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Banner makes puzzling wind arguments 

The Banner's March 25 editorial calls giant wind towers "cool," which they might be if they actually had an effect on pollution. Even in places that rely on coal and oil for their electricity, they don't have an effect. 

In Vermont, only 1 or 2 percent of our electricity is from oil and none is from coal. Even if wind did help mitigate air pollution from electricity generation, it certainly does nothing for 80 percent of Vermont's energy use, which is not electrical and much more polluting. 

Searsburg produces less than 0.2 percent of the electricity Vermont uses. Avoiding state and federal protected lands, the most wind could provide is 5 percent of our electricity needs, which would hardly do much towards replacing Hydro-Quebec or Vermont Yankee, let alone both, as suggested. 

Most state land is restricted, so very little more could be added there. 

If the Banner is interested in more than symbolic gestures and thinks industrial wind plants will help reverse global warming and save our maples, or, as others have argued, reduce acid rain and save our spruces, then they should be proposing installations where oil and coal are actually burned and the electricity from that burning is actually used, which is not Vermont. 

Putting wind towers on Vermont's ridges as "monuments to our commitment to stop ruining the planet" would be just that - mere monuments, a gesture to comfort some and profit a few. The main objection is not simple aesthetics; the main objection is that they don't do what their advocates claim. It's a lot of money and destruction for mere sometimes kinetic sculptures, however "awe-inspiring." 

The Banner enjoys the "irony" of environmentalists opposing wind plants to save birds and bats while the air continues to be degraded by energy production. Not building wind plants will indeed save birds and bats, whereas wind can do very little to mitigate the degradation of the atmosphere. What is ironic is arguing that to save our trees we have to allow multinational energy consortia to clear our ridgelines and install industrial power plants which nobody has shown to actually work. 
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