
From: Pamela Spader Noll
To: Christopher Henry; Barb Henderson
Subject: Bald Eagle Flight Path Over Hill
Date: Sunday, August 27, 2023 11:45:39 PM

Please forward to the Board Members....

We would like to submit these photos as evidence, that there is indeed a Bald Eagle flight path
over our hill.

The following photos were taken by residents living around the hill. Many do not have photos,
only sightings, as we are too busy enjoying the spectacular beauty of seeing them. They have
been seen for years in this area.

Submitted for the record by 
Pam Spader Noll
Brewer Rd
Oneida

Brewer Rd

mailto:pamspadernoll@yahoo.com
mailto:chenry@oneidacityny.gov
mailto:bhenderson@oneidacityny.gov


Mt. Hope Ave.







Creek Rd.



Middle Rd





Sunset Lake, Chapel St.



Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__mail.onelink.me_107872968-3Fpid-3Dnativeplacement-26c-3DGlobal-5FAcquisition-5FYMktg-5F315-5FInternal-5FEmailSignature-26af-5Fsub1-3DAcquisition-26af-5Fsub2-3DGlobal-5FYMktg-26af-5Fsub3-3D-26af-5Fsub4-3D100000604-26af-5Fsub5-3DEmailSignature-5F-5FStatic-5F&d=DwMFaQ&c=euGZstcaTDllvimEN8b7jXrwqOf-v5A_CdpgnVfiiMM&r=N2JTMMRyUPP455WxaHP-1x2dgPYx4iyuxZq5ogP5UkQ&m=LdA0nfKbINdC9rkNyClCOifs4y0LVuE8pMUo7cyH8VXNjH2wr8uxpDzMUpAD6oO-&s=eRkq8RjbLZdQ3Y8eyPp_of5WRNdBGswkb42aawH8N4k&e=


From: Pamela Spader Noll
To: Christopher Henry
Cc: Barb Henderson
Subject: Bald Eagles on Hill
Date: Tuesday, September 5, 2023 7:59:44 AM

Please add the following 3 photos to the Bald Eagle file, I previously sent. Pam

Mt. Hope

mailto:pamspadernoll@yahoo.com
mailto:chenry@oneidacityny.gov
mailto:bhenderson@oneidacityny.gov


Creek Rd (3 in this photo)
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From: Tracey Griffith
To: Christopher Henry
Cc: Barb Henderson
Subject: Fwd: Wind Turbine
Date: Sunday, September 24, 2023 7:22:26 PM

   
   Board Members,
>
> It has come to our attention regarding the SEQR, dated 13June2023, Responsible Officer is Frederick Meyers, and
Preparer is Christopher Henry. Our first question is, was there input from all board members or was the information
provided for the SEQR by the applicants documentation?
>
> As we look over the Environmental Asset Form, how does Christopher Henry, as preparer,  distinguish between
no to small impact vs. moderate to large impact?  What were the guidelines to determine this? 
>
> Before we file an Article 78, where a judge may require the SEQR be redone correctly, is it possible for the city
to  address some major discrepancies  and either revoke/rescind/alter the SEQR to address the discrepancies?
>
> There are numerous discrepancies within the entire SEQR where the same question is answered differently each
time, (i.e., time project is being done and questionable phases).
>
>
>
> 1) Impact of Land
>    A-H-  Why was this marked YES, when A,B, D-H were NO/Small Impact. Needs to be addressed by
knowledgeable expert
>
> 2) Impact of Geological Features
>     A-C  Why was it marked NO, we feel the answer to question requires geological/hydraulic studies before
answering.
>
> 3) Impact of Surface Water
>     A-K Why was it marked NO, A-K  needs to be addressed.
>
> 4). Impact of Ground Water
>      Why was this marked YES when A-H are marked No/Small impact. Please readdress.
>
> 5) Impact of Flooding
>     Why was this marked YES, yet A-F is marked No/Small impact may occur. Please readdress and explain.
>
> 6) Impact on Air
>     No issue.
>
> 7). Impact on Plants/ Animals
>      A-J This was marked YES, but ALL questions were marked No/Small Impact, Please clarify individually.
>
> 8). Impact on Agriculture Resources
>      A-H. Questions answered YES but individual items were marked NO/Small Impact.  Please clarify
individually.
>
> 9)  Impact on Aesthetic Resources
>      A,B,D,E,F,- Should be answered moderate to large. Please clarify your answers.

