


Neighbors	and	Residents	of	Southwest	and	Central	Wisconsin

Our	newly	formed	organizaFon	is	finding	that	too	few	people		are	aware	that	an	InternaFonal	

CorporaFon,	Pa)ern	LLC,	is	seeking	signed	contracts	with	landowners	in	Iowa	and	LafayeGe	counFes	
(Wisconsin)	with	the	hope	of	adding	as	many	as	172,	650'	high	wind	towers.		The	turbines	they	hope	to	

install	and	own	could	be	as	large	and	as	powerful	as	the	5.6	MW	type	now	used	far	offshore	in	ocean	

seHngs.	Even	the	proposed,	super-sized,	turbines	at	3.5	MW	would	literally	dwarf	the	size	of	the	turbines	

near	Cobb/MonEort	and	be	visible	from	the	outskirts	of	Madison	to	the	Bluffs	of	the	Mississippi	River.	The	

structures,	larger	than	any	building	in	Wisconsin,	could	be	erected	only	1250	feet	from	occupied	homes	

and	farms	because	outdated	2008	regulaFons	did	not	anFcipate	turbines	of	such	enormity	and	impact.	

Not	only	would	producFve	lands,	now	doGed	with	family	farms,	rural	residences,	coGage	businesses	

and	small	towns	be	over-run	with	monstrous	towers,	there	are	known,	severe,	negaFve	impacts	on	

wildlife,	local	climate,	property	values,	tax	bases,	tourism,	housing	and		business	development	and	

concerns	that	powerful	air	concussions	would	stress	and	sicken	a	significant	percentage	of	residents	

forcing	some	to	abandon	their	homes.	

Further,	there	is	no	need	for	added	electric	power.	Analysis	has	shown	that	making	efficiency	and	

solar	improvements	to	our	homes	and	farms	not	only	reduces	CO2	emissions	more	cost-effecFvely,	they	

don’t	create	unwelcome,	long-term	debt	that	causes	our	electric	bills	to	soar.	The	above	graphic	shows	the

proposed	wind	tower	height	and	prospecFve	project	area.	If	you	are	concerned	as	we	are,	contact	us	and	

we	can	help	and	your	neighbors	learn	about	the		importance	of	not	signing	contracts	with	Pa)ern	LLC.	
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What is the Solution?  Aim for Higher CO2 Emission Reductions!

The Long View Alliance estimates electric customer costs for the ~170, 650' high wind turbine 
system at $1.8 billion over 40 years.1  We note that Wisconsin already has more power plants than
we can use and that the demand for power is dropping.  In 2021, Wisconsinites used 2.6% less 
power than  in 2007-- and with 7% more households using power!2  We don't need any kind of new
power plants.3

The Uplands developer claims the turbines would reduce CO2 emissions but our analysis shows 
that spending the $1.8 billion, instead, to incentivize improvements to Wisconsin dwellings, 
appliances, equipment and on-site solar would reduce far more emissions. Our precious 
landscapes would not be permanently marred and customers would save many millions by 
avoiding unnecessary waste.4  

Below, are two, Alternatives to Uplands based on increasing Wisconsin's successful, Focus on 
Energy rebates.  The  $1.8 billion invested, instead, to boost to the Focus on Energy program 
would reduce twice the emissions of Uplands and save about $152 million per year.  Alternatively 
funding 900,000 households with Focus on Energy  solar incentives would reduce 4 times the CO2
emissions of Uplands while creating more than $500 million in avoided utility power use per year.5

       

NOTES: (1) https://bit.ly/UplandsEstimates (2) https://bit.ly/WI-RetailSales2007-2021 ; https://bit.ly/WI-CustomerCount (3)
https://bit.ly/WI-excess-plants  (4/5) Spreadsheet  https://bit.ly/Compare-FOE-Uplands with sources and data.
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Fate of Second Largest Wind Power Plant in Midwest in Hands of Landowners 

Canadian-owned, multinational corporation, Pattern LLC6 has salespersons on the ground asking 
landowners to sign lease agreements to give the company 50 years of land control and build about 1707 
industrial-scale wind turbines
across Iowa and Lafayette
Counties.  With heights of
around 650 feet,8 the 250
square mile power plant
permeate horizon views from
the outskirts of Madison to
the bluffs of the Mississippi
River9   

In addition to a 60+ page
contract that legal consult-
ants advise contain signifi-
cant losses of rights, too few
property owners stop to
consider that today's turbines
much larger and more
invasive: 

 “Nobody knew they were going to be this loud, or hurt our property values or be this big. . .
No one wants to build around these windmills so you just cut your economic activity down.
. .  I just want to see the countryside.” 10      - Ida Grove, Iowa, Farmer Mason Fleenor.

