aerial photos of various turbines showing different setbacks, brief narrative about 
Mass Mattilne turbine submitted byhand from Jerry Ingersoll 
Powerpointpresenation given by applicant at 7/20/ 11 public hearing 
Email from JL to PC r: transpOltation questions 
Email fi'OIn DT to PC re: will call tomorrow. 
Letter from RT including supplemental information 
Revised site plan fi'om RT 
Letter fi'om DT Ul response to Senie Letter 
PowerPoint presentation presented at 8/1 hearing by SourceOne 
Emai l fi'om JL w!Lh' from Nick Speyer in response to Atty Sellie's 6/16 letter and 
iproposed findings dated 7/20 
Correspondence to/fro m MHC submitted by Susan Lowder 
Email fi'om DTwith attached cOITespondence from NHESP approving the revised 
site plan 
Email fi'om JI to EE and RC with attached material fi'om NORDEX: 
Nordex - Noise Reduction 
Nordex - Shadow F licker 
Nordex - Safety Manual 
Email fi'om JI to EE including attached email to Steven Latnat'che, Boume's School 
Superultendent 
Emai I from Carl Ingersoll to EE re: the ilnpacts of the turbines on the neighbors 
ResJ.Jonse letter fi'om MHC 8/8/11 
Email from Brian Madden with attached supplemental NRI Report 
Email from JI to EE and KS with attached commentalY on the Fletchers' recent 
submittals 
Email from DT to KS including supplemental application materials 
1" Extension Agreement 
Email from DT to EE re: scheduling 
Email fi'om DT to KS re: signing an extension agreement 
Email fi'om NS to KS with attached memo re: Ecnomic Development 
Extension Agreement 
Email fi'OIn DT to KS with attached letter authorizing DT to sign on behalf of 
applicant 
Email fi'om DT to KS with attached letter fi'om JI authorizing DT to sign 
Email from DT to EE and KS requesting minutes 
Email from DT to KS with attached materials to subconunittee for meeting 
Email from DT to EE thanking her for draft minutes 
Email fi'om DT to EE re: materials for full Commiss ion 
Emai l from DTto EE re: nlaterials for full Commiss ion and public testimony 
Email fi'om RT to EE re: list of documents for full Commission 
Email from DT to EE with attached suggested edits for the dmft decision and 
minutes 
Email from DT re: extension agreement 
Letter frolll DT to KS requesting cancellation of CCC meeting and extension 
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7/18/11 
7120/11 

7120/11 
7120/11 
7120/11 

7120/11 
7/27111 
7/28/ 11 
7/29/11 
7/29/11 
8/ 1/11 
811/11 
8/2111 

8/3/11 
8/8/1 1 

8/8/11 

8/8/11 

8/9111 
8/9/11 
8/9111 
8/9/ 11 

8/9/11 
8/1 5/11 
917111 
9/13/11 
9/14/11 
9/15/11 
9/16/11 

10112111 
10/ 12/11 
10/13/11 
10/28/11 
10/28/11 
10/28/11 
10128/11 
1112/11 

1117111 
1118/ 11 



':" 

agreement 
Extension Agreement 
Emailed Extension Agreement 
Email from DT to KS reo cancellation of meeting 
Email COlT between DT and EE reo copies of all minutes 
Email from DT to EE reo scheduling of public hearing 
Email from DT to EE reo property information 
Emails with attached letters from DT to EE reo supplemental information 01\ 
Hazardous Materials, Economic Development and benefits/detriments 
Email from Joanne Dolan Ingersoll to EE reo attendance at the public hearing 
Emails from Rich Tabaczynski to EE with attached letters reo shadow flicker and 
acoustical analysis 
Letter via mail and email from Jonathan Klavens to EE with attached letter reo 
zoning 
Letter fi'om DT via mail and email requesting to continue the January 5th hearing 
date and a signed extension agreement 
Email fi'om DT to KS reo confn'mation of hearing date 
Email conespondence between DT and KS reo Februaty 2"" Commission meeting 
Email from JL to EE reo signs at CCC meeting 
Email from JL to EE reo providing materials to CCC members 
Email from JL to EE following UP on previous questions 
Email from Diane Tillotson to KS with attached DEP repOl1 
Email from Diane Tillotson to KS with attached chart and memo summarizing 
changes to the decision that tbe Applicant is requesting be made 
Email from DT to KS, PG, and EE with attached letter asking for Roger Putnam and 
Michael Blanton to be excused from voting 
PowerPoint presentation presented by the appliCatlt at fu ll CCC meeting 
Email from Jeny Ingersoll to EE asking for the name of and testimony submitted by 
the Attorney for Grazing Fields Farm 
Supplemental materials submitted via mail and email by the Applicant reo 
Complaint protocol, email correspondence i;'om Coreen Moore, response to noise 

, corrnnents and Attorney Senie and Attorney Graimo's letters, and pictures of the 
turbines 
Matel'ials from Public Agencies/TolVlIs/SlaleiFederai 
Emai l from Bany Woods (Buzzards Bay Water District Superintendent) to Scott 
Michaud reo indefinitely postponing action on request for PPWSA undesignation 
Referral Form with Special Permit Application 
With attached large scale site plan (TIFF files): 
Sheet 1 
Sheet 2 
Sheet 3 
Sheet 4 
Sheet 5 
Sheet 6 
Sheet 7 
Sheet S 
Sheet 9 
Sheet 10 
Sheet II 
Sheet 12 . 
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11IS/11 
11IS/11 
11 /S/11 
1119111 

11IIS/11 
1211111 

12/16111 

12/16111 
12119/11 

12/19/11 

12/23/11 

113/12 
114/12 

1124/12 
1126/12 
1127112 
1/31112 
211./12 

2/2112 

2/2/12 
2/3112 

2/9/12 

Dale Received 
9/14110 

3/14111 



Sheet 13 
Sheet 14 
Sheet 15 
Sheet 16 
Sheet 17 
Sheet 18 
Sheet 19 
Sheet 20 
Memo from Coreen Moore (CM), BourneTown Planner to PC re: attached 
signatures from town depaltments certifying receipt of New Generation Wind DRl 
Memo from Kathy Peterson (Board of Health Chair) to PC re: Board of Health 
determined reasonable health regulations necessmy for wind turbines 
Email from CM to pC re: is counsel looking at issue? . 

Email fi-olll eM to PC re: will look into issue 
Email from Jason Zimmer (MA Dept. of Fisheries & Wildlife) re: attached letter 
stating Division not opposed to locations of Turbines 1 and 7 
Email from Jamie Sloniecki (Bourne Selectmen) re: attached fee waiver request 

_ from Applicant and attached fee calculation memo from Commission staff, question 
regardingfee waivergrmlted? 
Email fi-olll Jamie Sloll..iecki (Boume Selectmen) re: minutes from 3/14111 
Executive Committee meeting? 
Email fi-om Jamie Sloniecki (Bourne Selectmen) re: thmlk you 
Email from CM to PC re: please forwm-d all public comment letters 
Email from AIm Gratis (Boume Planning Board Administrative Assistant) to PC 
re: attached updated procedural rules 
Email from Ann Gratis to PC re: attached DRl referral form, will send minutes next 
week 
Email from AtUl Gratis to PC re: attached minutes fro m 4/29/11 planning bom-ct 
meeting 
Recording of Town Meeting in Bourne on 5/9111 (Note: Recording 1l0t available 
online) -
Minutes from 8/1811 0 Buzzards Bay Water District Boai-d of COllUllissioner's _ 
Meeting 
Minntes from 9/8/10 Buzzards Bay Water District Board of Commissioner's 
Meeting 
Letter from Correen Moore, Bourne Town Planner re: compliance with Bourne's 
Zoning Bylaw, LCP, and DCPC 
Letter sent via email, fax and mail from EOEEA to CCC in response to draft 
decision 
Corrected letter from EOEEA to CCC in response to draft decision 
Email with attached letter from CM to KS re: comjJl iaIlce with zoning 
Testimony fi-om Bourne Financial Development Corporation in SUppOlt of the 
project submitted at CCC meeting 
Letter from Congress asking for fair and equal consideration to all renewable 
energy projects coming vefore the CCC, submitted at CCC meeting 