mailto:traceygriff@hotmail.com
mailto:chenry@oneidacityny.gov
mailto:bhenderson@oneidacityny.gov


>
> 10) Impact on Historic/Archeological Resources
>      A-EIII. Questions answered NO should be YES. Please clarify your answer to this question.
>
> 11) Impact on Open/Space Recreations
>      A-E  The answer was YES but individual questions were answered NO/ Small Impact. Please address and
clarify.
>
> 12) Impact on Critical Environmental Areas
>      A-C were marked NO, should have been marked YES. A and B need to be readdressed.
>
> 13) Impact on Transportation
>      A-F were marked NO, should be marked YES.  A-F need to be readdressed.
>
> 14). Impact on Energy
>       A-E were marked NO, should be marked YES, they need to be readdressed.
>
> 15) Impact on Noise, Odor, and Light
>       A-F are answered NO/Small Impact.  This needs to be addressed and clarified.
>
> 16) Impact on Human Health
>       A-M are answered No/Small Impact.  They need to be clarified for concerned neighbors and readdressed.
>
> 17) Consistency with Community Plans
>      B-H questions are answered NO/Small Impact.  They need to be clarified and readdressed.
>
> 18)  Consistency with Community Character
>       A-D questions are answered NO/Small Impact.  Please readdress and clarify.
>
>
> Given all this discrepancies, we have come to the conclusion that this SEQR was completed by the applicant, or
another unknowledgeable individual.  We would appreciate our concerns be addressed accurately before we file an
Article 78.
>
>
>
> Respectfully submitted,
>
>
> Thomas and Tracey Griffith



August 19, 2023

Dear Mr. Meyers, Mr. Bonville, Ms. Henderson, Mr. Hicks, Ms. Thorpe, Mr.
Schall, and Mr. Tooker:

My name is Megan Rose and I live at 1685 Brewer Road. I recently
learned that New Leaf Energy has applied to install a wind turbine in my
neighborhood. I am writing to express my sincere concerns and hope you will
take the time to read this letter.

I want to begin by saying that I am a fan of renewable, efficient and
green energy. As an educator, I have implemented and led district initiatives
around these very topics. I have overseen an aquaponics and farm to
(cafeteria) table program in a district that I worked in. I think it’s wonderful,
and when done correctly, has an enormous positive impact on the community
and earth!

Unfortunately, this is not the case with the proposed wind turbine. In
this case, the risks heavily outweigh the benefits. Some of the biggest risks
are around health and safety. Due to their noise and light pollution, people
who live near wind turbines experience sleep disturbances, headaches and
concentration problems. Wind turbines are a major trigger for people who
suffer from migraines due to the constant blocking and unblocking of the sun,
thus creating a flicker effect. Speaking first hand as someone who suffers
from migraines, I cannot have the ceiling fan and light on at the same time in
my house. The flicker effect from the light and fan will trigger a migraine. If
the board decides to move forward with the turbine, I am fearful that I will
not be able to spend time outside with my children anytime there is sunshine
and a slight breeze. As I am sure all of you can relate, not being able to spend
time with loved ones at your home is a devastating thought.

It’s not just the neighbors that are sensitive to light and sound that this
will impact. The installation of a wind turbine will have an adverse effect on
everyone in the neighborhood. Families who live on the hill rely on their wells
for water. When/if they blast for the installation of the base of the turbine,
our wells could collapse. While New Leaf Energy has promised to repair any
physical damage, what about the damage it will cause our children who will
have to be uprooted and live in different housing while we wait for them to
make our homes livable again? While we will do our best to minimize this, this
will undoubtedly cause unnecessary trauma to our children.



The installation of a wind turbine will also have an adverse effect on the
environmental conditions in the neighborhood. The wind turbine will be a death
trap for our flying wildlife. The noise pollution caused by the turbine will
impact all animals in the neighborhood. Many of our neighbors have personal
animals and many rely on animals for their livelihood- including farms and a
dog boarding facility. The installation of a wind turbine will hurt people, in
more ways than one.

It is significant to note that it is still uncertain if the turbine will
interfere with the local 911 towers, potentially putting the entire area at risk!
There needs to be an extensive independent investigation into this before we
move forward. The health and safety of our community is everyone’s top
priority.

