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Bill Cundiff

From: Robert Anders
Sent: Thursday, October 27, 2011 4:28 PM
To: Bill Cundiff; SZisk@douglasma.org; Mlajoie@douglasma.org
Subject: Fwd: Falmouth article seeks to stop wind turbines

 
 
Begin forwarded message: 
 
 
From: Fnhaggerty@aol.com 
Date: October 27, 2011 1:06:24 PM EDT 
To: rushton@twcny.rr.com, hartcool@cape.com, Fnhaggerty@aol.com, 
bcosgrove01@cox.net, spalken@comcast.net, jrtrim@bcn.net, A.Cutler@mcla.edu, 
andyg123@aol.com, awellsstudio@earthlink.net, arlene.feinberg@bc.edu, 
opendoyle@gmail.com, bhunt55718@aol.com, btearle@comcast.net, 
carolineannscully@gmail.com, davidroberson1@verizon.net, manri02@yahoo.com, 
dfaits@yahoo.com, vining@rcn.com, treble13@comcast.net, elland@verizon.net, 
eturking@gis.net, gcoyster@hotmail.com, gzebrowski@aol.com, 
ginny@whisperingcowgirl.com, reinhardt.jamie@gmail.com, jpnesto31@yahoo.com, 
article17@verizon.net, jbmasseur@gmail.com, totallyweb@hotmail.com, 
jsambucci@klimanlaw.com, jsears7@gmail.com, judyeiseman@comcast.net, 
naturesturn@taconic.net, kelder@whoi.edu, kayrturgeon@comcast.net, ken@film-
truth.com, khelat@aol.com, krisinrowe@gmail.com, ashfieldandy@earthlink.net, 
calligraphic@comcast.net, liz@film-truth.com, stmpsprt@crocker.com, 
mackw@americaninvestment.com, markjcool@yahoo.com, medhitch@gmail.com, 
marshsue@verizon.net, mmkart@aol.com, maura@condrick.com, 
mag@aquamaureen.com, mhickey52@gmail.com, lima922@comcast.net, 
watersweet@aol.com, pribnick@prgsolutions.com, rwendell@ttor.org, 
renecwood@aol.com, mt66@att.net, doctmano@netscape.net, 
randers@blueberryhillassociation.com, roncoler@col-col.com, 
firstlilwanderer@yahoo.com, spbach@aol.com, gfop@comcast.net, 
trinakbss189@gmail.com, wlc33@comcast.net, wklug@yahoo.com, neilgood@juno.com, 
ktramp03@yahoo.com, bfunusa@yahoo.com, vce@vce.org, akweyman@verizon.net, 
dennyoc@comcast.net, aedoyle@prodigy.net, jandprogers@comcast.net, 
mbliss@rcn.com, etillinghast@greenberkshires.org, dfycape@comcast.net 
Subject: Falmouth article seeks to stop wind turbines 
return-path: <randers+caf_=lhanders3=aol.com@blueberryhillassociation.com> 
received: from mail-wy0-f178.google.com (mail-wy0-f178.google.com [74.125.82.178]) by 
mtain-mh06.r1000.mx.aol.com (Internet Inbound) with ESMTP id 814D038000111 for 
<lhanders3@aol.com>; Thu, 27 Oct 2011 13:07:02 -0400 (EDT) 
received: by mail-wy0-f178.google.com with SMTP id 28so3214015wyf.9 for 
<lhanders3@aol.com>; Thu, 27 Oct 2011 10:07:02 -0700 (PDT) 
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received: by 10.227.206.211 with SMTP id fv19mr16983416wbb.27.1319735222205; 
Thu, 27 Oct 2011 10:07:02 -0700 (PDT) 
received: by 10.180.102.165 with SMTP id fp5cs81870wib; Thu, 27 Oct 2011 10:07:01 -
0700 (PDT) 
received: by 10.220.216.129 with SMTP id hi1mr368619vcb.146.1319735220753; Thu, 
27 Oct 2011 10:07:00 -0700 (PDT) 
received: from imr-ma04.mx.aol.com (imr-ma04.mx.aol.com. [64.12.206.42]) by 
mx.google.com with ESMTP id if9si407634vcb.150.2011.10.27.10.07.00; Thu, 27 Oct 
2011 10:07:00 -0700 (PDT) 
received: from mtaomg-ma03.r1000.mx.aol.com (mtaomg-ma03.r1000.mx.aol.com 
[172.29.41.10]) by imr-ma04.mx.aol.com (8.14.1/8.14.1) with ESMTP id 
p9RH6NC9017198; Thu, 27 Oct 2011 13:06:25 -0400 
received: from core-dga003a.r1000.mail.aol.com (core-dga003.r1000.mail.aol.com 
[172.29.229.9]) by mtaomg-ma03.r1000.mx.aol.com (OMAG/Core Interface) with ESMTP 
id A9B21E000095; Thu, 27 Oct 2011 13:06:24 -0400 (EDT) 
x-forwarded-to: lhanders3@aol.com 
x-forwarded-for: randers@blueberryhillassociation.com lhanders3@aol.com 
delivered-to: randers@blueberryhillassociation.com 
received-spf: pass (google.com: domain of Fnhaggerty@aol.com designates 
64.12.206.42 as permitted sender) client-ip=64.12.206.42; 
authentication-results: mx.google.com; spf=pass (google.com: domain of 
Fnhaggerty@aol.com designates 64.12.206.42 as permitted sender) 
smtp.mail=Fnhaggerty@aol.com 
message-id: <98a6.59eb8cf.3bdae990@aol.com> 
mime-version: 1.0 
content-type: multipart/alternative; boundary="part1_98a6.59eb8cf.3bdae990_boundary"
x-mailer: 8.0 for Windows sub 6811 
x-originating-ip: [96.252.69.101] 
x-aol-scoll-score: 0:2:433451136:93952408  
x-aol-scoll-score: 0:2:440187360:93952408  
x-aol-scoll-url_count: 0  
x-aol-scoll-url_count: 0  
x-aol-global-disposition: G 
x-aol-sid: 3039ac1d60da4ea98fb618ff 
x-aol-ip: 74.125.82.178 
x-aol-spf: domain : blueberryhillassociation.com SPF : none 
 
