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M28 PHI,: 55 
Mir. Wayne L. Warrem 
7426 FeasfeyWiseoCT Road P U C O 
Cmvoy, OH 45832 

Blue-
Creek 

Re: HeaiilaM Wind £Mei^ LLC 
Cft8eNa09-1066-EL-BC^ ^^''^'"V^ Wind Fatm 

Dm Mr, Wmm: An Itefdrola Renewables Project 

The purpc^e of this letter is to provide Heartland Wind Energy LLC's ("Heartland") response to 
your letter filed with the Ohio Pow^ Siting Board on June 22,2010. Heartland has been very 
proai^ve in die Paulding and Vm Wert County communities and on many, many occasions its 
representatives have made themselves available to answ^ the communities* questions. Although 
we respect your poi-sonal opinion regarding wind development in the State of Ohio, as we do 
those of all Vmi Wert and Paulding Covmty residmts, we respectfiilly disagree with many of your 

From the outset, it must be emphasized that your l^er raises g&x&cal concems pertaining to wind 
development in the State of Ohio rather than specific issues with the Heartland project. The 
issue of wind developm^it in Ohio, however, was expressly addressed in 2008 whai the Ohio 
General Assembly passed Saiate Bill 221—Ohio's landmark ^lergy legislation. Among other 
things, S^mte Bill 221 established a statutory mandate that requires Ohio utilities to receive 25% 
of thedr electric supply from alternative energy resources by 2025—at least half of which must 
come from roiew^le eno-gy resources (e.g. wind and solar). Althou^ wind is not tiie only 
renewable mergy r^ource diat can satisfy this statutory mandate, it currently represents the most 
cost effective and tedhnically feasible renewable energy resource. 
Peiiiaps more inpjrtantly, AEP r^;aitly explained in its 10-year renewable energy forecast: 
"Although soTtK of the renewable technologies listed above [e.g. biomass, hydroelectric, 
geothermal] could be economic, AEP is constrained from doing some of these projects" because: 
1) the "en^gy sources are not practical in AEP service territory (e.g., geothermal);" 2) for 
biomass, the lack of a "supply of suitable fuel and/or transportation options anticipated to be in 
proximity to the host coal units evaluated;" and 3) cost (e.g. solar). Instead, AEP eirphasized 
that wind e n ^ ^ "^edonunates in the resulting plan due to its cost comî ared to other rmewable 
re^urc^." PUCOCafStNos. 10-484-EL-ACPfflidl0-485-EL*ACP. 

It is in light of these circumstances that wind took its place at the forefit»nt of the renewable 
ea&cgy mark^lace in Cflsio— ând that flie Ohio Power Siting Board ("Board*') rec^tly issued 
cerdfic^^ to three economically st^ifromt wind generating &ciliti^. 

It seined to me that yom: primary concems relate to how wind tn&gy is integrated into the grid. 
PJM, in coordination with AEP, completed a System Impact Study for the project. This is a 
public document available for review on PJM's website. You can find it under queue position 
R ^ . Please s ^ p>^es 40-42 of the Staff Rqport for this i»x>ject. 

ThiB iu to cer t i fy that the imager «ipp«aring w« aa 
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In granting a ating catificate to Buckle Wind LLC, the Ohio Power Siting Board 
acknowledged that 'Various studies have shown that similar [wind] projects in other locations 
have set affected property values in those areas" (en^)hasis added). Case No. 08-666-EL-BGN 
(Opini<Hi & (Mar, M^di 22,2010). The Board's conclusion is entirely consistent with a report 
prefjared by the Ernest Orlando Lawr^ce Berkeley National Laboratory in December 2009, 
^̂ M<̂  uB&l ei^t diff̂ ^ent hedonic |»idng models to analyze ^>proximately 7,500 sales of 
single-family homes located within 10 miles of existing wind ^ilities in nine (9) different 
states. That report, entitled The Impact of Wind Power Projects on Residential Property Values 
in Uie Uni^States: A Multi-Site Hedonic Analysis, concluded tiiat "ndther the view of the wind 
&ciliti^ not the distance of the home to those &cilities is found to have any consistent, 
measurable, smd statistically significant effect on home sales prices"—and, "if these in^acts do 
exist, ih&y are either too small and/or infrequent to result in any widespread, statistically 
obs^vabie impact." And, p ^ ^ most notable, some of the pricing models demonstrated that 
pm^^ty values increased afla' constocdon of wind turbines. For diese reasons, it is inaccurate 
to ^std tuit file location of wind turbines decrease foiopeity values. 

Your ccaicems regarding birdsare unfounded with respect to the Blue Creek Wind Farm. I call to 
your attrition the Staff Report in this case and the Board Staff's summary of the information 
submitted which reference the conclusions of ttie United States Fish and Wildlife Service to the 
fe^rs that the project type, location and lade of nests within five miles of the project, in^acts to 
the baM eagle woidd not be expected. Additinoally, die Division of Natural Areas and Preserves 
of ftie C%io D^^fftn^it of Naturd Resource dkl not find any listed specie within % mile of die 
project are& Please r e ^ to the Staff R^wrt in ftis matter, at pages 21 and 22. 

B o ^ ^ e Heartland application and Ihe Staff Rqiort also addressed noise. Based on the 
infoma^ion provided in the ^[^lication as well as studies specific to the Heartland project, the 
Board Staff concluded that construction noise woidd have minimal inqmct due to the transient 
nature of the ccmstmction activities, the distance of the activities from most r^dential structures 
and tie limitation of most constmction activities to normal daytime working hours. Please refer 
to S^df R i ^ o r t ^ p ^ 3 3 . 

The Staff Report also discussed operational noise and the studies conducted specific to the 
Heartland project as well as other authoritative studies. The Board Staff recommended two 
conditions to the c^ficate tiiat pertained to the limitation of noise during op^ation. Assuming 
the Boaid grants the Heartland |HX>ject a certificate, the Blue Creek Wind Farm will con:)ply with 
the noise fsê uireaofisls m iie ostificate. Please reier to Staff R^^rt at paged 33 and conditions 
4imd43. 

Addilkanal materials and infonmtiw CHI the project are available for your review at 
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Mr. Ws^^e Wffltea 
June 2S, 2010 
Pa^3of3 

ff yemhsv® my qu^ions, please call me at ttienumb^ listed dK>ve. 

Simmdy^ 

_J3mUtdifidd 
1 ^ 1 ^ Dfv^apES' 

câ  <%io Fow^ Sifing Board 
Jte^ i i Jomes, As^toot Alton^ General 
Jim O'IMl, OMo Power Sitmg Board 
larry Geaifaatdt, CAio FarmBure^ A^odation 
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