Finally, many of my neighbors, my family included, chose to build our lives
here because we love the tranquility and peacefulness of living on “the hill”.
We enjoy the sounds of nature when we go outside. This is not a free perk. We
knowingly paid for this when we signed our mortgage contracts. According to
Steven Achen, a certified appraiser, and the National Association of Realtors,
our property values will decrease at least 9-14% with the installation of a wind
turbine. The installation of a wind turbine will handcuff to a cost we will not
recoup.

Living on the hill is not all “rainbows and unicorns”. Living up here comes
at a cost. In addition to our taxes, we have more extreme weather in the
winter. The roads to our houses are a little more slippery and the effects of
the colder seasons last longer. We pay a price to live here, and we do it
happily because we love it. Adding a wind turbine will not only be loud and
unsightly, but it will rob “the hill” of its charm and loveliness.

Please do not allow New Leaf Energy to install a wind turbine. My family
has every intention of living on the hill for years to come. Please do not make a
decision that could derail these plans.

Thank you very much for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Megan Rose



From: Pamela Spader Noll
To: Christopher Henry
Cc: Barb Henderson
Subject: Please pass along to the board
Date: Friday, September 1, 2023 11:38:48 AM
Attachments: EU2 Portugal_Cn10 (1).pdf

Information for the board to review 

Regards, 
Pam Spader Noll

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

mailto:pamspadernoll@yahoo.com
mailto:chenry@oneidacityny.gov
mailto:bhenderson@oneidacityny.gov
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__mail.onelink.me_107872968-3Fpid-3Dnativeplacement-26c-3DGlobal-5FAcquisition-5FYMktg-5F315-5FInternal-5FEmailSignature-26af-5Fsub1-3DAcquisition-26af-5Fsub2-3DGlobal-5FYMktg-26af-5Fsub3-3D-26af-5Fsub4-3D100000604-26af-5Fsub5-3DEmailSignature-5F-5FStatic-5F&d=DwMCaQ&c=euGZstcaTDllvimEN8b7jXrwqOf-v5A_CdpgnVfiiMM&r=N2JTMMRyUPP455WxaHP-1x2dgPYx4iyuxZq5ogP5UkQ&m=NRO6BFlfldlnUgRLvFu1VqtfBbfGykWfPGnrXj0Gi0rxnTQyuOrZ5dd_S-TGe31q&s=yEKbJ5874nPSTqVS5mr5k_7dwOptv1PcB40_ZKXyAis&e=
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Abstract— Wind turbines may be a source of disturbance


in the radiation fields of TV broadcast transmitters. The


situation is particularly serious when the direct path from
the transmitter to the receiver antenna is obstructed while
both transmitter and receiver antennas have a unblocked
path to the wind turbine. Starting from an analysis of the
diffracted field by the pylon we proceed to implement a sim-


ple rule derived from ITU Recommendation 805 to define
a minimum clearance distance from an isolated wind tur-


bine and a TV transmitter antenna. Measurements using a
scaled model confirm the existence of the floor level in the


scatter model used in ITU Recommendation BT.805.


I. Introduction


WI nd turbines are becoming increasingly popular as
non polluting sources for electric power. In many


cases the best locations for wind farms happen to coincide
or be close to existing transmitter antennas, for broadcast
(radio and TV), fixed service and mobile cellular.


To the surprise of some, experience has shown that wind
turbines may present a potential interference problem,
which is particularly serious with (analogue) TV broad-
cast.


Given current pressure to use the (few) favorable loca-
tions there is considerable interest in defining simple, but
safe, clearance rules to enable co-siting of wind turbines
and transmitter antennas.


In a previous paper [1] we considered this problem, in
the VHF and UHF frequency bands, concentrating in the
diffraction of radio waves by the pylon. In this paper we
include the potentially more hazardous and serious effect of
blades which, especially when moving, can cause significant
impairments in (analogue) TV reception.


The presence of wind turbines near transmitter antennas
has two effects. One, is diffraction mainly by the pylon,
and the other is the reflection, mainly by the blades, both
producing amplitude oscillations in the radiation fields.


Another way to look into the problem is to consider that
the received signal, which in the absence of the wind tur-
bine may be considered as deriving from a single (direct)
ray between the transmitter and the receiver, is now the
sum of a direct ray plus a reflected/diffracted ray with a
potentially significant time lag. For analogue TV, time lags
of the order of microseconds give rise to visible ghosts and,
in extreme cases, may lead to loss of synchronism. When
blades rotate, the situation worsens because the amplitude
of the reflected ray is modulated by the movement caus-
ing increased image scintillation, which translates into a


significant subjective image quality degradation.


