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LONDONDERRY - The Glebe Mountain Group has withdrawn from the collaborative planning process over Catamount Energy Corp.'s 50-megawatt wind project for Glebe Mountain. 

The withdrawal ends the group's almost yearlong involvement that Catamount and its supporters hoped would answer opponents' questions before it entered the state permit process. 

James Wilbur of Londonderry, chairman of the Glebe Mountain Group, sent a letter and e-mail to David Van Wie, who was leading the collaborative process for Catamount, a subsidiary of Central Vermont Public Service Corp. 

"Catamount has consistently stated its intent to proceed with a massively scaled project even though necessary studies have not yet been carried out, and seemingly without any regard for the views of other participants," Wilbur wrote to Van Wie. 

Robert Charlebois of Catamount Energy said he learned of the group's pullout Monday evening, as he was driving to Londonderry for a subcommittee meeting of the collaborative process. 

Charlebois said he received a call from his office, which had received Wilbur's letter. 

Charlebois said a full collaborative meeting was held Tuesday night in Londonderry, and members of the Glebe Mountain Group, with the exception of Wilbur, didn't show up. 

"We think we have the best site in the state," Charlebois said. 

Catamount Energy plants to erect 27 turbines on the Glebe Mountain ridgeline, which stretches from Londonderry to Windham. The turbines would be substantially higher than the current wind energy project operated by Green Mountain Power in Searsburg, _which are just under 200 feet tall. 

The Catamount Energy project would be 330 feet tall, and would have to be lighted, according to FCC rules. Catamount estimates that the project would provide electricity for 18,770 households. 

Sam Lloyd, co-chairman of the Glebe Mountain Group, said the group felt that nothing was really coming out of the collaborative process. 

"There's really not much to negotiate," he said. "They have done their arithmetic to reveal that for it to be profitable, they've got to have that number of towers in that location." 

Lloyd said he was skeptical of the collaborative process to begin with, but said the group would bring its concerns to the Public Service Board and its Act 248 process. 

If Catamount would reduce the size of the towers to the same height as Searsburg, which would mean they wouldn't have to be lighted, that would be a good starting point for negotiation, Lloyd said. 

"But I didn't feel they would make any retreat," he said. 

Charlebois said many other people besides the Glebe Mountain Group are participating in the planning process, including supporters and opponents. 

"It's certainly been helpful to us to hear their concerns," Charlebois said. 

The meeting Tuesday included people and town officials from Windham and Londonderry, the Windham Regional Commission, area supporters and opponents. 

"It was a cross-section of people in the community," Charlebois said. 

Wilbur, in his letter, cited a "fundamental philosophical difference between the project developer and our group." 

"The Glebe Mountain Group remains of the belief that Vermont's natural resources should be preserved and protected for future generations," he wrote. 

"We believe that the project developers should have the burden to demonstrate that there is a compelling reason to destroy Glebe's fragile high elevation habitats, water recharge area and visually dramatic ridgeline for an energy source of such limited benefit," his letter said. 

Lloyd said the Glebe Mountain Group was encouraged by recent statements by Gov. James Douglas that he would oppose any state approval of any wind project unless wildlife studies were completed. 

Douglas has said he would appoint a study commission, if the 2004 Legislature didn't do it, to look into the long-term impacts of wind development on Vermont's ridgelines. 

A state study is under way to come up with a policy on the use of state-owned lands for wind development. 

Charlebois said he felt Act 248, the state's so-called certificate of public good process, was a "more than adequate filtering process" for evaluating wind projects. 

Douglas said he would not support a moratorium on private lands for projects that are pending before the Public Service Board. 

There is only one wind energy project pending before the Public Service Board, a 3-megawatt project proposed for East Haven in the Northeast Kingdom. 

Contact Susan Smallheer at susan.smallheer@rutlandherald.com. 

