Wind solution is illusion 
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The rallying cry to curb global warming is a popular and thoroughly justified one. If, one fine day, common sense comes over the Congress and whatever administration is in control at any particular time, some good things may happen: The former may reverse its policy and require that fuel and exhaust emission standards be improved, mileage requirements for autos be elevated, coal-fired power plan emissions controlled, and conservation have as much attention and favor attached to it as is currently heaped upon consumption. 

Now, in the minds of many, wind power in Vermont has become part of the discussion - mistakenly in my view. The idea seems to be that by substantially invading our mountain ridgelines with 330-foot-tall illuminated towers, we will be doing our part in the curbing of global warming. 

Two realities - one current, and the other coming down the road - intrude on that fond hope: Vermont's electrical energy mix, and potential for the future, is virtually free of fossil fuel origin, the major source of global warming. Secondly, while wind power is contemplated in Vermont, 35 coal-fired plants are on the drawing board in the American West. I would like it explained to me how, whatever we may end up doing with wind power, that "whatever" will not end up being buried by those 35 Western plants in the global warming equation. 

Comments have appeared recently in the press to the effect that the scenic ridgeline view this writer once bought is evidently more important than the "environmental, economic, and security benefits" achievable in Vermont from wind power; actually, no such view is visible from my hillside home in Weston, although I plead guilty to considering that I do, indeed, "own" an unencumbered view of the ridgelines throughout Vermont - along with every other resident of this state. And the claim that wind power - available from the prevailing winds only 30 percent of the time - could produce, from six to 10 wind farms, 10 to 20 percent of Vermont's electricity, strikes me as strictly illusion, purchased at the cost of serious damage to the state's highest elevations, for so long provided by general consensus of Vermonters with the highest degree of environmental protection. 
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