This situation is TV specific because, in practice, the
likely delays are too short to be perceived in analogue
sound broadcast or in low speed digital signals (GSM cel-
lular radio). In the latter cases only amplitude oscillations
matter.


ITU-R Recommendation BT.654 [2] establishes criteria
for subjective assessment of analogue TV image quality in
presence of echo signals. A bound for the amplitude of
the interfering signal can be defined according to this rec-
ommendation to ensure a pre-defined subjective quality.
Thus, once a reliable method is found to calculate the re-
flected ray amplitude and delay relative to the direct ray,
co-siting criteria and clearance rules may be defined.


ITU-R Recommendation BT.805 [2] presents a simple
method to assess the impairment caused to (analogue)
color TV reception by the blades of a wind turbine where
the reflected ray amplitude is calculated as the larger of the
following two values: the amplitude of the forward lobe,
taking the blades as perfect flat reflectors, and -10 dB be-
low the maximum value of the forward lobe. Modelling a
typical wind turbine and measuring the reflected ray in an
anechoic chamber (at 60 GHz) enabled us to validate this
assumption.


Although the previously referred recommendation does
not mention the effect of the pylon, our results suggest the
possibility that, in some cases, pylon backward diffraction
may have a non negligible influence in subjective image im-
pairment, even if its non moving character reduces its im-
portance. In addition the simple ITU-R method assumes
that both the transmitter antenna, the wind turbine and
the receiver antenna are in free space, which may not be
the case in practice.


This model, besides providing insight into the physical
basis of the simple ITU-R method, further enables to ex-
tending it to situations closer to real life.


Extension of this model to wind farms may be achieved
using an empirical procedure [3].


Given the complexity of the problem, we approached it
using different techniques. Thus we considered separately
the diffraction around the pylon, assumed to be an infinite
cylinder, and the scattering by the rotor blades, modelled
as metallic sheets of rectangular shape. These results were
compared to those ITU-R Recommendation BT.805 [2] and
to experimental values obtained from a scaled model at 60
GHz.
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II. Di↑raction by the pylon


The pylon diffraction is treated as the canonical problem
of a plane wave diffraction by an infinite cylinder.


Transmitter 
antenna


Incident ray


Diffracted ray


Pylonϕ


r


a


Fig. 1. Geometry for the diffraction of a plane by an infinite cylinder.


The pylon is a metallic cylinder about 30-40 meters high
and 3 meters wide. Usually its cross section decreases from
the base to the top but it is possible to neglect this vari-
ation in the calculation of the diffracted power, without
significantly affecting the results. Therefore, in the the-
oretical analysis a metallic cylinder with constant section
and infinite length can replace the pylon. Its infinite length
allows to calculate exactly the scattered electric field al-
though the diffraction on the top is completely neglected.


Assuming that we have a vertically polarized plane wave
incident on the pylon as shown in Figure 1, the electric field
scattered by the pylon, at a distance of r from the cylinder
axis, along the direction ϕ, is given by [4]:


Es = E0


[
J0(ka)


H
(2)
0 (ka)


H
(2)
0 (kr)+


2
n=∞∑
n=1


(−j)n Jn(ka)


H
(2)
n (ka)


H(2)
n (kr) cos(nϕ)


]
(1)


where a is the cylinder radius, k = 2π/λ is the free space
wave number, Jn(x) the first kind Bessel function of order
n and argument x and H2


n(x) is a Hankel function, of order
n and argument x.


Total field E is obtained by adding the incident field
E0 exp(−jkr cos ϕ) and the scattered field.


Figures 2 shows a density plot of the total field E around
a vertical cylinder with r = 1.5 m at 1 GHz. Total dynamic
range is this figure is from +1.5 to −3 dB.


Similar results (see Figure 3 were previously reported by
some of us [1], where the pylon was modelled by a semi-
infinite plane metallic strip equal to the semi-infinite cylin-
der cross-section. Results compare quite well for a receiver
antenna at 38.5 m below the tip of the metallic strip.


III. Scattering by the rotor blades


Rotor blades are taken as perfect flat reflectors with rect-
angular shape. Direct and reflected ray amplitudes at the
receiver are computed using existing propagation condi-
tions (that is free space plus obstacle attenuation). The
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Fig. 2. Density plot of the total field E around a vertical infinite


cylinder with r = 1.5 m at 100 MHz.
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Fig. 3. Density plot of the total field E around a semi-infinite plane
metallic strip equal to the semi-infinite cylinder cross-section,


with r = 1.5 m, at 100 MHz.
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delay is computed assuming free space propagation condi-
tions.