Impacts from Declining Property Values
Independent studies estimate property value losses from the presence of turbines range from 15 to 

45%.11  State payments to help compensate for lost tax income are not likely to keep up with private and 
tax base losses as properties are sold at a loss and re-assessed.  Losses are not restricted to properties 
with turbines; they extend to neighbors at near and great distance where the 650' high towers dominate 
views. How large could these losses be?  If only 1% of impact area property is sold at a 10% loss per 
year, this would cause a $100 million loss in property values over 40 years.12 

Long View Alliance volunteers (TLVA) believe that few landowners would give away complete control 
of their land if they understood the limitations before signing the lease contract.  Leasing land to a turbine 
could result in a net loss, especially if a landowner is forced to sell their land.  Based on lease estimates 
for Uplands, the sale of a 95 acre parcel with turbine would result in a $26,000 loss 20 years into the lease
if the value of the property value dropped 29%.13 
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Negative Health Impacts
Turbine Noise

There is wealth of research concerning the noises produced by
modern wind turbines and its ability to shatter the peaceful experience of
natural soundscapes. The impact can be quickly grasped by watching
video testimonials of persons who are living with it day and night.14 When
adopted by county or town ordinances15, Wisconsin Codes16  define
levels of noise that turbines are fully permitted to generate.  In cases
when these levels are exceeded, finding a remedy is extremely rare.
Turbines can legally generate sound levels at residences of 45 dBA
during night hours and a level of 50 dBA during the day. That amount of
sound, often described as a “hovering airplane,”17 is about four times
louder than sounds that comprise natural ambience.18  The well-
documented loss of sleep, nausea, disorientation and depression has
forced families in Wisconsin and in other states to vacate their homes and farms19 with turbines 
considerably smaller than Uplands’.20 At present, Iowa and Lafayette County ordinances lack all 
protections for residents from noises that would be produced by ~650’ high industrial electric generators.21 

Infrasound Air Concussions
The violent churning of the wind turbine blades create powerful, sub-sonic, air concussions that can 

be very palpable to humans and other animals. Testimonial accounts of the ill effects on the web22 include 
severe nausea, dizziness, headaches, ear pain, and sleep loss. One of the leading researchers of the 
phenomenon, Dr. Robert Rand, personally experienced the ill effects when staying overnight at homes 
residents had vacated.  His testimony before the Wisconsin Public Service Commission rattes:

“During testing, Mr. Rand again experienced some of the adverse health effects reported by the 
neighbors. [H]e had arrived the previous night feeling good, [but] on awakening on December 5, Mr. 
Rand felt nauseous (very unusual). Mr. Rand [also] encountered unusual negative health effects 
during the testing period when near the operating wind turbines, including, at various times: 
nausea, headache and dizziness. [The] symptoms persisted after the testing for about a week, 
relieved by rest away from the site.” 23

Wisconsin law does not yet acknowledge these life altering impacts leaving landowners with no legal 
recourse to pursue remedy.  

Shadow Flickering
In one of the video interviews with residents living with the Blue Sky - Green Field24  wind  system 

northeast of Fond du Lac, Wisconsin, Elizabeth Eberts25 describes another impact of the 397 feet tall26 
turbines,  “My daughter has bad shadow flickering over her complete house because the wind turbine to 
the east of her  is on a  high hill.  She can’t go anywhere in her house where she can’t see the shadow 
flickering. We made curtains for her, but the flickering still goes through. I mean, what do you put windows 
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in your house for?”  In one of the YouTube documents of these experiences
a father observes, “If your kids were flipping the lights on and off like this,
you’d tell them to knock it off!”27 Even if Iowa and Lafayette Counties act to
update their ordinances to include the flicker protection, state code only
limits the amount of flickering that is allowed at homes and community
dwellings.  Note that wind developers rely on computer modeling in placing
turbines and there is no requirement to notify homeowners when impacts on
their homes, are being evaluated. As a result, current state law forces
landowners to experience the malady before they can even gain attention
from the developer.  Warns Eberts, “And what they say to you, don’t believe
them. I had this guy come into my house telling me he’d get back everything
[the turbines] took away from me. And then, he shook my hand. You know
what? They can’t  give it back.”

