






















Comment for Dockets: WS-10-1240; WS-11-831 

September 30, 2014 

 

Dear Dr. Burl Haar and Commissioners, 

Thank you for accepting this comment on the Black Oak and Getty Wind projects.In reading 

through the Avian Bat Survey that was submitted, I have several concerns: 

First and foremost, I ask that the applicant follow the state DNR requested protocol and provide 

seasonal Avian and Bat surveys.  Two days in June is not an indicator of the avian and bat 

populations in this area.  This so called updated survey is not complete enough.  Not requiring 

more updated and seasonal study could yield disastrous results.  Once our avian and bat 

species are in decline it is difficult, if even possible, to reclaim the losses to the population.  

Stearns County is heavily agricultural and particularly dependent upon all pollinators, including 

bat populations. 

Secondly, the August 18 submitted survey from June, 2014 has monitors that are located on the 

very edges of the project footprint.  I request that monitors be located within the project so as 

to capture more data for this 14,723 acre area. 

Third, the monitors are located at 1.5 meter heights.  This is equal to 5 feet.  It would be 

prudent to have monitors at two heights, and on single poles.  The camera tripods might be 

economical and efficient for one night surveys, but bats are in decline and Minnesota is host to 

species that are already challenged by White Nose Syndrome in the southeast.  The rapid 

spread of this syndrome demands that our state takes a very cautious approach with surveys. 

Fourth, the USFWS requests four nights for prescribed acreage amount.  It appears the 

applicant surveyed four sights on two nights, June 3 and 4, of 2014, rather than eight nights.  I 

request that the surveys be done in a more complete fashion as asked for by FWS.  Despite 

attention to no vegetation within 33 feet of the monitors, thirty-three feet is only 11 yards, or 

barely over a first down in football terms.  If I am not mistaken about FWS survey protocol, 

there should be 8 nights of surveys, not 4 locations for 2 nights.   

We are researching the accuracy of the SM3BAT Song Meter detectors.  In the interim, we 

request a Public Hearing be granted by the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission.  This is 

critical to the Commission hearing more data and information.   

If the USFWS and the State Department of Natural Resources asks for more data with their 

protocol, it is imperative that these requests be fulfilled completely.  Minnesota Agriculture 

cannot be neglected.  There must be full effort and complete and updated surveys to protect 

our natural resources and oversee any threat to Agriculture and the environment. 

Thank you, again, for accepting this comment. 

Very Sincerely, 

Marie McNamara                   35815 165th Ave. Goodhue, MN 55027  
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  No.  The commission should not approve the petition.  Our family farm and our 
family's current and future generations will be impacted negatively by the turbines.  
Depreciation in land values, disruption to migratory birds, impact to the Bald Eagle 
population on our land, are just some of the issues that still have not been addressed 
in this venture.  The concept was first soft-sold by local investors to many neighbors.  
There is significant community support from those who live, recreate, or depend on 
the valuation and use of the land who are not in favor of building wind turbines.The 
planning process, discussions, and impact to the community have not been fairly 
addressed.  Instead, the conversations and impact to the wildlife (protected and 
unprotected species), land valuation, and quality of life living in the area have been 
overlooked.The process has been unfairly expedited by those with financial motives 
without consideration of the broad majority living in the township who oppose 
building the turbines.  A list of signatures of those living in the community has been 
sent to the Commission.The implementation plan has evolved over time, first by soft-
selling to residents who were led to believe they were agreeing to a lesser plan but 
now are being force-fed a fluid plan without their feedback and approval.  This is 
wrong and not in the spirit of fair business practices.This entire venture needs to be 
readdressed, fully vetted, and needs to be supported by the community before 
implemented, specifically with those directly affected by the turbines.  The brazen 
actions of Geronimo Wind to force this venture without community support, assumes 
their unwillingness to listen or to partner with a community they wish to profit.  I 
urge the Commission to take this back and examine the chain of events, process, and 
timeline as a whole.  The facts are compelling.  Please listen and investigate further.  
This initiative is wrong and not good for those who live in the area and actually have 
to "live" with the turbines so that a few can profit.Thank you for your 
consideration,Aaron Jennissen 

