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From: LURC
To: "dan mckay"; 
cc: Murphy, Donald; Horn-Olsen, Samantha; 
Subject: RE: Development Permit DP 4886 Application
Date: Wednesday, February 23, 2011 9:06:25 AM


Good morning, 
I am forwarding your message to Donald Murphy and Samantha Horn-Olsen of our staff.
 
Jeannine Lapointe, Secretary Associate 
Maine Land Use Regulation Commission 
22 State House Station 
Augusta Maine 04333-0022 
(207) 287-2632  
www.maine.gov/doc/lurc   


 


From: dan mckay [mailto:mckaydan2@gmail.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, February 23, 2011 7:57 AM 
To: LURC 
Subject: Development Permit DP 4886 Application
 
Dear Commissioners, 
                                Another application for another wind power project. 
Each and every application seems to present the same storyline. Wind power 
is our best chance to long term stabilization of air quality and certain aspects 
relating to short term environmental degradation by soil and water 
disturbance is weighted against recognizable subtractions of air pollution.
                              I recently read where the air quality at top of Cadillac 
Mountain suffers from prevailing winds carrying pollutants from sources 
west. Wouldn't it be great if these turbines were somehow air purifiers, 
scrubbing out imported air pollution. 
                              They are not and therefore no matter how many are put of 
in this state, the problem of midwest drift remains.
                               So, what is the policy in Maine ? To reach the megawatt 
goal for wind power as described by law ? Who is breaking the law if goals 
are not reached ?  You ? 
Is it even a matter of environmental trade-offs with this criteria of goals 
dictating the process ?
                              Numbers play a big part in societal pursuits. They create a 
target, an end to justify the means. 
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                              I don't know what number project this one is and I don't 
know how much it will contribute to reaching the magic goal, but, it seems, 
to have an overriding effect upon the traditional assessments of LURC based 
on many years of development work.
                             Tally on..................................Dan McKay..... Dixfield








From: Alice Barnett
To: Murphy, Donald; 
Subject: Blue Sky East - Bull Hill Wind Project
Date: Wednesday, February 23, 2011 8:57:21 AM


DEP has not addressed all the ramifications of Mountain Top Industrial 
Wind generators.
http://www.maine.gov/dep/blwq/docstand/sitelaw/Selected%
20developments/2010/saddleback_ridge_wind/index.htm
 
comments and reviews show laws need more definition.
 
How do you address red, strobing night light?  for example
 
Noise, visual, decommissioning, wildlife studies; all need more clarification.
 
Thank You
 
Alice Barnett
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From: Stefan
To: Murphy, Donald; 
Subject: RE: Blue Sky East-First Wind Project in Township 16
Date: Tuesday, February 08, 2011 2:45:51 PM


Don, 
         Thank you for your RSVP. 
         Eastbrookers will be glad to know that, while considering 
the TWP16 project, the Commissioners will have at hand a copy of 
Eastbrook's ordinance. 
         I did receive your two earlier emails. I am evidently on 
your "mailing list", and glad to be there. 
         I have added a link to LURC's TWP16 page on the 
EastbrookWind.org website. 
         I notice on that page that comments may be sent to 
lurc@maine.gov. On the EastbrookWind.org website, I have indicated 
that comments may be sent to your email address, which of course is 
what I did. Should I change that, or are you the recipient either way? 
Stefan 
 