- Email from Lee MacEachern with attached letter from MassDEP 
Materials from the Public 
Email from Mark Hebb re: question regarding filing fee paid mld next steps 
Email from Mark Hebb re: submitting testimony 
Email from Paul Revere to PC re: concerns about DRl refeITal process 
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3115/ 11 

3/24/11 

3/29/11 
3/29/11 
3/30111 

3/30/11 

3/30/11 

3/30/11 
3/31111 
4/21111 

4/21111 

4/29/11 

5/9/11 

n/a 

nla 

811/11 

12/22/11 

12/28/11 
2/2112 
2/2112 

2/2112 

2/9112 
Date R eceived 

3/15111 
3/22111 



Email from Paul Revere to PC ni: please forward email 
Email from Pau l Revere to PC re: don't Imow why email bounced back 
Email from Trish Pye re: concerns about project's compliance with Senate Bill NO 
2260 and Senate NO 2245 
Email from Trish Pye re: concerns about high risk of fire associated with wind 
turbines 
Email £i'01n Trish Pye re: attached documentation on adverse health effects of noise 
on human health and the World Health Organizations guidelines for night nosie 
Note: This link downloads a 193 page document 
Email from Eric Bibler re: potential conflict of interest between municipal duties 
and private capacity as wind energy iildustry consultant 
Email from Scott McFaden (Land Protection Specialist, The Wildlands Trust) re: 
attached non-binding letter of intersest re: pontetially holding a permanent 
conservation restriction on 12.83 acres of land owned by Ingersoll family 
Email £i'om Eric Bibler re: wind turbine project £imding £i'om Massachusetts Clean 
Energy Center and Massachuetts Technology Center, part 1 of 4 
Email £i'om Eric Bibler re: see above, part 2 of 4 
Email from Eric Bibler re: see above, Palt 3 of 4 
Email from Eric Bibler re: see above, part 4 of4 
Email from Eric Bibler re: Boume Special Town Meeting alld, warrant by citizen 
Ipetition · 
Email £i'om Eric Bibler re: question about appl ication completeness and public 
hearing information 
Email £i'om MalY O'Connor re: concerns about project 
Email from Helldrik Luecke re: presenting information at heal'ings 
El'l1ail from Hendrik Luecke re: 3-d video models 
Email from Chris Senie re: thank you 
Email £i'om Don MacPhee re: question about 'application fee reduction 
Email £i'om Eric Bibler to re: Bourne and preliminalY plan 
Email from Don MacPhee re: concerns about health hazards £i'om turbine fires 
Email from Attorney Paul Revere re: review NGW proposal concurrent with 
subdivision plan 
Email from Don MacPhee re: link to video (turbine in De1llnark) 
Email £i'om Don MacPhee re: alticie from National Wind watch 
Letter from Barbara Nagle re: concerns abont project with attached newspaper 
articles and letters 
Subdivision Plan for "Edgehill Park" submitted by hand from Attorney Paul Revere 
Letter £i'om Holmes & McGrath (dated March 21, 20 11 ) to Town of Bourne 
PlalU1ing Board re: "Edghill Park" subdivision plan; submitted by hand fro111 
Attorney Paul Revere 
Letter to Cape Cod Commission from Attorney Paul Revere re: cancelling 5/17/1 1 
Ipublic hearing 
Email from Paul Revere re: signed referral form for "Edgehill Park" 
Email from Panl Revere re: referral form and project .segmentation 
Email from Peggy & Ray Burke re: submitting elech'onic information 
Emai l from Don MacPhee re: Europeau Setbacks and attached correspondence and 
additional article 
Email from Don MacPhee re: letter to the editor by JolU1 Brennan 
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3/28/ 11 
3/29/11 
3/29/11 

3/29/11 

3/29/ 11 

3/31/11 

4/5/11 

417111 

417111 
417111 
41711 1 

4/18/11 

4/28/ 11 

4/29/11 
4/29/11 
5/2/11 
5/3111 
5/4/1 1 

SilO/ II 
511 0111 
5/10/ 11 

5/11111 
5/11111 
511 1/11 

5112/11 
5/12111 

5112111 

5112/11 
5/13/11 
5/13111 
5/14/1 1 

5/ 15/11 



Email from Paggy Burke re: podcast on Wind Turbine Noise 
Email from Peggy Burke re: submitted electronically 
Email from Paul Revere re: response to Attorney Tillotson's letter 
Eniail from Don Keeran re: attached comment letter from Association to Preserve 
Cape Cod (APCC) 
Email from Gail MacPhee re: attached letter to the editor by Jolm Brennan 
Email from Chris Senie re: attached comment letter in response to Attorney 
Tillotson's letter 
Email from John Brennan re: attached comment letter and ruiicles 
Email from John Brennan re: attached corrected comment letter and ruticles 
Email from Mark Hebb re: attached article about Neodymium 
Email from Sarah Cote to Greg O'Brien re: share connnents at hearing 
Email from Scott Zeien to Greg O'Brien re: share attached comments at hearing 
Email from Mike Giancola to Greg O'Brien re: share attached comments at hearing 
Letter from Richard Comon re: Commissin mission as it relates to project and 
attached letter from Dave Peterson & Jeny Ingersoll to the citizens of Bourne 
regarding offering payments to those within 2,000 feet oftm·bines 
Letter from Lawrence Gelbien (NSTAR) re: concerns about turbine setbacks to 
NSTAR rights-of-way 
Email from Heather Wysocki re: public hearing sti1l occurring? 
Email from Cluistopher Senie re: attached request for additional time to present 
information 
Email from Walter Nagle re: attached comment letter regarding schools and 
turbines 
Email from Heather Wysocki re: struiing hearing times 
Email from Heather Wysocki re: thank you 
Letter from Maggie Geist and Don Keeran (Association to Preserve Cape Cod) re: 
comments on various aspects of the proj ect 
Letter from Chris Senie to PC re: response to 5/13111 letter from Dioane Tillotson 
regarding apjJlicabilit)' of zonin~ 
Email from Jolul Brennan re: received previously submitted testimony? 
Email from John Brelman re: thank you 
Letter fi·om Lawrence Gelbien (NSTAR) re: concerns about turbine setbacks 
Email from Eric Bibler to PC re: resubmitting previous ftlings 
Letter from Barbara Nagle re: concerns about project proposal and re: enclosed 
letters to state respresenatives alld Bourne's Board of Health 
Email fi·om Gail Larsen re: why did applicant pay reduced ftling fee? 
Email from Hendrik Luecke re: requesting additional tinle to present information 
Letter fi·om Chris Senie re: requesting additional time to present information 
Email fi·om Clu·is Senie re: finalizing powerpoint closer to June 16 
Email from Eric Bibler to PC re: resubmitting additional testinlony and question 
Email from Liz Argo re: requesting information on expanded testimony process 
Email from Paul Revere reo requesting additional time to present information 
Letter from David Mann re: proposed benefits of project 
Email from Liz Argo re: requesting seven minutes 
Email from Hendrik LLiecke re: will fOlward presentation 
Email from Glen Berkowitz re: requesting additional time to present information . 
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5/15111 
5116/11 
5/16/11 
5116/11 

5/16/11 
5/16/U 

5/16/11 
5/16/ 11 
5/17/11 
5/17/11 
5/17/11 
5117/11 
5117111 

5/17/ 11 

5/17111 
5/18/ 11 

5118/11 

5118111 
5/18111 
5118/11 

5/18/ 11 

5119/11 
5/19111 
5119/11 
5/19111 
5/2011 1 

5/21111 
5/23/ 11 . 