Aaron 
Jennissen 

09-26-
2014 
09:06 pm 



 
 

  I live in Sec. 6 Getty Twp. I happen to live in the middle of these two farms. I have 
written comments before only to have the comments ignored by most parties 
involved, including the PUC or redirected to another party which also passed the 
buck.  So here we go again!  I received a call from a neighbor about a notice of 
comment which he had received.  He had received the letter in the mail on the 25th 
of September and a comment is to be made by the 30th.  This gives someone a short 
5 days to comment on something that they fully do not understand.  I receive no 
compensation for living next to these towers , and yet it is very probable that my 
property value it going to be effected.  Furthermore there is now a change which 
could again effect on the property I live on, and I was NOT even notified by the PUC.  
In a letter I received from Lori Swanson, she stated the PUC has the authority and 
responsibility to determine the need and siting of large wind farms.  So I believe that 
the PUC would have mailed a person like me a comment form.  How many other 
people are there that did not receive this letter that may like to voice there 
complaint/comment?   I believe this letter should be considered a complaint because 
I do not feel there is enough information sent to everyone by the PUC.  I find it 
interesting that something this large could be modified without adequate 
information being sent to residents that live in the footprint. I am quite sure this 
comment will be ignored or redirected because of some reason or another. 

Jason 
Marthaler 

09-28-
2014 
09:04 pm 



 
 

  No. I'm very much against the wind farm in this area. I also live very close to where 
the proposed wind turbines would be placed. We have never received written 
notifications of any meetings, proposals, sitings, etc. When we built our house, our 
neighbors were sent letters by the county to see if anyone had any opposition. Why 
isn't the county sending out letters on a project such as this? If we were to build 
anything on our property, the county would want to know exact dimensions and 
location. So why can the wind farm get away with size of turbines and locations "to 
be determined". They also should have to abide by the same laws we do. The whole 
project has been kept very secretive and those people who are affected the most by 
it have not had the chance to voice their concerns or be fairly represented. The only 
reason the wind turbines are being erected is due to the government subsidies 
placed on them, not because they are energy efficient. The wind companies are using 
Avian studies from other areas when clearly we have different endangered species in 
our own area. The Avian protection plan needs to be modified to be exclusive to our 
area. A project such as this needs to have the support of the community as a whole. 
Instead, this has pitted neighbor against neighbor. Geronimo has certainly taken 
unethical and possibly illegal actions to profit from this venture at our expense. We 
have starving people in the world and they want to take highly productive soil such as 
ours off the market to further their gains. Wind turbines don't belong in a highly 
populated agricultural community like ours - put them in wastelands where people 
don't live for miles around and it won't impact the wildlife like it would here. I too 
urge the Commission to take a second look at this project and not approve the 
modifications of the wind companies. I would be more welcome to a solar energy 
project in our area, something that would have less impact on the environment and 
our property! 

Janell 
Westerman 

09-29-
2014 
02:26 pm 



 
 

  Yes, they should approve. As a Stearns county resident living near Saint Cloud, I am 
concerned and interested in how we generate the counties and states electrical 
energy. While I understand the issues of property value, land use, bird migration and 
esthetic issues with wind turbines, I feel do to EPA regulations on fossil fuel emissions 
and in particular coal emissions, due do it's negative effect on public health and the 
environment, we need to find cleaner sources of energy. While we could import wind 
power from the Dakotas, it may cost more while not helping the local economy. In 
particular climate change is already having a negative effect on the counties 
agricultural weather and this will only accelerate. As the cost of CO2 emissions 
increase, the value of carbon free electrical generation such as wind power will only 
increase, having a very positive effect on the local economy as well as the county and 
state economy. Though I understand the quality of life issues when such things as 
feed lots, transmission lines , roads, gravel/sand mines, race tracks, shooting/trap 
ranges, etc. , the county tries to balance these sometimes competing land uses under 
local, state and federal law. 