  At 10:53 AM 2/8/2011, you wrote: 
>Stefan; 
>I wanted to RSVP that I received your e-mail and will enter it into the 
>interested parties correspondence record that's is maintained for the 
>Commissioners review process. I have already requested a copy of the 
>Eastbrook Ordinance that was recently passed to make it available to the 
>Commissioners. I do hope you have recently received the two e-mails that 
>I sent last Thursday and Friday to interested parties that announced the 
>application is now accepted for processing and is posted on the LURC 
>website. If not let me know. And of course any other questions you may 
>have on the application or the review process and schedule. 
>Don Murphy 
> 
>Donald E. Murphy, Project Planner 
>Land Use Regulation Commission 
>Maine Department of Conservation 
>18 Elkins Lane / Harlow Building, 4th floor 
>Augusta, ME 04333-0022 
> 
>Phone 287-2619 / Fax 287-7439 
>Email: donald.murphy@maine.gov 
> 
> 
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> 
>-----Original Message----- 
>From: Stefan [mailto:stefanmaine@gmail.com] 
>Sent: Monday, February 07, 2011 10:34 AM 
>To: Murphy, Donald 
>Subject: Blue Sky East-First Wind Project in Township 16 
> 
>Friends, 
>         We are writing about the Grid Scale Wind Energy Development 
>Permit Application to build a wind power project in T16 MD, Hancock 
>County, Maine, filed on January 31, 2011, with the Maine Land Use 
>Regulation Commission by Blue Sky East, LLC, c/o First Wind 179 Lincoln 
>Street, Suite 500, Boston MA  02111. 
>         As you are aware, Township 16 abuts the town of Eastbrook. 
>         We have been year around residents of Eastbrook since 1974. 
>         The Town of Eastbrook recently adopted a Wind Energy Facility 
>Ordinance which prohibits construction of industrial wind turbine towers 
>within one mile of any residence in Eastbrook. 
>         It is our understanding that one or more of the wind turbine 
>towers planned by First Wind for Township 16 are sited within one mile 
>of several Eastbrook residences. 
>         Therefore, if the Commission approves First Wind's application 
>for Township 16, we ask the Commission to include in its approval a 
>specification that no wind turbine towers may be built in Township 16 
>within one mile of any Eastbrook residence. In other words, we ask that 
>First Wind be required to respect the spirit of Eastbrook's ordinance, 
>and abide by the one mile separation stipulation in its siting of wind 
>turbine towers along or near the town line between Eastbrook and 
>Township 16. 
>         Thank you for considering our request. 
>Stefan and Nancy Nadzo 
>Eastbrook, Maine 
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From: Blake, Bradbury D
To: Murphy, Donald; 
Subject: RE: Intervenor status for Township 16
Date: Wednesday, February 23, 2011 4:53:36 PM


Here is my statement:  The company that is developing the Bull Hill wind project in T16-MD is First 
Wind.  I have experience in analyzing the First Wind application filed as Evergreen III, LLC for the 
“Rollins” project in Lincoln, Lee, Winn and Burlington.   In addition to testifying concerning my findings 
regarding the “Rollins” application, I provided testimony to the DEP regarding the “Record Hill” project 
of Independence Wind and the “Spruce Mountain” project of Patriot Renewables.  In this regard, I will 
be assisting local people who have concerns about the Bull Hill project but lack expertise and lack 
confidence to speak in public.
 


From: Murphy, Donald [mailto:Donald.Murphy@maine.gov]  
Sent: Wednesday, February 23, 2011 4:26 PM 
To: Blake, Bradbury D; bblake02@maine.rr.com 
Subject: RE: Intervenor status for Township 16
 
Bradbury;
 
I want to notify you that I am in receipt of your request for intervenor status on the Bull Hill wind project 
in township T16-MD. If you could do so, I would appreciate it if you added some information to your 
request. The ME LURC rules regarding intervenor status are based on the following general 
requirement (LURC Commission Rules Chapter 5.13 (1) ..... 'A petition to intervene shall be granted if 
it demonstrates that the petitioner is or may be substantially and directly affected by the proceeding'. If 
you would add a simple and direct statement to this effect I will add it to your request. If you have any 
questions about this I can be reached at my office phone 207-287-2619 or again by e-mail. Thank you.
 
Sincerely;
 
Don Murphy
 
Donald E. Murphy, Project Planner 
Land Use Regulation Commission
Maine Department of Conservation
18 Elkins Lane / Harlow Building, 4th floor
Augusta, ME 04333-0022
 
Phone 287-2619 / Fax 287-7439
Email: donald.murphy@maine.gov


 


From: Blake, Bradbury D [mailto:BBlake@UNUM.COM]  
Sent: Wednesday, February 23, 2011 11:56 AM 
To: Murphy, Donald 
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Subject: Intervenor status for Township 16


Mr. Murphy, please register me as an intervening party concerning the 
application for 'Bull Hill Wind Project in township T-16MD;  DP 4886.
 