5/23/11 
5/2311 1 
5/26/11 
5i31111 
5/31/11 
5/31111 
611111 
611111 
6/2111 



Email from Chris Senie re: attached draft presentation as pdf 6/2/11 
Email from Chris Senie re: attached draft presentation as ppt (see above for 6/2/11 
,presentation) 
Email from Glen Berkowitz re: will send presentation 6/2111 
Email from Don MacPhee re: testimony question 6/4111 
Email from Warren and Regina Spurling re: concerns about project 617111 
Email fi'om Hendrik Luecke re: attached fll'St draft of presentation 6/8/11 
Email from kill Kennedy re: health and safety concems 6/8/11 
Lettei' from Richard W. Comon re: attached Bourne ZBA decision and landscape 6/8/11 
restoration plan for Cape Cod Aggregates 
Email fi'mIl Don MacPhee re: attached letter from Neil Anderson 6111111 
Email from Rick Carlson re: attached letter in support of project 6/11111 
Email from Don MacPhee re: additional time 6/11111 
Email from Hendrik Luecke re: attached presentation 6/12111 
Email fi'om Mark Hebb re: signed petition 4 6113/11 
Email from Mark Hebb re: signed petition 3 6113/11 
Email from Mark Hebb re: attached article: "An III Wind Blows for Denmark's 6113/11 
Green Energy Revolution" 
Email from Mark Hebb re: signed petition 2 6/13111 
Email from Richard Moore re: concerns with New Generation Wind proposal 6113111 
Email from Lydia Manter re: attached letter re: concerns of project 6113111 
Eniail fi'om Sheila Bowen to majority of CCC members re: invitation to attend 6113/11 
lecture series 
Email from Sheila Bowen to majority of CCC members re: how to provide 6113111 · 
information from lecture series 
Email from Sheila Bowen re: will provide info, how many copies? 6113111 
Email from Mark Hebb re: signed petition I 6113/11 
Email from Lydia Manter re: attached five letters 6113/11 
Email fi'om Mark Hebb re: attached repmt about wind turbines in Australia 6113/11 
Email from Mark Hebb re: attached presentation by Kurt Tramposch (presented to 6/ 1311 1 
Boume Board of Health) . 
Emailfrom Lilli Green re: resubmit the CD? 6113 /11 
Email from Douglas Manter re: attached letter re: Native American concerns 6113/11 
Email from Chris Senie re: attached letter resubmitting testimony 6113 /11 
Email fi'om Lydia Manter re: concems about project 6114111 
Email from Don MacPhee re: time to speak? 6114/11 
Email from Lilli Green re: thank YOll 6/14111 
Email from Liz Argo re: dropping off presentation 6114111 
Email fi'om Doug Manter re: confirming recei pt 611411 \ 
Email from Peggy Burke re: concerns about project 6114/11 
Email from Lilli Green re: thank you 6/14111 
Emai l from Peggy Burke re: attached att icle "Wind turbines : will Makara and 611411 1 
Ohat'iu provide evidence of risks to human health" 
Compact Disc entitled "Adverse Health Impacts", fr0111 Lilli Green with the 6114111 
following items: 
Recent Journal Articles: 

'.; ,. , ' 0 ···· "Scientist Challenges the Conventional Wisdom tbat Wbat YOll Can't Hear 
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Won't Hurt You" 
• "Wind-Turbine Noise: What Audiologists Should Know" 
• "Responses of the Ear to Low Frequency Sounds, Infrasound & Wind 

Turbines" 
• "Wind Turbine Noise, Sleep, & Health" 

Reports 
• "The Dean Repo/t: A Noise Impact Assessment of the Waubra Wind 

Farml! 
• "Wind Fatm Noise: 2009 in Review; Resemch, Public Concerns, atld 

Industty Trends" 
• "Noise Radiation from Wind Turbines Installed Neat' Homes: Effects on 

Health" 
• "Simple Guidelines for Siting Wind Turbines to Prevent Health Risks" 
• "Permitting Setbacks for Wind Turbines in Califomia aIld the Blade Throw 

Hazard" 
• "Public Health Impacts of Wind Turbines" 
• "Comments Received by Minnesota Public Utilities Commission: Bent Tree 

Wind Project in Freeborn County" 
• "Some Health Aspects of Wind Driven Industrial Turbines" 
• "Noise Impact Assessment Report: Waubra Wind Fatm" 
• "Noise Radiation from ,Wind Turbines Installed Neat' Homes: Effects on 

Health" 
• "Wind Turbines, Noise, and Health" 

Presentations 
• Mars Hill Wind Turbine Project: Health Effects - Preliminary Findings 
• , Infrasound: Your eats "heat'" it but they don't tell your brain 
• The inaudible noise of wind turbines 

Personal Stories - Fahnouth 
• Barry Funfar 
• Mark Cool 
o Shat'on Eddy 

Personal Stories - Newbutyport 
• Faye Hale 
• Karen Blaustein 
• Nan Cook 
o Patty Spalding 

Personal Stories - global 
o ,"Wind turbines Help Create Energy but also Disturb People's Homes" 
• "Home in a Wind Fa/m: the Wirtz Fatnily StOlY" 
• General Statement by Jane & Julian Davis 
o Life with the DeKalb Turbines (DeKalb, Illinois) 
o "I Experienced Severe Veltigo and my Passenger becatne Nauseous" (New 

York State) ' 
o "One Successfu l Suicicde and one Suicide Attempt" (Ontario) 
o "Invenergy Wind Farm Violates Noise Rule, Ordered to Comply" (Oregon) 
o "Tourist gets Wind Turbine Syndrome from Nearby Turbines" 
o "You're Wondering what it's like Living next to Wind Turbines?" (United 

Kingdom) 
~ ';'Wind Tuibirie Syndrome - Japan" 
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• "Wisconsin, this is Wind Turbine Syndrome!" 
Articles 

• "Are Wind Fanns a Health Risk? US Scientist Identifies'Wind Turbine 
Syndromelll 

• "Mental Health and Wind Turbines" 
• "Residents Sue Wind Companies" 
• "Wind Turbines Causing Health Problems, Some Ont. Residents Say" 
• "Wind Turbines (Minimumbistances from Residential Preimises) Bill" 
o "Wind Energy Industry Acknowledgment of Adverse Health Effects, Part 1: 

Conclusion & Executive Summary" 
o "Wind Turbines Can Cause Adverse Health Effects: N011h American Wind 

Industry" 
Other 

o "Whatcom County's Prefiled Testimony" 
• 711 6/10 letter from Christopher Senie, Esq. 
• Maine Medical Association's List of Approved Resolutions 
• "Transcription of Carl Phillips Testimony before the Wisconsin Public 

Services Commissionll 

• 3112110 letter from Nina Pierpont M.D., Ph. D. 
o "Pierpont to Wellfleet regarding 1.8 MW turbine" 
o Curriculum Vitae, N ina Pierpont 
• 2/10/10 letter from Nina Pierpont M.D., Ph.D. 
• N ina Pierpont's Testimony before the New York State Legislature Energy 

Committee on 3/7/06 
o 3/1711 0 letter from Paul Sieloff 
• "Wind Turbines Produce Major Infrasound. Period . No Question About 

It. II 
• "Wind Energy Indusuy Acknowledgement of Adverse Health Effects - PaI1 

1" 
• "Wind Turbines Can Cause Adverse Health EffeCts : North AmerIcan Wind 

Indusuy" 
o June 2, 2010 letter to John Al,lerbach, Commissioner, Department of Public 

Health 
Additional Resources 

• Links 
o Links to Information in Volume II 

Bound book of information from Chris Senie to be presented at 6116/1 1 public 
hearing re: images for 6116/11 public hearing, DEP noise policy information, papers 
by Dr. Alec Salt, paper entitled "Wind turbine noise and health-related quality of 
life of nearby residents: a cross-sectional study in New Zealand", Aerial photos of 
Hull 1 and Hull 2, information on aerodyman ic amplitude modulation, photos of 
Nordex N-l 00 from brochure/specifications, and 11112/1 0 and 11/22/10 letters to 
Commission 
Email from Chris Senie re: thank you 
Email from Fnhaggerty(at)aol.com re: attached arlile "Bourne Wind Project Kicks 
up More Dust" 
Email from Eric Bibler re: forwarding files 
Email from Eric Bibler re: attached aI1icle "HaI'd Lessons from the Fox Islands 
Wind Proj ect" 
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6/1411 1 