We start by considering a single rotor blade, a transmit-
ter and a receiver, both using isotropic antennas, all in line
(Figure 4). The ground effect is neglected.


d1d2


Transmitter
antenna


Receiver
antenna


Turbine
blade


Fig. 4. Geometry for the scattered field by a rotor blade.


Under free-space propagation conditions, the ratio be-
tween direct and scattered powers at the receiver antenna
is given by:


ps


pd
=


A2


λ2


d2
1


d2
2(d1 + d2)2


sin(v sinα)
v sinα


(2)


where ps is the power scattered by the blades in the direc-
tion of the receiver antenna, pd is the direct path power at
the receiver antenna, d1 is the distance from the transmit-
ter to the receiver, d2 the distance from the transmitter
to the turbine blade, A is the blade area, α is the an-
gle between the wind turbine and the receiver antenna,
v = kw/2 and w is the blade width. For wind turbines
with more than one blade, the total blade area should be
used.


A. A simple rule to compute a clearance distance


The ratio ps/pd, in dB, together with the time delay
from the main criteria to define the disturbance caused by
wind turbine in TV reception according to ITU-R Recom-
mendation BT.805 [2]. The latter places a lower limit of
-10 dB on the value of sin(x)/x function in equation (2).


For a subjective quality of TV reception rated as good
(disturbances perceptible but not annoying) ITU-R Rec-
ommendation BT.805 [2] defines a maximum value of the
ratio ps


pd
as a function of the delay which may be approxi-


mated as:


Ps


Pd
= −28− 6


[
1− e−1.5(


2d2
c −1)


]
(3)


where Ps


Pd
= 10 log10(


ps


pd
) and c is the free space velocity of


light expressed in m/µs when d2, the distance between the
transmitter and the wind turbine, is expressed in meters.


Combining equations (2) and (3) and solving the implicit
resulting equation in relation to d2 we can easily define a
clearance distance d2min between transmitter antenna and
rotor blades as a function of angle α.


So far we have assumed free space propagation condi-
tions between the transmitter and receiver antennas and


the wind turbine. In practice however potentially worse
conditions may exist, particularly when only the path be-
tween transmitter and receiver antennas is obstructed by
an obstacle. This fact can be accounted for by increasing
the required value of Ps


Pd
by the excess attenuation due to


this obstacle Aobs. Figure 5 shows the clearance distance
d2min


, for a total blade area equal to 60 m2 at 500 MHz,
with excess obstacle attenuation values of 0, 10, 20 and 30
dB.
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Fig. 5. Clearance distance for a wind turbine with a total blade
area of 60 m2 at 500 MHz, and excess obstacle attenuation Aobs


values of 0, 10, 20 and 30 dB


In the case of a wind farm an empirical rule in [3] states
that for a small number of turbines operating with their
blades in parallel, the scattered fields add voltage wise
while for larger wind farms a power addition is more ap-
propriate. Under free space propagation conditions, in the
worst case, a 10 wind turbine farm increases the value of
Ps


Pd
by 20 dB just as an obstacle with the same attenuation


IV. Experimental results using a scaled model


An 1:250 scaled down model of a Enercom NTK 500/37
500 kW wind turbine was built in order to obtain exper-
imental data on the scattering of an incident electromag-
netic wave. The pylon was made of aluminium and two
sets of blades were used: one in aluminium and another
in acrylic glass. The measuring frequency was 62.5 GHz,
which corresponds approximately to 250 MHz for the real
turbine.


The choice of measuring frequency and model size was
dictated by the available anechoic chamber and measure-
ment equipment, mainly transmitter power and receiver
sensitivity.


Figures 6 and 7 shows the wind turbine scale model
placed on the chamber azimuth positioner and the mea-
surement set-up, respectively.


The incident wave was produced by a 25 dBi shielded
solid dielectric pyramidal horn placed at 1.615 m from the
pylon axis. The scattered signal was picked up by a 25
dBi pyramidal metallic horn, placed side-by-side with the
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Fig. 6. Wind turbine scaled model placed on the chamber azimuth


positioner.