Combining Negative Economic Impacts 
It is paramount that landowners stop and consider the combined, long-term, economic ramifications of 

the property value and negative repercussions on quality of life.  For every house barely avoided by 
shadow flickering, for every house forced to steadily endure 20 dBA of noise, for every landowner that 
sells with only a 15% loss in personal wealth, there are many acres of land that can no longer be used for 
new homes.  An economic study funded by the Wisconsin Towns Association (WTA) concerning frac sand
mining found that new homes added for retirement or recreation and new cottage businesses preferring 
natural settings, represent about one-third of new revenue for the Wisconsin rural economies they 
studied.28  

Community Divisions 
It is Pattern LLC (not the residents raising questions about the proposal), that created the unfortunate 

confusion and controversy that made No-Uplands’s appeal to the landowners necessary. Had Pattern 
made public understanding a top priority, 
instead of soliciting landowners, one at a 
time, for signatures, traditional public 
decision-making practices could have taken 
root. Tragically, landowners who do not like 
the proposal are signing-up because they 
fear they may have to live with turbines with 
no recourse to recover severe losses. 
Pattern could have included language in the 
contracts to allow “option agreement” 
signers to back out. 
    Wisconsin lawmakers are also liable. 
They are continuing to sanction a special 
class of utility developer in Wisconsin that 
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uses the public grid but is not required to demonstrate need or CO2 reduction accountability. Why should 
these special utilities be allowed to ignore Wisconsin Energy Priority Law29 that favors spending on 
conservation and energy efficiency above spending for new power plants? Any new, expansive land use 
is certain to perpetuate long-term community strife and division under non-transparent procedures where 
nothing is demonstrated to be in the best interests of the public. 

Environmental Impacts
In its estimate that Iowa state wind developer,

MidAmerica, submitted to the US Fish and Wildlife
Service in 2018, the company estimated from 961,635
to 1,188,075 deaths would occur from songbird,
waterfowl, raptor and bat collisions with its wind
turbines.30  Applying Wisconsin-specific estimates to
the Uplands study area which overlaps with two 
Important Bird Areas,31 predicts that each turbine
would kill 4,400 bats and 1,400 birds over the project’s
lifespan.32  

Property owners in the Blue Sky-Green Field plant
in Fond du Lac County observe that deer populations
have nearly disappeared.

  In a video interview,33 dairy farmer Kevin Ashenbrenner attests that turbines 1 mile from his operation
in Glenmore, WI were responsible for deaths of 19 cows and 30 calves eventually forcing him to sell his 
entire herd. “When you walk into the barn in the morning you don't know what the heck you're gonna 
find. . . The hardest thing I’ve ever had to do was haul the cows down to be auctioned.  It has put me in 
such a financial bind; it is just unreal.” Kevin’s daughters were forced to sleep at their grandparents house
to avoid headaches and loss of sleep. 

The enormous wind turbine blades must be replaced and disposed of about every 15 years. The 200 
foot long fiberglass blades must be sawed into pieces onsite and trucked to the landfill. "If you're a small 
utility or municipality and all of a sudden hundreds of blades start coming to your landfill, you don't want to
use up your capacity for your local municipal trash for wind turbine blades," warned decommissioning 
expert, Rob Van Vleet in an interview with National Public Radio.34 

Additionally, it has been documented that the long blades push heated air that has risen aloft back to 
the ground. After examining hundreds of sites across the US, a study35 conducted by Harvard University 
concluded that ground temperatures at night in wind farm areas increase as much as 2.7 degrees.  Extra 
degrees in summer are costly. One analysis estimates that 10-15% more energy is required per degree 
for air conditioning and the extra heat makes cooling by window ventilation considerably less effective.36
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Who We Are 

This handout was researched and produced by unpaid volunteers at The Long View 
Alliance.  We are a diverse group of more than 120 individuals primarily in Southwestern 
and Southern Wisconsin. We are  in the process of obtaining non-profit status. 

To receive updates from The Long View Alliance, please provide your name, your full US 
mail address and your email address to:  

The Long View Alliance, 

521 Blacks Grove Road 

Dodgeville, Wisconsin 53533

608-935-3236

TheLongViewAllianceWI@gmail.com 

If you would like to make a donation, please make the check payable to The Long View 
Alliance. 

To learn what you can do to help us keep Wisconsin focused on

community compatible energy projects instead of large and

unnecessary impositions like Uplands, call us at 608-935-3236.

This handout can be accessed with operative footnotes at
 https://bit.ly/uplands-m 
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1 https://bit.ly/UplandsEstimates 
2 EIA Data:  https://bit.ly/WI-RetailSales2007-2021  Customer Count: https://bit.ly/WI-CustomerCount
3 https://bit.ly/WI-excess-plants 
4 https://bit.ly/Compare-FOE-Uplands
5 https://bit.ly/Compare-FOE-Uplands
6 Pattern LLC financials:  https://investors.patternenergy.com/financial-information  See also:  

https://www.prnewswire.com/news-releases/pattern-energy-enters-agreement-to-be-acquired-by-canada-pension-plan-
investment-board-300950682.html

7 According to Pattern’s filing to the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission in 2020, the Uplands wind system would be
600 Megawatts (MW).  https://bit.ly/FERC-ER21-30-000-20201005  The estimated minimum number of turbines in this
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