6/14/11 

6/15/ 11 

6/15/ 11 
6/15/1 1 



Email from Eric Bibler re: "COUIt Upholds OKH Historic Commissin's 
Detelmination that Wind Turbine 'Not Appropriate' for Historic District in 
Bm'nstable" 
Email from Eric Bibler re: Presentation from John Droz 
Email from Eric Bibler re: attached McCann Appraisal testimony re : setbacks and 
property values 
Email from Eric Bibler re: attached Wind Turbine Impact Study (real 
estatelproperty values) by Appraisal Group One 
Email from Eric Bibler re: attached NPS study: "Moderate Noise Can Have Major 
Impacts on Animals", NPS: Explore Natural SoundslWho We are, article: "The 
costs of chmnic noise exposure for terrestrial organisms"; alticle: "The 'How To' 
Gnide to Siting Wind Turbines To Prevent Health Risks from Sound", mticle: "Why 
Noise Criteria ai'e Necessaty for Proper Siting of Wind Turbines", atticle: "How 
Loud is too Loud?", DRAFT Map: "Land-Based Wind Energy Placement 
Considerations for the Lower-Cape", a!ld Vestas Information: "General 
Specification, V82-1.65 MW MK II" 
Email from Eric Bibler re: mticle: "Wind-Turbine Noise: What Audiologists Should 
Know", Testimouy from M.A. Swinbacks re: setbacks mId noise, Affadavit of 
Michael A . Nissenbaum on health effects ofturbines, powerpoint presentation: 
"Mars Hill Wind Turbine Project Health Effects - preliminary findings''' , alticle: 
"The Brewing Tempest Over Wind Power", mticle: "The Wat· of Winds", press 
release: "Wind Turbines Can Cause Adv!,rse Health Effects: North American Wind 
Industry" and attached report: "An Analysis of-the American/Canadian Wind 
Energy Association sponsored 'Wind Turbine Sound and Health Effects, An Expelt 
Panel Review, Deceniber 2009'" 
Email from Eric Bibler re: attached 1217110 letter from Barry Funfar, 7/2110 letter 
ii-om Christy Capone, PhD, 11117110 email from Bany' Funfm' 
Email from Eric Bibler re: article: "Wind Power Won't Cool Down the Planet", 
mticle: "An III Wind Blowing?"·, article: "Cost and Quantity of Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions Avoided by Wind Generation" 
Email £i'om Eric Bibler re: mticle/study: "Do Wind Projects Adversely Affect 
Proximate Residential Property Values?" 

. Email from Eric Bibler re: .attached "Critique of 'The Impact of Wind Power 
Projects on Residential Propelty Values in the United States: A Multi-Site Hedonic 
Analysis"' , letter: "Hedonic analysis ofthe impact of wind power on residential 
propelty values in the U.S.", atticle: "Wind Fanns, Residential Propelty Values, and 
Rubber Rulers", article: "Loss of Value to Real Property Due the Erection of Wind 
Turbines", miicle: "Hammond Panel Adopts Home Guarantee" 
Email £i'om Eric Bibler re: attached McCann Appraisalfreal estate impact evaluation 
Email £i'om Eric Bibler re: U.S . Fish & Wildlife Service Press Release: "Service 
Trmlsmits Wind Turbine Guideline AdvisOlY Committee Recommendations to 
Interior Secreta!y" and attached recommendations 
Email £i'om Eric Bibler re: attached article: "Looking for Wind Industry Leadership 
in Reducing Noise Impacts" 
Email from Eric Bibler re: attached email entitled "Federal Judge halts Greenbrier 
wind project", attached ruling & memorandum opinion: "Animal Welfare Institute 
et, aI., v. Beech Ridge Energy LLC" 
Email from Eric Bibler re: attached letter from AG Richard Bluementhal 
Email from Eric Bibler re: attached Vestas Letter and attached "Appendix 0 -
Operation & Maintenance Plan" 
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6/15111 

6115111 
6115/11 

6/15/11 

6/15/11 

. 611 5/11 

6/15/11 

6/15/11 

6115111 

611 5/11 

6/15/11 
6/15/ 11 

6/15/11 . 
6/15111 

6115/11 
6/15/11 



Email from Glen Berkowitz re: powerpoint questions 
Email from Peggy Burke re: concerns about noise and pressure 
Email from Peggy Burke re: attached testimony from Sue Hobrut 
Email from Andrea Ratey re: concerns about project noise/sound 
Email from Glen Berkowitz re: presentation coming shOltly 
Presentation by Christopher Senie at 6/16/11 public hearing . 
Bound book of information referenced by Christopher Senie at 6/ 16111 public 
hearing 
Additional letter from Cluistopher Senie referenced at 6116/11 public hearing re: 
local zoning and the proposed pro ject 
Presentation by Hendrik Luecke at 6/16111 public hearing 
Presentation by Liz Argo at 6/16/11 public hearing 
Presentation by Glen Berkowitz at 6116/11 public hearing 

. Information presented by Don MacPhee at 6/ 16/ 11 public hearing re: scale, NJ 
turbine fires, European Setbacks, letter from Neil Anderson, article: "Wind Turbine 
Safety Questioned" . . . 
Testimony presented by Margaret Burke at 6116/ 11 public hearing re: shadow 
flicker and pressure build up 
Testimony presented by Lydia Manter at 6/16/11 public hearing re: concems about 

I proposed project's impacts on Sacrifice Rock - sacred Wampanoag site 
Email from Douglas Manter re: attached article: "Wind Power capacity 
compromised in Texas, rollinK bkackouts as Mexico supplies some back up" 
Email from Peggy Burke re: please confirm receipt 
Email from Mark Cool re: attached public statement re: personal experience with 
Falmouth turbine, Air Flow Behind Wind Turbines, Industy Turbines Wake 
Separation, wind Turbine Induced Cl imate Change and references 
Email from Peggy Burke re: please confu"Ol receipt 
Email from Matthew Bruce re: spealdng at 7/20/11 hearing 

. Email from Sheila Bowen re: linle to WebEx presentation 
Email from Michelle Joy re: concems about project 
Email from Don MacPhee re: link to letters about turbines 
Email from Don MacPhee re: Snopes StOlY about turbines 
Email from Hendrik Luecke re: possibility of extended testimony? 
Email from Lilli Green re: question about submitting information 
Email from Mark Cool re: references for infonnation on low frequency/inli-asound 
Email from Lilli Green re: question about sUbmitting documents 
Email from Paul Revere re: need for revised data, regulatory concems 
Email from Kiaim Owzar re: GPS information for project? 
Email from Peggy Burke re: attaclIed letter to C. Coffin, Health Agenet, Town of 
Boume re: concerns about health effects of turbines 
Email from Don MacPhee re: concerns about noise from turbines 
Letter from Jo1m Riha re: attached iJlfonnation peltaining to shadow flicker & 
epileptic seizures, siting of sowld level moniotoir near construction site, concerns 
about fire, toxic fues, shadow flicker, close proximity to existing gas lines, concem s 
about proposed turbine type 
Email from John Riha re: correction to materials previously mailed 
Email from Fnhaggerty(at)aol.com re: article about concerns with Falmouth turbine 
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6/15/ 11 
6115/11 
6/1511 1 
6115111 
6/16/ 11 
6116/11 
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6/16111 

6/16/11 
6/16/11 
6/16/11 
6/16/11 

6116/11 

6/16/ 11 

6/16/11 

6/16/11 
6/ 16111 

6/16111 
6/21/ 11 
6/22/11 
6/23/11 

· 6/24/11 
6/26/11 
6/28/11 
7/1/11 
7/2/11 
7/5/11 
7/6/11 
717111 
7/8/11 

7/9/11 
7/11/11 

7/11111 
7/12111 



Email from Sallie Riggs to PC i'e: two attached statements in support of the project 
(one a statement from the BFDC) 
Email from Joe Longo re: project has overall net benefit, applicant listened to 
concerns of neighbors 
Email from Don MacPhee re: stories from Fahnouth 
Letter from Douglas Manter re: attached 29 letters from concerned citizens 
Email from Sharon Harper·re: attached letter about ·concems with project 

