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Will Wind Power Controversy Blow Up Or Down?
Prospect, Colebrook projects are targets of moratorium bill

Clean, renewable energy has been a long-
sought objective for Connecticut politi-

cos and pundits alike, with broad popular 
support – at least in theory. That’s being put 
to a test with the advent of the first com-
mercial power-generation projects in two 
rural towns.  They are planned by BNE En-
ergy Inc., of West Hartford, which is set to 
run a gantlet of administrative and legisla-
tive challenges. Pullman & Comley lawyer 
Carrie Larson, whose practice focuses on 
utility and land-use law, is BNE’s lead coun-
sel in the public hearings, which are sched-
uled to begin in Prospect at the end of this 
month. 

Larson has practiced before the state Sit-
ing Council to establish locations for cell 
towers in Connecticut and Massachusetts. 
But the wind power towers are a bigger 
step. Last month, then-Attorney General 
Richard Blumenthal wrote Siting Council 
Chairman Daniel Caruso, urging a delay, 
pending further regulatory development. 
The twin 1.6-megawatt power generators, 
wrote Blumenthal, would require towers “as 
high as the Statute of Liberty with turbines 
as broad as a football field” in a “residen-
tial zone with more than 900 homes located 
within a 1.25 mile radius.” State Rep. Vickie 
O. Nardello, D-Prospect, is chair of the En-
ergy and Technology Committee. She and 
other lawmakers asked the Siting Council 
to consider halting the public hearings and 
starting regulation-making proceedings in-
stead. When the legislature passed a 2005 
law promoting wind power, “the prevailing 
thought and intent was that wind projects 
would be sited on ridgelines or offshore,” 
Nardello wrote. The fact that the prospect 
site “is in close proximity to residential 
neighborhoods has raised a number of 
public safety issues.” 

Attorney Larson anticipates the public 
hearing process could help persuade the 
public that the Siting Council’s expertise 
will lead to a reasonable plan and a better 
understanding of the projects. She recently 
spoke with Senior Writer Thomas B. Schef-
fey.

 
LAW TRIBUNE: What are people most 

concerned about?
CARRIE LARSON: The initial outcry 

from the public in the towns where the 
projects are located was based on the fact 
that the Siting Council, which has exclu-
sive jurisdiction over the projects, is not 
required to have a public hearing on the 
projects.  However, they do have the ability 
to hold a public hearing; it just is not legally 
required.

LAW TRIBUNE: But in this situation, 
public hearings seem to make a lot of sense.

LARSON: We met with the Siting Coun-
cil a few times in advance of filing, and had 
the full understanding that they were go-
ing to hold a public hearing on each of the 
three different petitions — one site in Pros-
pect and there are two separate projects in 
Colebrook. 

LAW TRIBUNE: What objections are 
being expressed?

LARSON: The concern that the opposi-
tion is pushing is that there are no statewide 
regulations for wind turbines, what you 
would typically think of as “zoning regula-
tions” such as setbacks. The Siting Council 
doesn’t have setback regulations for any 
of the facilities that they have jurisdiction 
over; [whether it’s a] 520 megawatt gas-
burning power plant in Milford, or a 180-
foot tall cell tower, or a wind turbine, they 

just don’t have setback requirements for any 
of them. 

LAW TRIBUNE:  Are your clients the 
only wind power people before the Siting 
Council?

LARSON: Yes. There is a turbine located 
and running at the Phoenix Press building 
in New Haven and there are a few test fa-
cilities. But BNE’s projects will be the first 
commercial wind projects in the state. 

LAW TRIBUNE: Does Connecticut 
have the topography to be much of a wind 
producer?

LARSON: You’re not going to see huge 
wind farms in Connecticut, like you see in 
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Attorney Carrie Larson represents a West 
Hartford company that’s running into 
opposition as it attempts to build the 
first commercial wind-generating proj-
ects in the state.  
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the Midwest or in Texas, with hundreds of 
turbines. But there is wind in Connecticut. 
Every state in New England has commer-
cial wind turbines built and operating right 
now. New York does too, and so does New 
Jersey.  The wind doesn’t skip around Con-
necticut, so it does have the capability of 
producing electricity from wind. Like every 
state in New England, Connecticut has sit-
ing challenges because it’s a very developed 
state.

The site in Prospect is the highest point 
in New Haven County, on a ridgeline, 
about 1,100 feet.  Both the Colebrook sites 
are higher than that. There are wind maps 
you can get through the Department of En-
ergy, and the American Wind Energy asso-
ciation, showing where the “fuel” is.  You 
have to test the site, and you can either use 
a meteorological tower, or use a SODAR 
unit, which looks almost like a home air 
conditioner unit. BNE installed their me-
teorological towers in Prospect in the fall of 

2008, and Colebrook in the winter of 2008. 

LAW TRIBUNE: Beyond winning over 
the opposition at the public hearings, are 
there other battles you face?

LARSON: Well, there’s a proposed bill 
at the legislature to create a moratorium, 
which would put a stop to BNE’s projects.  
That’s running its course at the same time 
we’re going through the public hearing pro-
cess.  

LAW TRIBUNE: It seems that there’s 
so much of a call for renewable energy and 
green energy that, once someone has an of-
fering, it’s rebuffed. 

LARSON: It’s a bit disheartening, since 
this is really the first high-profile renew-
able energy project to come to Connecticut 
in several years, and the immediate reac-
tion is, `We have to put a moratorium on 
it.’ The biggest objection we have heard is 
that the Siting Council doesn’t have regu-

lations. But the Siting Council was created 
by the legislature. They are a specialized 
agency and they have, more than anyone 
else, the expertise to review the materials 
that have been submitted, and consider all 
the issues that surround any kind of electric 
generating facility.  A wind turbine is not 
that much different from, and certainly not 
more complex than, other types of facilities 
that the Siting Council has before it—such 
has high-powered transmission lines, bio-
mass facilities or gas-fired power plants.  

LAW TRIBUNE: Historically, colonial 
New England was revolutionized with wa-
ter powering its mills – another form of re-
newable energy.  

LARSON: I personally think this is very 
exciting. Everyone is aware of the fact that 
we need to go green and be less dependent 
on burning foreign oil and fossil fuels, in 
order to supply the amount of electricity we 
need.   n


