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NORTHERN LARAMIE RANGE ALLIANCE

January 18, 2011

Hon. Jim AndersonState Senator
213 State Capitol Bldg.
Cheyenne, WY 82002

Dear Sen. Anderson

Re: County-wide wind-project poll result in Converse Countyand its implication
for wind -energy regulation in Wyoming

During November and Denwer, 2010, the Northern Laramie Range Allidnce

conducted a courdyide survey in Converse County to learn whether residents favored,
opposed or had no opinion about an industrial wind energy facility proposed to be built in
the BoxeldetMormon Canyon amesouth of Glenrock in the Northern Laramie

Mountains. The poll results are annexed as Attachment 1.

The Alliance asked an independ& mailing firm in Casper (AMBI Mail &

Marketing) to send the polling package to all mailing addresses in Converse County

The package included a epage description of the proposed project and a pegiaige

card to be returned to AMBI for counting. Although each card carried a unique number

to ensure against double counting and to enable AMBI to compile results byleip co

within the County, the return card did not ask respondents to include their names. Copies
of the project description and return card comprise Attachment 2.

The results are striking
¥ The response rate was high430 card®23% of the totabwerereturned.

¥ The opposition is overwhelmingountywide, 73.2% of those expressing a view
oppose this project.

¥ The margin of opposition is higharthe community closest to the proposed
projectD 77.2% of Glenrock/Rolling Hills respondents expressingea wpposed
this industrialscale wind development in the mountains.

! The Northern Laramie Range Allianisea citizen group with approximately 900 members formed in the
spring of 2009 to protect the mountain areas of Albany, Converse and Natrona Counties fratalerge
industrial development. More information is on our websitew.NLRAlliance.org

1




¥ The Ono opinionO response was smally 5.4% Countywide and 1.3% in
Glenrock/Rolling Hills.

Anyone familiar with polling of this kind knows that both the response rate and the
dominance of the opposition among the responses are extraordinarily highirhis is

the only althouseholds, anonymoussponse poll conducted with respect to a specific
wind energy project in Wyoming and, we believe, the only such poll conducted in the
United Sates.

The poll also is notable because of its settiragd timing. It surveyeda county with
operating industriacale wind energy facilitieso respondents are familiar with
industriatscale wind energy. Moreover, it arrived in mailboxes in tigstof the wind
developerOs public relations campaign and only days after it held an open house in
Glenrock? The poll followed by only a week a highpublicized meeting of County
Commissioners in which nearly 200 citizens took time out from work tdynea
unanimously oppose the CommissionersO minimalist proposals for county regulations on
wind energy development. The poll also was consistent with the outcome of the recent
election, in which the the@hairman of the Board of County Commissioners, a tiome
wind industry consultant, lost his bid foreéection largely becauseas he publicly
acknowledged he would not act to restrain industrial wind energy development in the
mountain areas of Converse County.

The reason that this poll is important fa the Legislature is that it highlights a major
public concern thathas not been addressed: The public wants particular areas of
the State offlimits to this form of energy development because of its intrusiveness
the vast amount of landscape it encumbsrand its adverse effect on many other uses
and values As evident in the materials prepared by the Wyoming Infrastructure
Authority (and used by Governor Freudenthal in his recent town hall seBseas
Attachment 3), this industry has the potentialitamatically impair the open, outdoor
spaces of the State that we celebrate in our literature and for which the Wyoming Stock
Growers Association has asked us on highway billboards to OThank a RancherO
(Attachment 4¥. Industrial wind energy facilitiesnd the associate infrastructure need to
be properly sited, away from towns and out of the vamsztl mountain areas of the
State.

A requirement for counties to designate areas appropriate for wind energy siting
should be added to the other minimum critera for county wind regulations specified

in W.S. o 185-504. This is the key issue of concern to citizansl counties should be
requiredspecificallyto address it in an open public process reinforced by referendum if
necessary. We believe that such avmion would retain siting authority at the local level
while requiring local jurisdiction®with full public input- to act. It would give
communities an orderly and open process for addressing this key issue while providing
certainty for industry anthndowners respecting siting options. It also will ensure that

%2 The promoter, Wasatch Wind, conducted a survey in Glenrock a short time earlier. That survey asked for
respondents® names and offered two choices of response: (1) support, and (2) request further information.
Wasatch Wind hasot published the results of its poll.

% The public also understands that, contrary to vifrtlistry publierelations campaigns, these facilities

create few jobsfter the short construction phasghe Rolling Hills plant north of Glenrock, covering

20,0® acresand rising nearly 400 feet above ground leeehploys nine people at wages averaging under

$20 per hour.
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the character of the state remains what its citizens want it to be, not as detadioed
by wind energy companies and their collaborators.