Email from Liz Argo re: slide presentation tomorrow? 
Email from Liz Argo re: thanks . 
Email from John Carlton-Foss re: will need powerpoint set-up 
Email from Barry Motta re: support wind energy 
Email from Don MacPhee to Micahel Blanton 
EmailfromPhii Benjamin re: attached letter in SUppOlt ofproject 
Email from Chris Senie re: hearing going to be rescheduled? 
Email from Don MacPhee re: additional time to present fire information? 
Email from Larsmac51 re: providing testimony at hearing 
Email from Vern Oheim (NSTAR) to PC re: will route information 
Email from John Brennan re: requested additional time 
Email from Don MacPhee re: Camaval engine room fires 
Email from Mike Fortune re: concerns with project 
Email from Susan Daniels re: attached comment letter re: project concerns 

Email fi'Olll Lisa McCarthy re: attached letter from Samantha Woods 
Email from John Brennan re: suggestions? 
Email from Don MacPhee re: desires additional time 
Email from Jolm Brennan re: additional hearing in august? 
Email from Jolm Carlton-Foss re: hearing infol1llation 
PowerPoint presenation presented by Jolm Carlton-Foss, S.M., Ph.D at 7/20/11 
Ipublic hearingNote: Associated video clips are not available online 
Narrative of extended testimony given by John Brennan at 7120/11 public hearing 
Thirteen Letters signed by various members of the pnblic urging rejection ofthe 
Iproject 
Letter from Mike Fletcher (of Grazing Fields Farm) re: concerns about the potential 
effects ofthe turbines and convelting to propane 
Newspaper Article "Rare Earths: Elemental Needs a/the Clean-Energy Economy" 
submitted by hand from Jolm Riha 
Letter from Liz Argo re: the following attachments : pitch regulated turbine 
installations with neighbors less than 1500 ft, "Stall-regulated vs pitch-regulated 
turbine technologies and their relative sound dynamics", visual representations of 
the surronnding ·area and DVD (video of panelists from June 28, 2011 ClWIN 
Forum entitled "Another Side of the Wind Story" and v ideo of interviews of people 
who live near turbines) Note: DVDs not available online · 
Testimony from Karen Runyon presented at 7/20/1 1 public hearing 
Testimony from Justin Runyon presented at 7/20111 public heariJ.ig 
Testimony from Mark Hebb presented at 7/20/11 public hearing 
Testllllony presented 011 behalf of Philip Benjamin at 7/20111 public hearing 
Letter from Clu'istopher Senie with attached proposed findings and list of attached 
studies: Note: Betow material was originally ;'ubmitted via USB drive 
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7/13/11 

7/17/11 
7/18111 
7/18/11 
7/18/11 
7/18111 
7118/11 
7/19111 
7/19/11 
7/19111 
7119/11 
7119/11 
7/19/11 
7119111 
7119111 
7120111 
7120111 
7120111 

7/20/11 
7120111 
7120111 
7120111 
7120111 
7/20/11 

7120111 
7120111 

7120111 

7120111 

7/20/11 

7120111 
7120111 
7/20111 
7120111 
7/20/11 



The following studies: 
• "Noise From Wind Farms" - Sadberge Parish Council 
• "Probable Cause of Aerodynamic Modulation" - Sadberge Parish 
• "Wind Turbine Noise, An Independent Assessment" - Stephen Ambrose 

and Robert Rand, September 10, 2010 
• Depaliment for Business Enterprise and Regulatory Refonn, "Research into 

Aerodynamic Modulation of Wind Turbine Noise" - Univeristy of Salford 
(UK) July 2007 

o "The Management of Low Frequency Noise at ThTee UK Wind Farms", 
Depariment of Trade and Industry (DTI) Summary, 2006 

• NOISE-CON 2007 - "Communicating the Noise Effects of Wind Farms to 
Stakeholders", Oct. 22-24, 2007 

• Acoustic Ecology Institue Special Repoli: "Wind Energy Noise Impacts", 
1111712009 

o Dr. Christopher Hanning "Sleep Disturbance and Wind Turbines Noise", 
June 2009 

o A Problem With Wind Power, Eric Rosenbloom 
o Noise annoyance from wind turbines: a review, Swedish Environmental 

Protection Agency, 08/2003 
• Acoustic Study of the Up-Island School District Wind Turbine (West 

TisbUly, Maltha's Vineyard), December 2009 
o Wind Farm Noise and Regulations in the Eastern United States, Soysal and 

Soysal, September 2007 
• Perception and annoyance due to wind turbine .noise - a dose-response 

relationship, E. Pedersen and K. Persson Waye, 2004 
• Wind Turbine Noise: What Audiologists Shonld Know, J. Punch, R. James 

and D. Pabst, July/August 2010 Audiology Today . 
• Amplitude Modulation of Wind Turbine Noise: A Review of the Evidence, 

Dick Bowdler . 
• An Analysis ofthe Epidemiology and Related Evidence on the Health 

Effects of Wind Turbines on Local Residents, Carl V. Phillips, July 3, 2010 
• Wind turbines -low level noise sources interfering with restoration, E. 

Pedersen and K. Persson Waye, 2008 
• Perspectives on Wind Turbine Noise, Frits van den Berg, Summer 2009 
• Town of Rensselaerville, NY, Wind Power Committee Recommendations 

Report for Industrial Wind Power, July 2010 
• Wind Energy Indusuy Acknowledgement of Adverse Health, Effects, The 

Society for Wind Vigilance, Janualy 2010 
". Wind Turbine Sowld and Health Effects: An Expert Panel Review, 

December 2009 
• FOlllth International Meeting on Wind Tmbine Noise, Rome and Italy: 

. Responses of the Inner Ear to Infrasound, Alec N. Salt arId Jeffery T 
LichtenJIan, 12-14 April 2011 

• Fourth International Meeting on Wind Turbine Noise, Rome and Italy: 
Selection of Outcome measures in assessing sleep disturbance fi'OJn wind 
tnrbine noise, Christopher Hanning and Michael Nissenbaum, April 12-14·, 
2011 

• Wind Turbine Noise: Why Accurate Predictions and Measurements Matter, 
Robert Thorne and Daniel Shepherd, November, 2011 
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• Wind Turbine Noise, John Harrison - Queen's University 
• Wind Turbine Noise - Clues to the MystelY of Why People are Hurting, 

William K.G. Palmer, May 2011 
• Lessons Learned Regarding Wind Turbines and Noise - with Impact on 

Health and Annoyance 4th International Wind Turbine No ise Conference­
Rome, Italy April 2011 and Acoustical Society of America - 161st Meeting 
- Seattle, WA May 2011, William K.G. Palmer, May 2011 

• Third Internationa l Meeting On Wind Turbine Noise Aalborg DelUnark, A 
New Explanation for Wind Turbine Whoosh - Wind Shear. William K.G. 
Palmer, 17 - 19 June 2009 

• Properly Interpreting the Epidemiologic Evidence About the Health Effects 
ofIndustrial Wind Turbines on Nearby Residents, Carl V. Phillips 

o Responses of the ear to low frequency sounds, infrasound and wind 
turbines, Alec N. Salt', Timothy E. Hullar, June 2010. 

o Tnfrasound: Your Ears "Hear" It But They Don't Tell Your Brain, A lec N. 
Salt, PH.D. 