lee klish 09-29-
2014 
04:12 pm 

  Lee, It is great that you understand the scope of the impact to 
individuals living under and around the turbines.  For the most part, 
you support the cause to limit wind turbines as you agree with all of 
the issues. I only challenge you to think of how it affects others who 
live and spend time under the proposed turbines who don't want 
them.  What if a turbine were to be put in your backyard?  Would you 
support and take the income hit on your house, family, and property?  
Maybe you can afford it... my family cannot.  This is disparaging to us, it 
will cost our small family significant value...   Are you asking us to take 
it and live on for the sake of Stearns Co?  Doesn't seem right.  We all 
know that there are significant government subsidies that follow these 
projects.  They are laughable and should not be funded.  Until they can 
show that they do not require subsidization, they should be parked.  
Strearns Co people deserve better.   Plain in and simple, they do not 
have whole support from the people and should retreat and find a 
county where people are open to sacrificing their lands, independent 
wealth, and property to this demise.    

Aaron 
Jennissen 

09-29-
2014 
11:53 pm 



 
 

  No, I am very against the modification or amendment to black oak site permits or 
turbine model or turbine size. I own 98 acres of wetland and upland habitat in Getty 
township. I sit between two waterfowl production areas and this is a major flyway for 
both resident and migrating waterfowl. It is also a flyway for many other species of 
birds including bald eagles and hawks. Theses changes or amendments would have a 
negative effect,especially for species like the bald eagle that spends most of the year 
on our property. I was also not notified of the changes and was notified by a 
neighbor. The wildlife corridors are not large enough and the project will absolutely 
have a negative impact on the wildlife in the area. This project seems to be pushed 
through without the proper notification of residents and land owners. How can there 
be changes and modifications without notifying the people that are affected. The 
environmental impact of any modifications or amendments to the project are 
unacceptable. The impacts of this project to residents must be considered. A project 
of this magnitude cannot be rushed through. I feel that myself and many others have 
been very misrepresented by the black oak wind llc and Getty wind company llc. 

Matthew 
Staloch 

09-29-
2014 
08:46 pm 



 
 

  NO, the Commission should not approve any modifications or amendments to the 
Black Oak Wind and Getty Wind large wind energy conversion system site permits. 
They are wanting to change the number, the location, and the type?   Are they 
starting over?  If they do, we think they had better start with Geronimo Wind 
contacting residents who live here and see if they will still sign a lease.  First of all, 
Black Oak Wind leases are largely controlled by non-resident landowners.  Should we 
allow people who do NOT live with the turbines make the decisions for those who 
do? These non-resident landowners live as far away as Illinois and Arizona.  We can't 
believe the Commission would be so negligent in their duty to protect the well being 
of Minnesota residents.  Local residents who signed contracts have been asked to 
sign one amendment after the other and this was after the Commission okayed the 
permits.  A hard copy of 65 petitioners opposing the construction AND  LIVING IN THE 
AREA was submitted to the Commission.  This is just a small sample of the opposition 
in the area which Geronimo Wind has refused to recognize.  Getty Wind started as a 
C-BED project, neighbor asking neighbor.  No one wanted to say NO to their 
neighbor.  We understand that the Commission won't even approve C-BED projects 
at this time.  The Getty Wind project quickly turned into a Geronimo Wind project.  
Again, we ask the Commission to look at the hard copy map of the area.  Have you 
noticed how many small farms and residences are within the Getty Wind Farm?  To 
place turbines in this area without endangering the well being of Getty Township 
residents today and in the future is impossible.   

Dave and Barb 
Jennissen 

09-29-
2014 
08:57 pm 

  I also feel that the commission should not approve the petition.  I feel that something 
as major as a different type of turbine and turbine layout would require more time 
than 11 days (date of petition filed September 19th- deadline of September 30th).  
What is the modified layout? Is it now closer to my house?  Is the different type of 
generator going to make a different noise?  Is it louder than the previous proposed 
generator? 