Respectfully submitted,

The Northern Laramie Rage Alliance
by its Steering Committee

Bret Frye Kenneth Lay
Lisa Mangus Willard McMillen
Sharon Rodeman Sally Sarvey
Tom Swanson Diemer True
E-mail: steering_committee@nlralliance.org
Posal: P.O. Box 3215
Casper WY 82603215

Telephone: 307-258 1713

Attachments

cc:  Converse County Board of County Commissioners
Office of State Lands and Investments
Industrial Siting Division, Wyoming Department of Environmental Quality



ATTACHMENT 1

Converse County Poll Results
AMBI, 12.31.2011

Northern Laramie Range Alliance Serial Numbered Card Worksheet SUMMARY COUNTS AS OF

Friday, December 31, 2010
Serial Number
zp TOWN # MAILED TYPE BEG END YES NO  NO GPINTON
GLENROCK & ROLLING J
637 HIUS 343 HC's 2080 241 12 82 5
GLENROCK 1475 PO Bax's 1001 1204 17 54 <
2001 2024 4 3 o
S201 6000 52 167 @
6018 &6 | 205 80.5 5
GLENROCK
PO BOX'S 102.5 304.5 18
TOTAL TO GLENROCK
7105 1818 TOTAL RETURNS 524 114.5 386.5 23
%% RETURNS TO TOTAL FOR GLENROCK | 25.8% 6.3% 21.3% 1.3%
Iszsn DOUGLAS 2060 Oty Riw's 3146 5200 113 257 31
775 PO Bax's 1205 1978 <2 93
789 Rural Rte's 6463 7250 25 121.5 7
DOUGLAS &
ORINCT 726 HC's 2421 3145 55 127 7
TOTAL TO DOUGLAS ) ]
zws 3561 TOTAL RETURNS 896 246.5 598.5 51
% RETURNS TO TOTAL FOR DOUGLAS | 25.2% 6.9% 16.8% 1.4%
82225  SHAWNEE 2 AL 1979 2000 o 0 o
6017
224  LOST SPRINGS 2 PO Boxs & MC'S | 6001 2025) 2034 0 5 1
NUMBERS REMOVED LNNOWN LNSNOWN 2 o 2
TOTAL TOOTHIR 29, @ TOTAL RETURNS 10 2 5 3
% RETURNS TO TOTAL FOR SHAWNEE & LOST SPRINGS | J0.4% 4.1% 10.2% 6.1%
PROJECT SUMMARY YES NO NO GPINTON
TOTAL MAILED 6217 GRAND TOTAL RETURNS /430 363 o990 77
% RETURNS TO TOTAL MAILED 23.0% 55% 15.9% 1.2%
% RETURNS BY PREFERENCE 25.4% 69.2% 54%




ATTACHMENT 2

NLRA POLL: RESPONSE REQUEST

M

NORTHERN LARAMIE RANGE ALLIANCE

YOUR FEEDBACK NEEDED ON PROPOSED INDUSTRIAL WIND
ENERGY FACILITY IN CONVERSE COUNTY’S MOUNTAINS

Dear Friends,

Wasatch Wind, Inc_, a wind energy promoter based in Park City, Utah, is attempting to install an industrial-
scale wind energy facility on 30,000 acres of land in the Boxelder-Mormon Canyon area of the Converse
County mountains. It calls this proposed facility “Pioneer Wind Park,” and currently has a campaign
underway in Glenrock in an effort to create the impression that the public supports this facility. The photo
below, taken from Mormon Canyon Road, shows much of the temain on which, according to its website
and other public statements, Wasatch would install s industrial plant.

Wasatch has said that its development would have 88 turbines of the sze of those installed in the
orth

industrial facdities n Glenrock, plus the transmission Iine, roads and other infrastructure associated
with 3 wind faim of this scale. It also has told Converse County that it plans to transport all of this
equipment through the La Prele Creek watershed. and over Cold Springs, Windy Ridge. Boxelder and
Mormon Canyon Roads. These roads will have to be widened, straightened and graded, and bridges
rebuilt, in order to accommodate these shipments.

We now are offering all Converse County citizens an opportunity to express their views about this
development: FOR, AGAINST or NO OPINION. We would very much appreciate your completing and
retuming the enclosed postcard, which is the only opportunity all of the citzens of our County will have to
let their public officials, and Wasatch Wind, know dearly and explicitly whether this is a development we
want in the Converse County mountains.

Sincerely,
The Northem Laramie Range Aliance



ATTACHMENT 2 contOd

NLRA POLL: RETURN CARD

Are you in favor of Wasatch WindOs proposed 30,0@@re
industrial wind farm in the Converse County mountains?
(Check one, please)

O YES, | amin favor of Wasatch Wind®s proposed 30-80@
industrial wind facility in the Converse County mountains.

0) NO, | amopposedto the proposed wind facility in the mountains.

O NO OPINION BI have no view one way or the other.



ATTACHMENT 3
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EXHIBITS FROM GOVERNOROS TOWNHALL PRESENTATIONS

SPRING, 2010
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Composite Transmission Projects
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ATTACHMENT 3, contOd

Private Landowners Potentially Affected
Gateway West

30

Wyoming Generation*
¥ Wyoming Transmission**

¥ |daho Transmission**

* Assumes wind farms on private lands average 100
MWs

** Private landowners within 1-mile of company’s
preferred alternative — landowners potentially affected
by transmission line, access roads, lay down yards,
etc.



ATTACHMENT 4
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