Transmitter
antenna


Receiver
antenna
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Fig. 7. Measurement set-up.


transmitter horn, at 1.622 m from the pylon axis. The
0.5 m direct path between the two horns was blocked by a
microwave absorber panel.


The horns produce a reasonably uniform illumination of
the scattering aperture, but the phase front is not quite
planar (phase error < 2 radians) which, for a plane scat-
terer entails a reduction of up to 3 dB in the scattered
signal level and broadens (about 19 %) the main lobe of
its scattering diagram.


The transmitter power is rather low (17 dBm) and the
chamber noise floor level was measured and found to be
about -70 dBm. The measured peak scattered level was
-45 dBm.


The turbine model was placed on the chamber azimuthal
positioner and rotated while logging the received power.
The scattered signal plotted as a function of the azimuthal
angle of the model is shown in Figure 8.


The scatter diagram clearly shows a main lobe over an
irregular floor. The level of the floor changes with the
angular position of the blades while the peak scatter level
remains constant. In the worst case the floor level is about
10 dB below the peak scatter level, the same value that is
referred to in the ITU-R Recommendation BT.805 [2].
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Fig. 8. Measured power scattered by the wind turbine model as a


function of the azimuthal angle.


V. Conclusions


Wind turbine interfere with radio wave propagation in
two ways. The pylon acts an obstacle, introducing an at-
tenuation, that does not exceed 3 dB at 100 MHz, 100
m beyond the pylon. This attenuation increases with fre-
quency and reaches 8.5 dB at 1 GHz, at the same distance.
In turn, the blades act as a rather effective scatterer given
their almost plane surface.


Among broadcast services, television is the most affected
by wind turbines because the scattered field may arrive at
the receiver with a time delay such that it causes an an-
noying disturbance. ITU-R Recommendation BT.805 [2]
suggests a threshold for the scatter-to-direct field intensity
as a function of the scatter delay to achieve a good sub-
jective quality television reception. It also defines a simple
model of the wind turbine as a scatterer. Scatter measure-
ments with a scaled model of a wind turbine in an anechoic
chamber are in good agreement with the recommendation.


Following the ITU-R Recommendation 805 [2] and as-
suming free space propagation it was possible to derive a
clearance distance for an isolated wind turbine at 500 MHz.
When the path between the transmitter and receiver an-
tennas is obstructed the clearance distance increases signif-
icantly (from 0.25 km to 2 km for an obstacle attenuation
of 20 dB). Interestingly the ITU Recommendation states
that under free space propagation a single wind turbine is
unlikely to impair reception at more than 0.5 km.


Greater clearance distances refer to combinations of ob-
stacle attenuation and wind farms, particularly large ones.
In any case we believe that clearances in excess of 5 to
6 km are not required at 500 MHz. This compares well
with the statement in the ITU-R Recommendation where
a 5 km clearance is suggested unless the path between the
transmitter and receiver antennas is obstructed and the
path between the wind turbines and the receiver antenna
is not.
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Finally we should note that an omnidirectional receiver
antenna was assumed in all cases and that the clearance
may be reduced when the receiver antenna provides dis-
crimination between the direct ray (from the transmitter)
and the reflected ray (from the wind turbine blades).
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From: Pamela Spader Noll
To: Christopher Henry; Barb Henderson
Subject: Please pass along to the board members
Date: Friday, August 25, 2023 11:51:19 AM

Dear Board Members,

I'm sure by now, you're tired of seeing my name, but wanted to give you a little background
about me. I am a former Business Manager in the Department of Radiation and Non-Radiation
Safety, at AT&T/Lucent Technologies, Murray Hill, NJ for 30 years. The last 20 years of that
time, was focused on the safety of Cellular Towers (becoming a consultant upon retirement
until 5 years ago).

I would rather live beneath a Cell Tower than a Wind Turbine, as there are numerous
documented scientific studies, many of which, our department had published, proving that
Cell Towers are safe. As for Wind Turbines, there are NO studies documenting the safety of
one being constructed in the close proximity of multiple homes surrounding our hill. 

May I also add, wind turbines can potentally disrupt electromagnetic signals used in
telecommunication (already an issue on our hill) navigation and radar services.

Therefore, being an abutting property owner, I have very serious concerns regarding the many
issues a Wind Turbine could cause to our environment; health of humans/animals, property
damage/well damage/dry wells/home values, future use of my land and the detrimental effects
to our Wildlife (bats, migratory birds and our resident Bald Eagles, which we have multiple
photos to document their flight path) along with my own Farm Animals and 9 other Farms on
this hill. (letter previously submitted for record, from my Large Animal Veterinarian, Verona,
NY.