• Fourth International Meeting On Wind Turbine Noise, Wind Turbine Noise 
and Health Related Quality of Life of Nearby Residents: a Cross-Sectioual 
Study in New Zealand, Daniel Shepherd, David McBride, David Welch, 
Kim N . Dirks and Erin M. Hill, April 2011 

• Waubra Foundation Presentation, Dr Sarah Laurie BMBS', June 2011 
o Wind and Turbine Syndrome and the .Brain, Nina Pierpont, MD, PhD, 

November, 2010 
• Problems With Noise Numbers from Wind Farms, Dr. Bob Thorne, October 

2010. ' . 

o Public Health Impacts of Wind Turbines, Minnesota Depaltment of Health, 
May 2009 

DPU regulations referenced in the Bourne Zoning By-law 
TJu'ee presentations by individuals hired by his clients: 

• Noise Control Engineering critique of New Generation 
o Richard Horonjeff's (consultant in acoustics and noise control) critique 

of New Generation Wind Project's noise study 
• Presentation by David Pressman of Energy Venture Analysis 

Powerpoint presentation given by Chris Senie on June 16, 20 II 
Article by Pedersen forwarded into the record by Jolm Lipman 
Spread sheet comparing Cape area turbines 
Memo on "Pitch to Feather" turbine controls to Cluis Senie from Robert W. Rand 
Memo to Chris Senie from staff on "Pitch to Feather" controls 
Binder of information (studies, alticles, misc) originally submitted 'into a previous 
record on June 14, 2011 in three palts : 

• Palt 1 
• PaJt2 
o Part 3 

Email from Lucy Bartlett and Tod Patterson re: attached letter in suppolt of the 
project so fight climate change and 2"d attached letter from someone who works 
approximately 300 feet from Falmouth turbine and don 't notice substantial impacts 
Letter from Philip Benjamin re: turbines complementary use of woodlands 
Emailfrom Don MacPhee re: question about next hearing 
Email from John Riha re: attached amended testimony, question about maJlufacturer 
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., . 

of turbine and use ofNeodyminium 
Email from John Riha re: thank you 

Email fro m Lilli Green re: attached article: "Properly Interpreting the 
Epidemiologic Evidence about the Health Effects ofIndustrial Wind Turbines on 
Nearby Residents" and attached CV of the author, Carl Phillips, PhD 
CD entitled: Documents submitted to MA DEP and DPH for Expelt Panel 7/19/11 , 
submitted by hand from Lilli Green Note: CD material not available on website 
CD entit led: Video from Lee County, IL; Life with Wind Turbines, submitted by 
hand from Lilli Green Note: CD material not available on website 
CD entitled: ABC TV program, Australia, The Stepnell"Family, submitted by hand 
from Lilli Green Note: CD material not available on website 
Email from Melanie CUl1'an reo attached testimony presented at 7/20/11 hearing 
Email from Peggy Burke reo attached testimony presented at 7/20/11 hearing 
Email from Don MacPhee reo attached testimony from Neil Andersen 

Email from Lisa Cubellis reo concems about health effects of turbines 
Email from John Carlton-foss re: will be back Tuesday 

Email from Mark Hebb reo GPS coord inates for turbines? 
Email from Don MacPhee reo attached alticle abou(.toxic process for mining rare 
earth elements for turbines 
Letter from Barbara Nagle reo attached testimony presented at 7/2011 1 hearing 

Email from Lydia Manter reo attached Cohassett Planning Board minutes re: 
cOlll]Jlaings about Hull 11 turbine 
Email from Gail Larsen reo mannfacture of turbines? 

Letter from Bertrand Chapman Re: rejecting project 
Letter from Eva Borsody Das re:positive experience living next to turbine 

Letter from Douglas Manter to Senator Murray 
Pictures and Info on Grazing Fields ·Fanll submitted by the Fletcher Family 

Letter from M. Hebb reo DT's comnlents about freeze zoning 
Letter from Lucy Bartlett in SUppOlt of the project 

Letter from Tod Patterson in support ofthe project 
Article titled "Low-frequency Noise From Large Wind Turbines" 

Letter from Margaret Burke against the project 
Article titled "T. Boone's Windy Misadventure and the Global Backlash Against. 
Wind Enel'gy" 
"T. Boone's Windy Misadventure" submitted by another member of the public 

Letter from Kathy Fletcher of Grazing Fields Farm reo offset tanks 
Letter from Grazing Fields Farm in opposition to the project 

Letter from Al Boswortll reo concems willi tui·bine #5 
22 copies of a letter stating reasons to reject the project signed by 22 members of 
ti,e public 
Letter liOlll Clu·is Kapsambelis re: SourceOne Memo of 5116/11 
Letter from Gail Larson-MacPhee in opposition to the project 
Email from Arm Kennedy reo her concen)s about the project 

Letter from ti,e Fletchers (Grazing Fields Farm) re : siting of turbine 7 and the 
historic significance of the propelty 
Letter from Daniel Webb in support of the project 
Email u·om Jolm Carlton-Foss to KS reo video presentation 
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7/26/11 
7/26/11 
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7/26/11 
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7127/11 
7/29/11 
811/11 
811/11 
811111 
811/11 
81111 1 
811111 
8/1111 
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811/11 
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811111 
811111 
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8/2/11 
8/2/11 
8/3111 
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Email from Richard Conrad to KS re: CCC mission statement aod rejecting the ' 
project 
Email from Margaret Burke to EE re: reasons not to use flexibility clause with 
respect to hazardous materials 
Email from Ellen Moore to KS re: hannful impacts of wind tmbines 
Email and letter from Chris Senie to KS including: (I) a 9 page letter to the 
subcommittee, (2) an article on Extreme Wind Shear, and (3) flllther comments 
fi'om Acoustical Engineer Richard Horonjeff on the Atlantic acoustical analysis of 
the project 
Attached Solar Panel Array from WateJman Design Associates, Inc. (8/ 1/11) 
Email from Dorothy Desisto with attached testimony fi'om 7/20 hearillg against the 
jJl'oject 
Email from John Brennan with attached testimony from 8/ 1 hearing against the 
project 
Email with attached letter from Kristen Brennan to EE re: responsible siting of wind 
turbines 
Email from Jolm B. to EE with attached repOlt titled "Overview ofIssues Related to 
Bats and Wind Energy" 
Email from Margaret Burke to EE with attached article that addresses infrasound 
and low frequency sound exposure as it relates to humans and animals 
Email from Andrew Hastings-Black to EE with attached letter fi'om Second Wind 
Email fi'om Mary Ellen Small to EE re: negative impacts of project on Real Estate 
in B'oume 
Email fi'om John Berestecky to EE in opposition to the project 
Email from Hendrik Luecke with attached additional testimony against the project 
and a lawsuit from Citizens of the Town of Vinalhaven again'st Maine DEP 
Email fi'om Don MacPhee to EE with' attached article related to the adverse health 
effects of low frequency noise 
Email from Mmy Ellen Small to KS re: negative impacts of project on Real Estate 
in Boume 
Email from Don MacPhee to EE in opposition to the project 
Email fi'om Mm'garet I-layes to EE in opposition to tile project 
Email from Eric Bibler to KS re: ATI Environmental Law Center vs. State of 
Colorado (Note: Videos not available on CCC website, to view go to website listed 
in email) . 
Email from Eric Bibler to Paul Chesser of ATI requesting material on the lawsuit 
initiated by A TI 
Email from Elizabeth O'Connor to EE in opposition to the project 
Email fi'om Eric Bibler to KS that includes materials fi'om ATI for consideration in 
the benefits/detriments analysis 
Email from Kiana Owzar to KS and EE including testimony against the project and 
a peer-reviewed publication on low frequency 'noise and industrial turbines 
Letter from Melvin Petei' Holmes addressed to Peter Grallam in oppositioil to the 
Iproject . 
Email from Kathy Sherman to KS with attached letter in opposition to the project 
Email between Glen Berkowitz and EE with attached letter in SUppOlt of project 
Email from John Carlton-Foss to EE regarding video presentation at last hearing 
Letter and photograph from Grazing Fields Farm 
Email Ii-om Gail Larsen-MacPhee to EE regarding next subcommittee meeting 
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Email from Gail Larsen-MacPhee to EE regarding site visit 
Email from Gail Larsen-MacPhee to EE regarding 9/29 subcommittee meeting 
Email from Peggy Burl<e to EE re: minutes of 9/29 subcommittee meeting 
Email from Gail Larsen-MacPhee to EE re: 9/29 subcommittee meetiug 
Email from Lydia Manter to ME re: photosimulations by Atlantic Engineering 
Email from Gail Larsen-MacPhee to EE re: 10/13 subcommittee meeting 
Email from Gail Larsen-MacPhee to EE re: 9/29 subcommittee meeting 
Email from Margaret BlII'ke to EE re: minutes 
Email from Mark Hebb re: agenda for 10/13 meeting 
Email from Margaret BlII'ke re: website 
Email from Don MacPhee requesting subcommittee to show hands during vote 
Email ii-om Heather Wysocki re: 10/13 meeting 
Email from Heather Wysocki thanking EE for email 
Email from Gail Larsen-MacPhee to EE re: 10/20 meeting 
Email tiom M81"garet Burke to EE re: 10/27 meeting 
Email from Heather Wysocki re: 10/13 meeting 
Email from M81"garet Burke to EE re: minutes 
Email from Chris Kapsambelis to EE re: subcommittee recommendation 
Email from Gail Larsen-MacPhee to EE re: minutes 
Email from Christopher Senie to EE thanking her for her email 
Email from Cluistopher Senie to EE with attached letter re: subcommittee 
deliberations 
Email from Gail Larsen-MacPhee to EE re: minutes 
Email from Marg81"et burke to EE re: minutes 
Email from Margaret Burke to EE re: next meeting 
Email from Mark Hebb to EE re: Nov lOth hearing 