Jason 
Marthaler 

09-28-
2014 
08:49 pm 

  comment...No; As a citizen of Getty Township, I am concerned about some of the 
things I am hearing about the placement of the Wind Turbines. I feel there are places 
for Wind  Turbines but not in the fields of small farms where the roads to the 
turbines and the turbines are obstacles to the farmers.  Many of the farmers received 
misleading information on how the turbines would effect them and the community. I 
am also very concerned about  the causes to wildlife.  Thank You for your 
consideration 

ken dold 09-29-
2014 
09:34 pm 



 
 

  No.  The petition should not be approved and the project itself should be 
reconsidered.Public Utilities Commission ““ You are a consumer protection agency 
for the citizens of Minnesota charged with maintaining a regulatory environment that 
(as stated on your website) “ provides a forum for resolving disputes between the 
public and utilities; and considers the various viewpoints of interested parties, 
monitors utility operations, initiates investigations and deliberates in the public 
interest.”�  Given the level of concern evident from the responses to this discussion 
topic, are you not obligated as an agent of the people to initiate an investigation in an 
effort to ensure that the rights of those directly affected by this project are 
upheld?Despite what our state’s energy needs are and how that energy is generated, 
your charter must be to uphold the rights of individuals, especially those directly 
affected by an intrusive, large-scale energy project funded by a government and 
individuals who, to a large extent, will not live in its shadow.We all want clean, 
renewable energy.  It pains me to take a position against such an endeavor, but have 
you traveled to the site of this project?  It’s in the middle of three wildlife 
management areas.  You couldn’t design better waterfowl habitat.  Not even the 
most climate conscious observer would sacrifice the natural beauty and habitat that 
this particular area provides, especially when many other more-suitable sites 
exist.Sixty-five petitioners living in the footprint of the project are opposed to its 
continuation.  Multiple amendments to contracts.  “ Secrecy”� clauses.  A cookie 
cutter avian protection plan.  The commission simply must find the courage to 
investigate and address these concerns before it is too late. 

Jason 
Jennissen 

09-29-
2014 
11:00 pm 



 
 

  Yes, this petition should be approved.My name is Janet Lahr.  I am an original 
member of Getty Wind and live on land within the project boundaries.  I will not 
pretend to be something other than I am and I will not file comments under false 
pretenses.When this project began, our nation was facing higher energy costs due to 
our increasing dependence on foreign oil.  I felt that as a nation, it was our 
responsibility to look for solutions.  Investing in a wind farm empowered my family 
and I to be a part of a solution to our energy dependence.   Always keeping my family 
in mind, it was clear to me that wind turbines were far preferable to coal plants or 
nuclear power.  While their inconsistent energy production is often touted by 
opponents to wind turbines, I believe the consequences of emissions and possible 
dangers of handling and storing radioactive waste far outweigh the benefits of both 
of these products.  I want my children to know that they can and should help others, 
our nation, and our world.  Investing in clean and sustainable energy, like wind farms, 
can help steer the next generation in the right direction.  It is not always easy to do 
the right thing, but I would like to think that I had the strength to help make the 
world better for the next generation, instead of saddling them with more difficulties.  
In a very small way, participating in this wind farm has given me the opportunity and 
challenge to do just that.As part of the Getty Wind project, I have witnessed the 
effort to bring all interested parties to a positive outcome.  Landowner’s needs and 
concerns are thoroughly addressed. It is truly disheartening to hear that there are 
some not involved in the project that feel otherwise; people that made a choice not 
to be involved, though they were presented with the opportunity.  I can respect their 
choice, it is/was their decision to make.  A consequence of that decision is that you 
should not expect to be treated like those who are a part of the project (re: 
communication and payment).  I feel very strongly that our participating landowners 
have been treated well and object to the implication otherwise.This project has the 
potential to have a significant positive impact on our community.  Let’s take this 
opportunity to keep moving forward together. I encourage the commission to move 
forward with approval of the petition.Thank you for your consideration,Janet 
LahrMember of Getty Wind & Landowner 

Janet Lahr 09-30-
2014 
12:44 pm 



 
 

