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Response to Comment Letter Q 

Individual 

Mark Ostrander 

December 22, 2011 

Q-1 The County appreciates the concerns expressed in this comment.  If a post-

construction noise study determined that a large wind turbine project was violating 

the noise regulations, the offending turbine(s) would be required to be brought into 

compliance with the applicable noise regulations or cease operations until the 

turbine(s) could comply with the applicable noise regulations. The post-construction 

study and requirements apply to each turbine in a given project.  The County agrees 

that groups of turbines create more noise than one.  The project as a whole must meet 

all the noise provisions stated in the Zoning Ordinance and the Noise Ordinance. 

Q-2 The County acknowledges and appreciates this comment.  However, different 

weighting networks are utilized when measuring noise. The A-weighted network is 

better for measuring middle and higher frequency sound. The C-weighted network is 

better for measuring very high and low frequency sound.  Because of the nature of the 

human ear, sound must be about 10 dBA greater than the background sound to be 

perceived as twice as loud as the background sound. In general, a 3 dBA change in 

community noise levels is perceivable.   With respect to low frequency sound from 

wind turbines, if there is a measured difference of more than 20 db between the wind 

turbine low frequency sound (dBC) and background sound (dBA), there is a potential 

for the low frequency noise to be perceived. 

Q-3 The comment raises concerns related to the potential fall or catastrophic failure of a 

large turbine. .    While this type of situation is not likely or foreseeable, a minimum 

setback of 1.1 times the turbine would keep the fall-area of a turbine on the project 

site. It should also be noted that future large wind turbine projects will have to 

provide additional setback distances to address low frequency noise provisions.  

Therefore, it is unlikely that any large turbine would be located only 1.1 times the 

tower height from a neighboring property line. 

Q-4 The County agrees with this comment.  Under the discretionary review process for 

Major Use Permits, future large turbine projects will be required to prepare fire 

protection plans (FPPs) that address these issues at a project-specific level for the 

given site conditions.  This process is discussed in DEIR Sections 2.6.2 and 2.6.3.7. 

Q-5 The County acknowledges the commenter's concerns for human safety and property 

rights.  The information in this letter will be provided to decision makers for 

consideration. 
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Q-6 The County appreciates the commenter's support of the small wind turbine provisions 

and acknowledges the overall benefits of distributed renewable energy generation and 

reduced energy consumption. 