Bradbury Blake
25 Westminster Terrace
Cape Elizabeth, Maine 04107
 
Home email:  bblake02@maine.rr.com
Work email:  bblake@unum.com
 
Home phone:  207-773-4252
Work phone:  207-575-8553
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From: David Corrigan
To: Carroll, Catherine M.; 
cc: Murphy, Donald; Spencer-Famous, Marcia; 
Subject: RE: Blue Sky East Permit Application DP4886
Date: Thursday, February 10, 2011 8:55:01 AM


Thank you. 
 
David P. Corrigan 
Registered Maine Master Guide 
Fletcher Mountain Outfitters 
82 Little Houston Brook Road 
Concord Twp., Maine 04920 
207-672-4879 
maineguide@live.com 
www.realwindinfoforme.com   
 
 
 
 
  


Subject: RE: Blue Sky East Permit Application DP4886 
Date: Thu, 10 Feb 2011 08:33:29 -0500 
From: Catherine.M.Carroll@maine.gov 
To: maineguide@live.com 
CC: Donald.Murphy@maine.gov; Marcia.Spencer-Famous@maine.gov 
 
Hi David,
 
We can do that.  Sorry for the mix up.
 
Catherine M. Carroll
Director, Maine Land Use Regulation Commission
18 Elkins Lane, Harlow Building
22 State House Station
Augusta, Maine 04333-0022
Telephone: Office(207) 287-4930  Cell (207) 592-4448
www.maine.gov/doc/lurc
 


From: David Corrigan [mailto:maineguide@live.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, February 09, 2011 1:48 PM 
To: Spencer-Famous, Marcia 
Cc: Carroll, Catherine M.; Murphy, Donald 
Subject: Blue Sky East Permit Application DP4886
 



mailto:maineguide@live.com

mailto:/O=MAIL/OU=XAUG/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=CATHERINE.M.CARROLL

mailto:/O=MAIL/OU=XAUG/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=DONALD.MURPHY

mailto:/O=MAIL/OU=XAUG/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=MARCIA.SPENCER-FAMOUS

mailto:maineguide@live.com

http://www.realwindinfoforme.com/

http://www.maine.gov/doc/lurc





Marcia, 
  
     I have just learned today that LURC issued a notice that the above referenced 
application was  
accepted for processing on February 2, 2011.  I have asked in the past to be placed 
on a list to recieve any such notifications about upcoming wind/met 
tower developments.  I did recvieve today the monthly notice of accepted permits, 
but there was no link. 
  
I see from the LURC website   http://www.maine.gov/doc/lurc/projects/Windpower/
FirstWind/BlueSkyEast/DP4886/Notices/NoticeOfAcceptanceForProcessing.pdf   
 that an official notice was put together, and apparently sent out, a week ago. 
  
As you know, I consider that as a citizen, and a business owner, I have a vested 
interest in being fully informed about these projects.  In the future I would 
appreciate being kept up to date when such notices go out.  As I have requested 
before; Please list me as an Interested Person not only for this project, but also any 
other wind/met tower developments that are currently underway in LURC 
jurisdiction, and any that come along in the future.  
  
Thank you.   
  
David P. Corrigan 
Registered Maine Master Guide 
Fletcher Mountain Outfitters 
82 Little Houston Brook Road 
Concord Twp., Maine 04920 
207-672-4879 
maineguide@live.com 
www.realwindinfoforme.com   
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From: Carroll, Catherine M.
To: Todd, Fred; Spencer-Famous, Marcia; Murphy, Donald; 
Subject: FW: Gargantuan Wind towers do not belong in Maine"s Scenic Lakes regions!!
Date: Monday, March 28, 2011 7:45:10 AM


Not sure which project he’s referring to.  Thought I’d send this to the three of you to cover bases. 
Thanks.
 
