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Osprey,
I don't think you work bottom up or top down, you do everything you can, where and when you can. A lot of it is
retrofit of existing equipment. Larger facilities simply have more capital to invest in larger projects, and they do
it to lower energy costs. In the "quotes" thread, someone said environmentalism meant making it profitable to
be clean, and this is a perfect example. For home use, well its available, but its hard to put policy into place.
The best you can do is make it cheaper and advertise. Plus, there are other options other than energy
generating devices which are perhaps more efficient and realistic for more people, such as geo-thermal heat
pumps.
Tom, thats great (and I mean it, I'm pro-wind), but a few things to realize.
1. The article says it will generate "as much as" 55 MW of electricity, enough to power 14,000 homes. It's
unclear to me whether thats an average or peak-rate. Most wind farms generate well under peak rate most of
the time. It might be an average, the article just doesn't explain it well.
2. # of homes is a very poor measuring stick as it implies homes are the major energy user in America. In PA
energy use is split roughly 1/3 commercial, 1/3 industrial, and 1/3 residential. Of course this doesn't include
transportation, which puts them all to shame. PA's electricity use is about 150,000,000 Mw-hrs. If this farm
produces an average of 55 MW (55,000,000 watts) for 365 days a year and it all goes to PA, this means it will
produce about 0.3% of PA's energy needs. That is a very large windfarm and it is impressive. This is about 1/6
the output of the average coal plant.