" Email from Gail Larsen-MacPhee to EE re: Nov lOth public hearing 
Email from Heather Wysocki re: 10/27 meeting 
Email from Heather Wysocki re: 10/27 votes 
Email from Heather Wysocki re: thank you 
Email from M81"garet Burke re: minutes for 10/13 
Email from Gail Larsen-MacPhee to EE re: Nov 10'0 hearing 
Email from Heather Wysocki to EE re: date of next meeting 
Email from Don MacPhee to EE with attached testimony re: European setbacks 
Email from Don MacPhee to EE with attached article "Legislators Get An Earful at 
Contentious Cape Turbine Hearing" 
Email from Clu"is Kapsambelis to EE requesting draft decision 
Email ii-om Peter McPhee to EE requesting the draft decision 
Letter from Gall Larsen-MacPhee urging full Commission to reject the project 
Letter from Mass Clean Energy Center 
Email from Joe Longo to KS and EE regarding copy of the draft decision 
Emai l from Eric Bibler to Ryan Christenberry re: copy of draft decision 
Email from Cluis Senie to EE re: materials in the record 
Email COlT hetween Heather Wysodci 8l1d EE re:canceJIation of CCC meeting 
Email COlT between Chris Kapsambelis and EE re: cancallation of CCC meeting 
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Contact form from Kathy Sherman re: app m&terials 1111 0111 
Email COlT between KS and EE re: testimony for CCC meeting 11110/11 
Email from Gail Larsen-MacPhee to EE re: CCC meeting 1lI10111 
Email from Margaret Burke to EE re: minutes 11112/11 
Email from Gail Larsen-MacPhee to EE i'e: CCC committee 11/14111 
Email with attached letter in support ofthe project from Allyson Bizer Knox to EE 12/05111 
Email from Margaret Burke to EE re: public hearing 12/11111 
Letter from residents of Hull affirming continued support of the project 12/14/11 
Letter from BatTY Motta to EE with attached letter in supp0l1 of the project 12/14/11 
Email from David O'Hara to EE in supp0l1 ofthe project 12/14111 
Email from Lilli Green to EE with link to documentary film on impacts oftm'bines 12/14/11 
Letter from David Mann in supp0l1 of the project (re-submitted from 611/11) 12115/11 
Email from Lilli Green to EE thanking her for her email 12116111 

. Letter fro m Keith Mann to EE in support of the project 12116/11 
Email from Duane Caswell to EE in supp0l1 ofthe project 12/20/11 
Eniail from Maureen Bm'illaro to EE in support ofthe project 12/21111 
Letter from William Locke i.n supp0l1 of the project 12/21/11 
Email from Gai l Larsen-MacPhee to EE re: fmal CCC meeting 12/25/11 
Email from Don MacPbee to EE re: fmal CCC meeting 12/26/11 
Email from Peggy Burke to EE re: January 5ID CCC meeting 12/29111 
Email from Gail Larsen-MacPhee to EE re: JmlUary 5"' CCC meeting 12/31111 
Email from Paul Revere to EE re: January Sib CCC meeting 114/12 
Email from Gail Larsen-MacPhee to EE re: Feb 2"" CCC meeting 115/12 
Email from Annette Herbst to KS in support of the project · 1/10112 
Email from Jack Pitney to KS in supp0l1 ofthe project 1124112 
Email from Don MacPhee to EE re: DEP's letter to the Commission 1/24112 
Email from Ted Barten to EE ni: update on the project 1125112 
Email from TB to EE thanking her for update 1126/12 
Emails from Li lli Green to EE with attached cOlTespondence to DEP fi'om Ei-ic 1128112 
Bibler 
Letter from Kim Gat'udner in supp0l1 of the project 1130112 
Letter from George Jenkins in supp0l1 of the project 1/31112 
Email from Andrew Clemons to KS with attached letter in supp0l1 of the project 1131112 
Email from Romana Vysatova to CCC in support of the proj ect 1/31/12 
Email from Peter Clemons mId Mat·janne Benson to KS in support of the project 1/31112 
Email from Liz Argo to RC with attached distributed email re: CCC's anti-w ind bias 1/31112 

. Email fi'om Scott Zeien to KS and John Lipman in support of the project 211/12 
Email from IF Manwell to KS and EE with attached letter in SllPpOl1 of the project 2/1112 
Email from Eric Bibler to RC asking her to forwm'd previous message and confirm 2/1/12 
Emaii from Justin Cifello t6 KS in supp0l1 of the project 2/1/12 

. Email fi'om Chris Timmons to KS in support ofthe project 211/12 
Email from Eric Bibler to RC asking her to forward previous message and confum 2/1112 
Email from Joyce McCounell to RC and PN re: response to "A Double Standard" 2/1112 
mId rules being fairly applied 
Email from Gail Larsen-MacPhee to EE re: testimony at CCC meeting 2/1112 
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Email from Joan Simpson to KS with attached letter in support of the project 
Email fi'om Gail Larsen-MacPhee to EE re: testimony at CCC meeting 
Email fi'mn Bill Fox to KS in SUppOit of the project 
Email from Sue Corbin to KS in suppmt of the pi'oject 
Email from Priscilla Koleshis to KS in support of the project 
Email from William Rhatigan to KS in suppmt of the project 
Email fi'mll Jolm and Rachel Nicholas to KS in support of the proj ect 
Email from Joyce DeLutis to KS in support of the project 
Email from Danielle Nicholas to KS in support of the project 
Email from John Eric Rosengren to KS and Greg O'Brien in support ofthe project 
Email from Robert Schofield to KS in support of Jerry Ingersoi's project 
Email from Tracy Bowman to KS in support of the project 
Letter from Douglas Manter against the project and reiterating the rights of 
Wampanoag's to practice their religiOli 
Email from Frances Anderegg to KS re: concerns about property values 
Email and letter fi'om Michael Giaimo, Attorney representing Grazing Fields Farm 
against the project 
Email from Eric Ingersoll to KS in snpport of the project 
Email from Joyce Lorman to KS with attached email from the superintendent in 
Portsmouth re: effects of wind turbines, attached email from Joyce Lorman to 
Superintendent requesting information re: effects ofturbine on school and attached 
mass distributed email fi'om Jolm Lipman requesting SUppCllt for the NGW project 
at the Commission meeting on 2/2 and attached explanation ofthe "misinterpreted 
regulations" 
Email fi'om Meaghan Hall to KS' in suppmt of Bay End Farm's proposal 
Email fi'om Joanne Dolan Ingersoll with testimony provided at CCC meeting . 
Email fi'om Tracy Bowman in support of the project 
Testimony submitted by hand and email fi'om CarrIngersoll in SUppOit of the 
project 
Testimony submitted by John Riha at the CCC meeting including attached ruticles 
and documents related to the project and a DVD of Pandora's Pinwheels (previously 
submitted by Lilli Green on December 14, 20 11, lookto previously submittal for 
link for viewing) 
Testimony sent via email and submitted by hand at CCC meeting from Glen 
Berkowitz in SUPPOIt of the project 
Letter from William Rhatigan from EcoTac in support of the project 
Testimony submitted by Edward Simpsonin support of the project 
Letter from Assistant Town Planner from Portsmouth, RI in support of the project 
Email from William Fox to KS in support of the project 
Email from Scott Zeien, President of Kingman Yacht Center to KS and John 
Lipman in supp_orlofthe proiect 
Email fi'om Michael Devine, Prulcipal of Hull High Schoolre: no detrinlents to 
haviilg the Hull turbine neru' the school 
Letter from Keith Mann submitted at the CCC meetulg in SUppOit of the project 
TestUnony sl)bmitted by Monica Mann at the CCC meeting in SUppOit of the project 
Email fi'om Chris Timmons to KS in SUppOit ofthe project 
Letter from George Jenkins in support.ofthe project 