Catherine M. Carroll
Director, Maine Land Use Regulation Commission
18 Elkins Lane, Harlow Building
22 State House Station
Augusta, Maine 04333-0022
Telephone: Office(207) 287-4930  Cell (207) 592-4448
www.maine.gov/doc/lurc
 


From: palakaseal@aol.com [mailto:palakaseal@aol.com]  
Sent: Saturday, March 26, 2011 2:21 PM 
To: Carroll, Catherine M. 
Subject: Gargantuan Wind towers do not belong in Maine's Scenic Lakes regions!!
 
 
As a camp owner in Flagstaff Overlook, I respectfully request that you hold public hearings on all of 
these gargantuan projects that will disrupt the scenic beauty that is the foundation of the Maine 
economy and way of life. These should be located in the upper west/Midwest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Paul Averill Liebow  MD  FACEP 
 
450 River Road 
 
Bucksport, Maine 04416 
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From: LURC
To: "Antonio Blasi and Renata Moise"; 
cc: Murphy, Donald; 
Subject: RE: Regarding view impact of Bull Hill Wind project
Date: Monday, March 14, 2011 8:49:23 AM


Thank you for your comments. I have added your contact information to the list of interested persons 
for the Bull Hill Wind project and am forwarding your email to Donald Murphy of our staff.
 


Jeannine Lapointe, Secretary Associate 
Maine Land Use Regulation Commission 
22 State House Station 
Augusta Maine 04333-0022 
(207) 287-2632  
www.maine.gov/doc/lurc   


 


From: Antonio Blasi and Renata Moise [mailto:antren@myfairpoint.net]  
Sent: Sunday, March 13, 2011 6:03 PM 
To: LURC 
Subject: Regarding view impact of Bull Hill Wind project
 
Dear Lurc,
I have lived in Maine all my life, having been born in Hancock Maine in 1960. I consider the climb up 
Schoodic Mountain, and the panorama that I am able to witness from the top, to be a magnificent and 
spiritual part of my life. I frequently climb Schoodic mountain during the spring, summer, and fall 
months, as I live within a half hours drive. 50 years ago, my mother was a country doctor here, and the 
night before I was born she made a house call down to Little Tunk Lake, near Schoodic Mountain, to 
tend to "Big Chief" who was dying. As a child I climbed Schoodic mountain, swam in Donnell Pond and 
Little Tunk Lake. In the winter we skated on these lakes as well. I share these memories with you to 
illustrate that for me, and many others, this is not just some mountain vista that can be replaced by 
another mountain. It is not a once per year tourist experience; it has deep and lfe long meaning. 
 
I can not imagine the horrible effect that multiple enormous turbines to the north will have on the 
beauty that now exists; of seeing the ocean, bays, mountains and lakes in all directions from the top of 
Schoodic. Until now, Schoodic Mountain has been the one place where one can experience this 
amazing vista in all directions; the climb up is relatively easy, and the joy is indescribable once at the 
top.
 
Personally, if the turbines are built, I do not think I will ever visit that Mountain again. 
Last summer, on an expedition there with my husband, a young man was doing a survey at the 
bottom, in the parking lot, showing faint photos of what the turbines would look like from the beach at 
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the pond. He had no photos to show me of what the turbines would look like from the mountain top. 
His survey questions were confusing and difficult to answer: It was obvious to me that he was working 
for the developer. I couldn't continue to speak to him- I had to walk away I was so upset. The land of 
Schoodic Mountain, Donnell Pond Beach and Black Mountain are preserved for a reason- they are 
irreplacable.  
 
I beg you to take this letter into consideration. I ask that the wind turbines not be built in view of 
Schoodic Mountain.
 
Renata Reich Moise
PO Box 53 
Hancock, Maine 04640  
 
 








From: Stefan
To: Murphy, Donald; 
Subject: Blue Sky East-First Wind Project in Township 16
Date: Monday, February 07, 2011 10:34:46 AM