  Yes.  The commission should approve the petition for modification or amendment to 
the Black Oak and Getty Wind large wind energy conversion system site permits to 
specify a different type of wind turbine model, a different total number of turbines, 
and a different preliminary turbine layout.I am a landowner who will have turbines 
on my land and transmission lines on my family’s land. I am not just an interested 
family member, I make my living farming the land.  Many landowner participants look 
forward to the building of this project, myself included.  Many look forward to the 
benefits the projects have the potential to provide.  One benefit of turbine roads is 
they will allow better access to fields and provides safe staging areas for today’s 
larger machinery.  Currently many field access roads are inadequate.  Another benefit 
is the increased tax revenue that the townships will receive.  This money will help to 
provide services and maintenance capabilities that are currently out of financial 
reach.I live and farm in an area with a strong demand for land and I am confident 
that my property values will not be diminished by the addition of turbines to my land.  
Not only because I am aware of the local land market but also because of the recent 
study done by the Ernest Orlando Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory for the 
Office of Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy Wind and Water Power 
Technologies Office. The study, A Spatial Hedonic Analysis of the Effects of Wind 
Energy Facilities on Surrounding Property Values in the United States concludes “ we 
find no statistical evidence that home values near turbines were affected in the post-
construction or post-announcement/pre-construction periods.”�I am aware of the 
petition that the project’s detractors have posed to a number of community 
members both inside and outside of the project’s boundaries and find it unfortunate 
that scare tactics and facts that are not capable of withstanding scrutiny are being 
used to get signatures, some of which are from minors who do not live in the 
immediate area. This fosters a not in my backyard attitude rather than working 
towards amenable solutions.  It is interesting to note that the majority of complaints 
are coming from those who have very little direct involvement.I believe one of the 
primary reasons for the request for the petition to modify or amend is to allow the 
flexibility to make changes that will enable Black Oak and Getty Wind to further 
comply with landowner wishes as to turbine layouts.  By not approving this request 
the commission would limit the ability of both Black Oak and Getty Wind to work 
towards the common goal of building a wind farm that takes into consideration the 
wants and desires of not only the parties that are involved but also those who 
surround the project.  Detractors of this project have perhaps failed to consider that 

Kevin Lahr 09-30-
2014 
01:52 pm 



 
 

by not approving this amendment the commission would in fact make it more 
difficult for Black Oak and Getty Wind to make accommodations that could 
potentially benefit landowners and surrounding neighbors alike.Thank you for your 
considerationKevin Lahr   

  No. The petition should not be approved and the project itself should be 
reconcidered.  We need to have a public hearing to have all the community know 
what is happening and to be able to voice our concerns. We are the people that are 
going to have our community changed.  I question that our roads will be unsafe.  Will 
the reflection off the turbines "sun flicker" obstruct our view of road signs? What 
other problems are the project directors failing to inform us about? Our entire 
community will be changed with this project, so we need to be informed and voice 
our opinions!Thank you Carolyn Reitsma Dairy Farmer and landowner   

Carolyn 
Reitsma 
Carolyn 
Reitsma 

09-30-
2014 
02:21 pm 

  No. The commission should not approve the petition.  Geronimo Wind has 
understated the effects of wind turbines to those living in the township. These wind 
turbines will depreciate the value of the land (land that is the home and life blood for 
so many farmers), and negatively impact the wildlife in the area. Over 65 people who 
will be directly affected by these turbines have signed a petition stating they do not 
want them in their area.  How many times do local land owners need to speak up in 
order to slow the expediting of this project?  
We all want to do what is right for the community and the environment, but this is 
not the right approach. This latest amendment is an opportune time to reconsider 
the project, share the detailed information with those in the township and the 
community, and allow time for everyone to be heard and share their thoughts. 

Karlene 
Gilmore 

09-30-
2014 
03:55 pm 
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  If new layout of wind farm is different that what was already reviewed by MN DNR 
Wildlife, please make sure they are able to review the new layout and provide 
technical guidance before final approval of placements are allowed. 

Nicholas 
Snavely 

2014-09-
30 
21:29:58 
UTC 

 






