I hope you consider the well-being of the residents up on this hill, over a company and the
land owner that does not care, other than making money at our expense. 

Thank you for your time reading this and serving as a Board Member.

Best Regards,

Pam Spader Noll
Noll's Ark Farm
1439 Brewer Rd.
Oneida
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From: Pamela Spader Noll
To: Christopher Henry; Barb Henderson
Subject: Proposed Wind Turbin
Date: Wednesday, August 9, 2023 10:09:00 AM

This was taken the other day from my property, on Brewer. Green Leaf's meteorological
evaluation tower (MET) is approximately 150 ft high, imagine a 560 ft Wind Turbine there!
And for them to say, it won't be noticeable nor will it affect our property values, is outrageous!
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From: Pamela Spader Noll
To: Christopher Henry
Cc: Barb Henderson
Subject: Proposed Wind Turbine - Brewer Rd
Date: Tuesday, September 19, 2023 3:36:44 PM

Board Members ...

We want to be transparent and let you know of a meeting, a couple of us had, with the Oneida
Nation Historian...to discuss the artifacts we had found around the proposed land, over the
years and the graves of the "Clan Mother" and her children, which is located on our hill. He
will be conducting an investigation and will be making his recommendations to the Nation, as
to how to proceed. 

Respectfully,

Pam Spader Noll
Brewer Rd
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From: Pamela Spader Noll
To: Christopher Henry; Helen Acker
Cc: Barb Henderson
Subject: Question? Turbine
Date: Tuesday, October 31, 2023 12:13:18 PM

Chris, Helen, 

As you can see below, we've  been fighting this for 2 years now.  This postcard was sent out
AFTER the "Test Tower" was constructed. Weren't the abutting neighbors suppose to be
notified beforehand? And did New Leaf get an approval first, before doing so?

Also, I'm still waiting on an answer to my last email, dated 10/20/24, asking if you received
the study performed by the FAA, pertaining to 3 turbines, not 1. Have yet to get a reply back
on this.  

And my last question....we had to turn in anything we wanted to go on record by the 26th. Did
New Leaf turn in anything, and when do we get to review that, as I'm sure you've passed along
what we submitted to them?

Regards,

Pam Spader Noll
Brewer Rd
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From: Joe Higgins
To: Christopher Henry
Cc: Barb Henderson
Subject: Wind Turbine
Date: Thursday, August 17, 2023 12:18:27 PM

Hello,

  My name is Joe Higgins and I live at 1502 Brewer Rd. I'm sending you this article so you can
hopefully use it as an example on how to stop the build of a 500+ ft tall wind turbine on our
beautiful, quite hill.  Also, can this be put into record?

I'm looking forward to your response.

Respectfully,
Joe Higgins
315-271-8057

https://www.romesentinel.com/news/business/real-estate/town-closely-examining-potential-
impacts-of-wind-turbine/article_3b853297-df7e-5f36-9621-53a69f626f46.html
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From: Pamela Spader Noll
To: Christopher Henry
Cc: Helen Acker
Subject: Wind Turbine Project
Date: Friday, October 20, 2023 11:59:38 AM

Chris,

What is the status of this study supposedly being conducted by the FAA (attached letter dated
Sept 8, 2022), that's on your website? (Also attached is the recent Air Force letter)

In addition, it's noted that there are 3 proposed turbines (2 being in the wings?) If one is
approved, there is no stopping them from constructing more! The Public thinks it's just one
Turbine going up there. 

What is the power rating of the sub-station on Forest Ave?

Thank you,

Pam Spader Noll
Brewer Rd
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From: Rob
To: Christopher Henry; Barb Henderson
Cc: Mary Jo Donaldson; jdonaldson16@gmail.com; Amarokkennels@gmail.com; rowboat4924@yahoo.com
Subject: Further commentary on the proposed wind turbine near Brewer Rd and Forest Rd in the City of Oneida, NY and

the Town of Lincoln, NY, respectively.
Date: Thursday, July 27, 2023 10:06:52 AM

To the Planning and Development Board of the City of Oneida, NY.  
27July 2023

Dear board members, 

As you have seen and heard, the residents in the immediate surroundings of the
proposed location of the wind turbine are universally opposed to this project.  As was
made clear by an Oneida City Councilperson at the last public meeting only those
individuals who are not residing in the area were in favor of proceeding.  