Friends, 
        We are writing about the Grid Scale Wind Energy Development Permit 
Application to build a wind power project in T16 MD, Hancock County, 
Maine, filed on January 31, 2011, with the Maine Land Use Regulation 
Commission by Blue Sky East, LLC, c/o First Wind 179 Lincoln Street, 
Suite 500, Boston MA  02111. 
        As you are aware, Township 16 abuts the town of Eastbrook. 
        We have been year around residents of Eastbrook since 1974. 
        The Town of Eastbrook recently adopted a Wind Energy Facility 
Ordinance which prohibits construction of industrial wind turbine 
towers within one mile of any residence in Eastbrook. 
        It is our understanding that one or more of the wind turbine towers 
planned by First Wind for Township 16 are sited within one mile of 
several Eastbrook residences. 
        Therefore, if the Commission approves First Wind's application for 
Township 16, we ask the Commission to include in its approval a 
specification that no wind turbine towers may be built in Township 16 
within one mile of any Eastbrook residence. In other words, we ask 
that First Wind be required to respect the spirit of Eastbrook's 
ordinance, and abide by the one mile separation stipulation in its 
siting of wind turbine towers along or near the town line between 
Eastbrook and Township 16. 
        Thank you for considering our request. 
Stefan and Nancy Nadzo 
Eastbrook, Maine 
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From: Murphy, Donald
To: "Colleen"; 
cc: Murphy, Donald; 
Subject: LURC Bull Hill Wind Project
Date: Friday, February 25, 2011 6:28:05 PM


Coleen;
 
I wanted to call you before e-mailing but I want to respond with a suggestion. I appreciate the time you are taking 
to involve your information and viewpoints into the Bull Hill Wind Project Development Permit application. I want 
to reiterate that my purpose in calling or e-mailing you is to in no way offer legal advice but is my attempt as 
LURC Project Planner to facilitate an informed and thorough review of this wind power development project. I 
would also like to make you aware of the 'Interested Persons' recognition vs... the 'Intervenor Status' that you 
have applied for and give you the opportunity to consider this as an option. Please let me know early next week 
before the 3/2/11 Commission meeting of your preference.
 
LURC's Chapter 5 Rules for the Conduct of Public Hearings in Section 5.14 provides for an additional category of 
participation in the public hearing process that includes some of the activities for the Intervenor Status you've 
requested but without some of the more stringent expectations for participation to fulfill that obligation. Examples 
of this commitment are meeting, conference, and hearing attendance, as well as testimony, timely review 
submittals and comments throughout the entire process. 'Interested Persons' can track the process and upon 
notification to the LURC staff join in at the key times you choose.
 
However, I do want to emphasize that there is a difference from Intervenor Status in that the Presiding Officer of 
the public proceedings has discretionary authority to structure the input of 'Interested Persons' for the sake of 
conducting a thorough presentation of the facts and viewpoints in an efficient manner. For example, Intervenors 
are allowed oral cross-examination rights whereas 'Interested Persons' may have the same or be requested to 
put them in writing. Testimonies may be limited or combined by topic and given orally or in writing. I've included 
section 5.14 below for reference and encourage you to go to the State of Maine LURC webpage and refer to 
these Chapter 5 Rules for your own reference. 
 
Chapter 5 of the Commission’s rules, Section 5.14 ‘Participation by Interested Persons:  Any 
person may, in the discretion of the Presiding Officer, be permitted to make oral or written 
statements on the issues, introduce documentary, photographic and real evidence, attend and 
participate in conferences and submit written or oral questions of other participants, within 
such limits and on such terms and conditions as may be fixed by the Commission or the 
Presiding Officer.’
 
You will notice that in the process of granting intervenor status that the Commission requires the filing of 'a 
petition under oath or affirmation for leave to intervene.'  The following is point number 5 in a letter used to 
described the intervenor petitioning process. It is also a part of the basis that the LURC Commissioners use to 
decide on granting Intervenor Status. I would like to give you the opportunity to amend your initial e-mail request 
to more fully respond to these points and submit them back to me prior to the Commissioners meeting 3/2/11 
when this decision will be made. Additionally, it is best if you attend that meeting in Bangor at the Spectacular 
Events Center, the agenda and the directions are also on the LURC website; which I have listed the address to 
below. In the event you are not at the meeting this information is particularly necessary. As it stands, your initial e-
mail would suffice for recognition as an 'Interested Person' with the rights afforded for participation in the 
proceedings which is described above. However, a more detailed petition than the simple e-mail request I 
received is necessary for intervenor status consideration. 
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I look forward to you providing me with this information listed  above and a note on your ability to attend, or not 
attend, the LURC meeting this Wednesday 3/2/11 when your petition will come before the Commission during the 
agenda after lunch. All of which is important in order to consider you further for intervenor status. Otherwise, if I 
don't hear from you before the meeting I will assume you would prefer the Interested Persons recognition I've 
described as the form of participation you would consider. 
 