http://www.capecodonline.com/apps/pbcs.dll/article?AID=/20111027/NEWS/110270319 
 

Falmouth article seeks to stop wind turbines 
 

 
 
By Sean Teehan 
 
steehan@capecodonline.com 
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October 27, 2011 
 
FALMOUTH — A nonbinding article on Falmouth's annual town meeting warrant could prove to be a referendum on the 
controversial wind turbines at the town wastewater management facility. 
 
The 49-article warrant for the Nov. 7 meeting includes one to halt operation of municipal turbines until there is more 
research on harm they may cause abutters. 
 
"It's time that our town officials just step up and take responsibility for a failed project," said Barry Funfar, who, with other 
Falmouth turbine opponents, wrote and submitted the article. 
 
Funfar said he collected several more signatures than the 10 necessary for a resident to place an article on an annual 
town meeting warrant. 
 
He and other abutters have long complained that the 1.65-megawatt Wind 1 turbine causes negative health affects 
including migraines and vertigo. 
 
The article calls on the town to shut down Wind 1, which began spinning last year, and for a delay of Wind 2 operation 
until a study proves the turbines do not harm abutters. 
 
However, Funfar plans to amend the language so that operation could continue after "mitigation options are fully explored 
and the existence of injurious conditions upon nearby residents can be qualified," he said. 
 
If town meeting members pass the nonbinding article, the decision of whether to adopt it, alter it or ignore it remains in 
selectmen's hands. 
 
A town decision in February to shut down Wind 1 when wind speeds reach about 23 mph already costs Falmouth an 
estimated $350,000 in revenue per year, acting Town Manager Heather Harper said. 
 
A complete shut down of Wind 1 could cost the town about $970,000 in lost revenue annually, Harper said. 
 
That figure includes $644,000 to pay off Wind 1 debt, to pay the cost of maintaining both turbines and to pay for electricity 
that Wind 1 provides to the wastewater management facility, said Gary Anderson, chairman of the town's finance 
committee. 
 
"Clearly this (article) has some financial ramifications," Anderson said, adding the Massachusetts Clean Energy Center 
may also require the town to repay $1 million in renewable energy credits that it provided Falmouth. 
 
Falmouth wastewater Superintendent Gerald Potamis, who oversees the turbines, shared Anderson's concern about the 
possibility of having to return funds that were provided under the assumption the turbines would be a long-standing 
energy source. 
 
He specifically pointed to $5 million in American Recovery and Reinvestment Act funds granted to build the turbines, of 
which he estimated about $4.5 million was already spent. 
 
Potamis predicted that the grant money could be treated like a loan that the town must pay back if the turbine stops 
producing electricity. 
 
"They don't just give you $5 million and let you walk away," he said. 
 
The financial ramifications of the article concern David Moriarty, who helped draft the article, less than the pain Wind 1 
causes abutters. 
 
"We're not really concerned about the money, we're concerned about people's health," Moriarty said. 
 
In a similar vein, Funfar believes the town should look at the idea as cutting losses rather than losing money. 
 
"It's a failed project, and they're going to have to bite the bullet," Funfar said. "You can't look at it as losing town money." 
 
Selectman Brent Putnam said he has heard from both people in favor and opposed to the idea of stopping turbine 
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operation as tests are conducted to find out what effects they have on neighbors' health, he said. 
 
While he maintains Wind 1 should keep spinning as officials conduct tests, he added that if tests prove turbines do harm 
abutters, the results could leave the town staring down the barrel of a hefty lawsuit in addition to costs associated with 
suspending service or decommissioning the turbines. 
 
Selectmen have not yet made a formal recommendation on the article, but expect to discuss the matter at the board's 
meeting on Monday, according to Selectman Mary Pat Flynn, chairwoman of the board. 
 
 

 
 