Though I live on Forest Ave part of my land is within the City of Oneida and I
therefore ask that my concerns be heard.  

The residents feel, if I may presume to speak for them, we are being held hostage
by those who will not be negatively impacted by the construction of this turbine.  The
city, landowner, and the developer all have financial interests in this project whereas
the residents have so far only been offered the pittance of a 10% reduction in their
electrical costs.  Given the likely negative impact on our lives from this project that
feels more like an insult than an incentive.  

Those of us who are well within the effected radius of this project yet do not have
land that directly borders the parcel(s) where is it slated to be built feel that we have
been ignored and disregarded.  Personally I find it telling, and a moral failing, of the
developer who well knows that the felt impact of a wind turbine can extend many
thousands of feet chose to only follow the letter of the law and notify bordering
neighbors vs all those within that radius.  My home is within 2700' of the turbine site
and I should have known about this directly from the people who are proposing and
discussing this project.  

I have previously sent you information on the potential impact of infrasound which
almost surely will negatively effect animal populations in the area and can also have
significant impacts on the physical and mental health of humans.  

There is an unknown risk to the fragile water table of this hilltop topography that,
if that risk is realized, could cause massive disruption to the lives and health of
affected residents despite the promises of the developer to "make it right."  

At the end of the last public meeting in July 2023 I spoke with one of the
representatives of the developer who, when we discussed the audible noise of the
turbines, said, and I quote, "you will hear it."  

I have spoken to my neighbors and, to a person, the main reason why we all chose
to live where we do is the peace and quiet.  Forest Rd has no through traffic, there is
no sound of the city, there are no businesses here that make environmental noise. 
The pristine quietude of this small area would be destroyed by the loud, mechanical
noises generated by the turbine.  This is unacceptable.  

I chose this house for the peace and quiet it offered and for the restorative effect
that can and does have on my mental health. Here is an anecdotal accounting of
what it's like to live close to a turbine- https://youtu.be/f7DQ3SgSg0c that directly
addresses the impact audible noise, as well as infrasound, can have on the living
conditions close to a turbine. Based on this and other accounts I have zero doubt that
a wind turbine will destroy the peace so many of us sought by living here.

At the last meeting I noted that for several small proposals, such as the relatively
innocuous construction of a tool shed, applicants were required to obtain the opinion
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of their neighbors to ensure they would not be bothered by its presence.  Where is
the concern for the people who will absolutely be impacted by this project and are
vehemently opposed to it?  When will our voices be heard? 

Another fact that everyone seems to be missing here is that this is a single
turbine.  This is a project of extremely limited scope that, despite all the arguments
about clean energy and 'saving the planet', will have statistically little to no impact on
the global issue of climate change.  It will provide a modicum of electricity back the
grid that will service a relatively small number of people.  This same amount of clean
electricity could easily be created elsewhere as part of a larger project in a more
suitably remote location where it would not ruin people's lives.  It is those large,
regional projects that will have actual impact to the carbon footprint of the electrical
grid not small show-projects like this.  

This project is naught but a red herring in terms of reversing climate change.  
Wind energy is absolutely a viable option to reduce carbon emissions but a single

turbine in this location will do more harm than good to the lives of the people living in
its shadow and this project should be rejected as it provides little to no value while
causing substantial harm.  Simply put, this project will put some money in a few
people's pockets and make a relatively insignificant amount of electricity at the cost
of dozens of peoples' lives, property values, mental health, and happiness.  

Given the clear risk and impact to taxpayers' lives, physical and mental health, and
property, the variance for this project should be DENIED.  

Respectfully, 
Robert Coapman
4919 Forest Ave
Oneida, NY 


	Bald Eagle Flight Path Over Hill-Spader Noll
	Bald Eagles on Hill-Additional from Pam Spader Noll
	Fwd_ Wind Turbine 9-24-23
	Megan Rose -Planning and Zoning Board Letter
	Please pass along to the board 9-1-23
	Please pass along to the board members 8-25-23
	Please pass along to the board members-Pam Spader Noll
	Proposed Wind Turbin 8-9-23
	Proposed Wind Turbine - Brewer Rd 9-19-23
	Question_ Turbine-10-31-23
	Wind Turbine 8-17-23
	Wind Turbine Project 10-20-23