Please understand that my goal in calling you to explain and discuss this topic and this e-mail is to facilitate your 
input into the LURC development permit application process for this wind power project. It is also to create an 
efficient process for all parties involved in the public proceedings so that all viewpoints and information make it 
into the public record. I do appreciate you taking the time to participate in this process. Please feel free to call or 
e-mail me with questions or requests for information. My contacts are below as well as the website address to 
access the Rules I referred to above as well as the development application and Commission agenda and 
schedule. 
 
Sincerely;
Don Murphy
 
Donald E. Murphy, Project Planner 
Land Use Regulation Commission
Maine Department of Conservation
18 Elkins Lane / Harlow Building, 4th floor
Augusta, ME 04333-0022
 
Phone 287-2619 / Fax 287-7439
Email: donald.murphy@maine.gov
 
 
http://www.maine.gov/doc/lurc   LURC Website Address    
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From: Murphy, Donald
To: "Mike"; 
Subject: RE: Bull-oney
Date: Tuesday, March 01, 2011 7:11:41 PM


Dear Mike;
 
Thank you for your comments on the Bull Hill Wind Power Project. I have entered them into the record 
which is summarized for the LURC Commissioners during their decision-making proceedings. They 
also have the file of correspondence to review as well. All positions are considered and thank you for 
taking the time to send yours in. You may already be aware that the State of Maine’s LURC website 
has the rules and laws that LURC uses to consider these development applications. It also has the 
wind power application details and schedule, as well as live audio of the meetings or recordings of 
previous ones. Please feel free to contact me with any requests for assistance, information, or 
questions.
Sincerely;
 
Don Murphy
 
Donald E. Murphy, Project Planner 
Land Use Regulation Commission
Maine Department of Conservation
18 Elkins Lane / Harlow Building, 4th floor
Augusta, ME 04333-0022
 
Phone 287-2619 / Fax 287-7439
Email: donald.murphy@maine.gov
 
http://www.maine.gov/doc/lurc/index.shtml       LURC website address
 


From: Mike [mailto:zeus52@207me.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, February 23, 2011 3:03 PM 
To: Murphy, Donald 
Subject: Bull-oney
 
Here goes FirstWind with another shell company with its hand out for gov. grants and env. 
rollbacks from the expedited process. Are you going to let FirstWind steam roll all over the state? I 
watch these ugly monstrosities rise here in Lincoln and they are mega ugly and detract from the view. 
That is why a lot of people buy their homes, for the view. To let big wind ruin the state with their 
fantasy science is sad. Do you even bother to check their math? The carbon to make the turbines 
cannot be made up , especially if wind power replaces hydro or nuke. Both are greener than wind 
turbines. The lies, exaggerations, and bull crap need to stop and someone needs to do the homework. 
Windsprawl is not worth the env. destruction. The tiny erratic amount of wind energy is negligable. The 
scam needs to stop.   Mike DiCenso  www.friendsoflincolnlakes.org
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From: Maryann John
To: Murphy, Donald; 
Subject: comments Bull Hill/First Wind Project
Date: Tuesday, February 15, 2011 9:03:14 PM


Mr. Murphy: 
Below are my comments to LURC regarding the Bull Hill/First Wind Project.  Please 
see that they are passed on to the group making the decisions.  Thank you. 
 