New Generation Wind Project- resubmittal (TR#11006) 
Materials Submitted for the Record 

Page 30 of33 

2/1112 
2/1112 
211112 
2/1112 
2/1112 
2/2/12 
2/2112 
2/2112 
2/2112 
2/2/12 
2/2112 
2/2/12 
2/2112 

2/2112 
2/2112 

212/12 
212112 

212112 
212112 
212112 
2/2/12 
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Testimony from Kim Gardner in support of the project submitted at CCC meeting 
Letter from Joan and Edward Simpson in support of the project submitted at CCC 
meeting 
Letter from Janice Rohlf submitted at CCC meeting in SUppOit of the project 
Letter submitted by hand and distributed to CCC members at CCC meeting fi-om 
Attorney Chris Senie with attached documents in favor of the subcommittee's 
decision 
Strategic Health Impact Assessment on Wind Energy Development in Oregon 
submitted by hand at 2/2/12 CCC meeting . 
Rebuttal to DEP determination by Ms. Carmen Krogh, submitted by Eric Bibler 
"Living Neal' Wind Turbines Can Be Hazardous to Your Health" and "Wind 
Energy, Noise Pollution" submitted by Eric Bibler 
Letter submitted by James Liedell in support of the project 
Email from Tom Durkin to EE in SUppOit of the project 
Email from Chris Kampsambelis to EE with attached testimony from 2/2 CCC 
meeting 
Email with attached letter from Mark Cool responding to EEA's testimony 
Email cOlTespondence between Peggy Burke and EE re: testimony on website 
Letter from Gail Larsen-MacPhee to CCC re: lack of any emergency plan 
coordinated with Boul'lle's [n'e department 
Letter from Gail Larsen-MacPhee to CCC in support of subcommittee's decision 
Letter from Carol Kenney to CCC members re: subcommittee meetings and in 
support of subcommittee's decision 
Email from Attorney Cluis Senie with the following attachments (also sent via 
mail): 
- Febru81y 6, 2012 letter to full Commission and Kristy Senatori 
- Printed List ofltems in the Record £i'om the Commission's website 
- DEPIDPH "Wind Turbine Health Impact Stndy (January 2012) (previously 

submitted by the Applicant on 1131112) 
- Oregon Dep81tment of Public Health "Strategic Health Impact Aswsessment on 

Wind Energy Development in Oregon" (Janualy 2012) (previously submitted 
. . . 

at CCC meeting on 212112) (note: 134 page document) 
- Emails sent to EE on 217112 with above attachments 

Email from Kiana Owzar to EE re: deadline for submissions 
Email with attached letter from Eric Turkington in response to DEP and EOEEA 
testimony and in opposition to the project 
Email £i'om Eric Bibler to EE with attached article "Controversy Over Land-Based 
Wind Turbines Fractnres Coalition Government in Unitecl Kingdom/Implications 
for 'Communi~ Morale'" 
Email £i'om Pat a:nd Jim Rogers in opposition to the project and re: turbines in 
Falmouth 
Email from Mark Cool in response to State testimony 
Email from Dave and Dottie DeSisto in opposition to the project 

. Email from Lydia Manter with attached atticle titled "MA DEPIDPH Panel says: 
Falmoutll Wind Turbines 'are too close'" 
Email from Michael Fortune to Therese Murray re: poli tical pressure 
Corrected email from ·Michael Fortlme 
Letter from Barbara Nagle in SUppOlt oftlle subcommittee's draft decision 

New Generation Wind ProjeCt- resublllittal (TR# 11006) 
Materials Submitted for the Record 

Page 31 of33 

2/2/12 
2/2112 

2/2/12 
2/2/12 

2/2112 

2/3/12 
2/3/12 

2/3/12 
2/4112 
2/6/12 

2/6/12 
2/6112 · 
2/6/12 

2/6/12 
2/6112 

2/6/12 

2/6112 
2/6112 

217112 

217112 

217/12 
217112 
217112 

217112 
217112 
217112 



Email with attached letter from Hendrik Luecke in support of the subcommittee's , 
decision and responding to State testimony 
Emai l from Linda Salamon with attached alticle titled "The True Cost ofWin~ 
Power" 
Email from David Schlottenmier in SUppOlt ofthe project 
Email from Jim Potter with attached testimony re: Bomne's review of tl1e project 
and zoning bylaws 
Letter from Douglas Manter with 4 attachments related to negative effects of wind 
turbines 
Email from Christin Evangelista re: effects of turbines at MMR on her children 

Email correspondence from Peggy Burke re: speaker at CCC meeting 
Email from Fnhaggerty with attached letter re: Low Frequency Study - Falmouth 
Fairhaven Wind Turbines 
Email with attached letter from Susan Daniels re: concerns with the proposed 
project 

, Email with attached testimony from Jolm Riha in response to State's testimony and 
addressing concerns with proposed project 
Email from Matthew Brault re: the importance of renewable energy 

Email from Eric Bibler with attached letter to EOEEA, DER and DEP re: The 
Ethics of Wind Turbine Noise 

, Email from Don MacPhee re: European Setbacks 

Email ii-om Don MacPhee with attached letter from 'Town of Bourne Town 
Administrator 
Email from Eric Bibler with attached letter to EOEEA, DER, and DEP re: 
"Evaluation of Probable Detriments to 'Community Morale' from wind Turbine 
Noise from the New Generation Wind Project in Bourne" 
Emai l from Mitchell McClain to EE and MB with attached letter re: concel'l1S with 
the project and tax assessment 
Mass distributed email from Fnhaggerty with attached mticle by Eric Turkington 
titled, "Conmlission Should Listen to Bourne on Wind Project" 
Email from Walter Nagle in support of the subcommittee's draft decision 
Email with attached letter fi-om Michael Giamo, Esq, re : the impacts of Turbine 7 
on Grazing F ields Fanus 
Email from Peggy Burke re: Zoning Board of Appeals in Wareham denied Beaufort 
Winpowers "Bog Wind Power Cooperative Project" 
Email fi-om Eric Bibler with attached letter to Sullivan, Kimmell and residents of 
Cape Cod with attached editorial by Eric Turkington (previously submitted) and , 
letter from EEA to CCC (previously submitted) 
Email from Sheila Bowen, Wind Wise Cape Cod with written version of testimony 
at CCC meeti~ in SUI'j'Olt of the subcommittee's draft decision 
Email from Peggy Burke re: concenls about proximity of turbines to residences and 
elementmy school 
Email from Mark Hebb re: NGW's Counsel's letter asking Michael Blanton and 
Roger Putnam to be recused 
Email frOID. Melvin Peter Holmes in opposition to the project 
Email from Eric Bibler with attached letter to EOEEA, DER m1d DEP with attached 
article titled "When a 'Windfall' Isn't Quite What It Seems" 
Email from Malcolm Donald with attached test imony re : Falmouth turbines and 
comparison to those proposed being to'o close to residences 

.-, 
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Email with attached letter/testimony from Kiana Owzar composed on behalf of a 
group of concerned parents with children who are attending or wi ll attend 
Boumedale E lementary School 
Email from Eric Bibler with attached letter to EOEEA, DEP and DER re: "Senators 
in Australia Call for Immediate Moratorium on Wind Tmbine Development, Decry 
Failure to Act on Recommendations of Special Inquiry Regarding Hazards" 
Email from Kathy Sherman re: concerns with the project 
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