I am very concerned about the siting of industrial wind turbines by First Wind in 
Township 16. I am concerned about the loss of Maine's natural beauty.  Our 
pristine natural areas are what draw visitors--our economic lifeblood--to Hancock 
County.  To sacrifice them for a short-term energy fix is a recipe for economic 
disaster going forward. 
That being said, recently Eastbrook passed an ordinance that regulates this major 
corporate enterprise with a different set of rules and standards from what is 
currently in use by the State of Maine's LURC.  The distance and sound setbacks 
are more strict to protect residents and other property owners living nearby from a 
disruption of their way of life.  It has been said during the course of crafting the 
wind ordinance that LURC usually will accept the abutting town's local ordinance (in 
this case Eastbrook's) as guidance in what is allowable in an unorganized 
township.  I attended the meeting of the Hancock Co. Commissioners when the go-
ahead for First Wind to continue with its application was given with a vote of yes, 
yes, abstain.  I was assured at that time that LURC would not do anything that the 
Commissioners did not sanction at some future point in time. 
Now that the wind ordinance has passed in Eastbrook, we are hoping that LURC 
will indeed use the Eastbrook ordinance to regulate the industrial wind corporation's 
plans for Twp. 16. This would protect Eastbrook residents who live near the 
townline. First Wind's Dave Fowler says First Wind will fight with lawyers against 
any such use of the Eastbrook ordinance in Twp.16. ( As an aside, I have great 
difficulty with First Wind using Stimulus money to pay attorneys to fight the 
government of the State of Maine!) But the larger question is, Who's in charge 
here? Those entrusted with caring for the land and citizenry of the State of Maine 
or a multinational energy corporation? A company (First Wind) whose CEO and 
other top executives are former Enron employees. 
I hope that you state employees at LURC will protect the people of Twp.16 and 
Eastbrook and all those who enjoy time in Hancock County from an invasion of 
gross industry into a pristine natural environment that is the real wealth of Maine.
Thank you for your time and consideration. 
Sincerely, 
Mary Ann John 
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From: jgates01@maine.rr.com
To: Murphy, Donald; 
cc: jgates01@maine.rr.com; 
Subject: Requesting Intervenor Status on Township 16 Industrial wind installation
Date: Wednesday, February 23, 2011 10:52:58 AM


This is to put in writing as requested, my desire to be granted intervenor status 
on the above captioned project. 
 
John Gates 
jgates01@maine.rr.com 
 
22 Hazeltine Drive 
Cumberland Me 04021 
829-8099 
 
As requested my rationale include, but are not limited to: 
 
- ineffective source of electricity creating major environmental and human 
impacts for virtually no benefit 
- defilement of an area I cherish 
- wind power increases electricity costs now and in the future, including 
transmission expenses ignored by the legislature according to the Maine Center 
for Public Interest Reporting 
- so many other truly effective sources for energy 
- I am sick and tired of seing LURC having to ignore what it is there to protect 
because of a law that the wind industry rammed past a legislature who did not 
even debate the law 
- I am sick and tired of seeing politicians accept industry assertions without 
subsjecting such assertions to a rigorous analysis that looks at real data using 
real math as opposed to unsubstantiated conjecture 
 
Thank you. 
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From: Mike
To: Murphy, Donald; 
Subject: Bull-oney
Date: Wednesday, February 23, 2011 3:03:29 PM


Here goes FirstWind with another shell company with its hand out for gov. grants and env. 
rollbacks from the expedited process. Are you going to let FirstWind steam roll all over the state? I 
watch these ugly monstrosities rise here in Lincoln and they are mega ugly and detract from the 
view. That is why a lot of people buy their homes, for the view. To let big wind ruin the state with 
their fantasy science is sad. Do you even bother to check their math? The carbon to make the 
turbines cannot be made up , especially if wind power replaces hydro or nuke. Both are greener 
than wind turbines. The lies, exaggerations, and bull crap need to stop and someone needs to do 
the homework. Windsprawl is not worth the env. destruction. The tiny erratic amount of wind 
energy is negligable. The scam needs to stop.   Mike DiCenso  www.friendsoflincolnlakes.org
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From: Murphy, Donald
To: "Maryann John"; 
Subject: Recvd letter fro LURC Commissioners
Date: Tuesday, February 15, 2011 2:14:58 PM


Dear Mary Ann John;
 
I wanted to let you know that I received your letter here at the Augusta Office requesting a public 
hearing on the Bull Hill Wind Project - Development Permit Application #DP- 4886 in T16-MD. I 
have your e-mail address on  file as you had requested to continue being notified whenever there 
are public notifications. I will make sure that yours and all letters and e-mails are organized for the 
Commissioners to review for their decisions. The Commissioners will begin to decide on the public 
hearing issue at their March 2nd regular business meeting held in Bangor.
 
I'm sure now that you know the Bull Hill Wind Project development permit application is posted on 
the LURC website and a paper copy is located at the Eastbrook Town office.  If you have any 
questions please feel free to contact me.
 
Sincerely;
 
Don Murphy
 
Donald E. Murphy, Project Planner 
Land Use Regulation Commission
Maine Department of Conservation
18 Elkins Lane / Harlow Building, 4th floor
Augusta, ME 04333-0022
 
Phone 287-2619 / Fax 287-7439
Email: donald.murphy@maine.gov
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From: Gary Campbell
To: Murphy, Donald; 
Subject: First Wind - Blue Sky East
Date: Wednesday, February 09, 2011 1:31:36 PM


Please add my name to the list of interested parties for the Blue Sky East 
project in T16MD. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Campbell 
garycam99@verizon.net 
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From: A Michka
To: Murphy, Donald; 
Subject: DP-4886
Date: Wednesday, February 23, 2011 5:52:57 PM


Mr. Murphy,
 
Please include my name and email address to a list of interested persons in the case of Blue Sky 
East-Bull Hill Wind Project Application, DP-4886 so that I will receive notices regarding upcoming 
proceedings related to the review of this application. Thank you.
 
Alan Michka
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From: dan mckay
To: LURC; 
cc: Murphy, Donald; Horn-Olsen, Samantha; 
Subject: Re: Development Permit DP 4886 Application
Date: Wednesday, February 23, 2011 9:08:43 AM


Thank You, Have a good day...Dan 
 
On Wed, Feb 23, 2011 at 9:06 AM, LURC <LURC@maine.gov> wrote: 


Good morning, 


I am forwarding your message to Donald Murphy and Samantha Horn-Olsen of our 
staff.


 


Jeannine Lapointe, Secretary Associate 
Maine Land Use Regulation Commission 
22 State House Station 
Augusta Maine 04333-0022 
(207) 287-2632  
www.maine.gov/doc/lurc   


 


From: dan mckay [mailto:mckaydan2@gmail.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, February 23, 2011 7:57 AM 
To: LURC 
Subject: Development Permit DP 4886 Application


 


Dear Commissioners, 


                                Another application for another wind 
power project. Each and every application seems to present the 
same storyline. Wind power is our best chance to long term 
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stabilization of air quality and certain aspects relating to short 
term environmental degradation by soil and water disturbance 
is weighted against recognizable subtractions of air pollution.


                              I recently read where the air quality at top of 
Cadillac Mountain suffers from prevailing winds 
carrying pollutants from sources west. Wouldn't it be great if 
these turbines were somehow air purifiers, scrubbing out 
imported air pollution. 


                              They are not and therefore no matter how 
many are put of in this state, the problem of midwest drift 
remains.


                               So, what is the policy in Maine ? To reach 
the megawatt goal for wind power as described by law ? Who 
is breaking the law if goals are not reached ?  You ? 


Is it even a matter of environmental trade-offs with this criteria 
of goals dictating the process ?


                              Numbers play a big part in societal pursuits. 
They create a target, an end to justify the means. 


                              I don't know what number project this one is 
and I don't know how much it will contribute to reaching the 
magic goal, but, it seems, to have an overriding effect upon the 
traditional assessments of LURC based on many years of 
development work.


                             Tally on..................................Dan McKay..... 
Dixfield


 








From: Colleen
To: Murphy, Donald; 
Subject: DP-4886
Date: Wednesday, February 23, 2011 6:26:50 PM


Mr. Murphy,
I wish to file for intenenor status on the above listed proposed wind project for Blue Sky East- Bull 
Hill. 
The enviromental impacts and noise issues are too critical to be taken at face value.
Thank-you,
Colleen K. Martineau
207 357 4775
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