Quotes of Developer Matthew Wolfe, Mayor William Martin, News Outlets & Other Important People
“Do we only have smart doctors in Massachusetts? Are the doctors in Vermont just that much stupider than the doctors in Massachusetts or the doctors in New Hampshire? Neither the Vermont Medical Society or the New Hampshire Medical Society have raised the kind of furor or issues with the biomass plants there that have been raised here with the proposed biomass plant. It’s just one more thing to think about. Its just one more thing or more piece of information that the voters are going to need before they decide (on how vote on three questions on June 8, 2010) “Town Councilor Mark Maloney, December 9, 2009, speaking about the announcement that the 22,000 Member Massachusetts Medical Society deemed the proposed biomass power plant as creating an unacceptable public health risk. 

That move (Mr. Wolfe switching to dry cooling) will leave opponents with no reason to campaign against the town selling treated wastewater to the biomass-fueled generator.” (Greenfield Recorder May 18, 2010)
The questions will remain on the ballot “even though Wolfe said it is now a “moot” point.”  (Greenfield Recorder, May 18, 2010)
“But, we view our job as working to make this project a reality so it can help reduce our reliance on fossil fuels and provide hundreds of jobs and millions of dollars of tax revenues over the life of the project.” said Wolfe.  (Greenfield Recorder May, 18, 2010)
“Mayor William Martin said all three questions could pertain to anyone who wants to buy and use the town’s effluent and hopes voters will leave it as is. “This is certainly a choice that belongs to Matt,” said Martin. “I just hope the voters read the ballot questions carefully on June 8.” (Greenfield Recorder May 18, 2010)
 “What becomes of the ballot questions?” (asked Chris Collins in his column.) “I think the more relevant question is whether that vote on June 8 means anything and, in our opinion, it doesn’t” said Wolfe. “We’re moving forward with dry cooling. That is the decision.”  (Chris Collins, In the Arena, May 18, 2010 Greenfield Recorder   page 6)
“My view of Democracy---On Tuesday there will be an election. On my way here, I saw a sign on a business saying 3,000 votes can make a change in your community. That’s great. The problem is, that’s a small percentage of the 10,000 plus voters in Greenfield. My guess is 3,000 won’t show up to vote. I’d be surprised if 25% showed up, and that’s typical not to vote. “ (paraphrased, Tim Farrell, Chair of the Board of Trustees, Greenfield Community the President College, at the June 6, 2010 GCC graduation. Mr. Farrell is also of the Greenfield Town Council)

“We appreciate and accept the results,” said Wolfe, “the project will continue on the path laid out weeks ago as we will continue with dry cooling. That works for the project and will hopefully address the concerns expressed by the voters.” Mayor Martin said any future discussion about the biomass power plant will continue to be public discussion and we will expect to see” everyone there.” Martin said he was pleased with Tuesday’s turnout. (Greenfield Recorder, June 9, 2010)

Actual results of the votes (not published in the Recorder)

“Greenfield voters Reject 3 ‘Biomass’ referendum questions by landslide margins” (Mass.Live.com, June 9 ,2010)

           Question 1    3,223-658 (83%)

           Question 2    3,301-598 (84.6%)

           Question 3    3,294-604 (84.4%)

 “Much was made in the weeks prior to the vote about what is, and isn’t, known about the chemical compounds in the effluent form the treatment plant. Although tests seemed to show there was nothing to worry about, that didn’t stop residents from voting against its sale. Does that mean that attention should be turned to upgrading the town’s wastewater plant-as well as those in other communities-so that we’re not in any way simply passing potential dangers along by releasing the treated water into our rivers? If there is not problem with that, then what triggered the extreme rhetoric by opponents of the plant? Was it, in fact, nothing but a cynical scare tactic calculated to worry residents enough to get them to turn our in large enough numbers to oppose the sale?” (Editor, Greenfield Recorder, June 11, 2010)
“There are those who will try to spin this week’s election results as fluke only in a year where the mayor’s office isn’t up for grabs and that would be an easier case to make if the turnout was 10 percent. But when 35 percent of the voters turn out in an off year and shoot three questions down each with close to 85% of the vote, it’s no aberration. That’s not going to stop Mayor Martin, Madera Energy’s Matt Wolfe and others from dismissing the results as essentially meaningless. Wolfe says that the plant will be dry cooled and won’t need the wastewater, and it remains to be seen whether the vote will force him to go back to the ZBA for a new permit. He’s better pray that doesn’t happen, because even though the current zoning board has a history of being somewhat  biomass-friendly, having a huge electoral win under their belt is likely to only strengthen the resolve of Concerned Citizens of Franklin County, and that’s the one really significant piece of fall out form this election.”(Chris Collins, Greenfield Recorder, June 11, 2010)
“...the good old boys identify their opposition as dangerous, tie-dyed progressives. Well, this time, they’re dead wrong. Most citizens who’ve spent any time objectively investigating biomass plants the size of the one proposed for Greenfield came away with reservations, and that’s exactly what was felt at the polls: citizens pumping their brakes. Whoa! They shouted, we don’t want this “clean-energy” con job jammed down our throats before we know more, which is exactly what the people with the most to gain feared…It seems that nothing had changed with proponents following last week’s lopsided vote, which they now spin as “misleading” and “ one-sided.” Their position is that only opponents marched to the polls, thus the landslide. ..So, once again, it seems that the town is not listening; and if the powers that be continue to ignore and dismiss this vote, future voters will likely banish the to the sidelines…..The proposal to use Greenfield wastewater as a coolant wasn’t abandoned at the 11th hour because of any altruistic change of heart; it was tossed aside because the proponents had correctly read Greenfield’s political winds and hoped they could keep the voters home.” (Gary Sanderson, On the Trail, Greenfield Recorder, June 17, 2010)
“Wolfe said the Manomet study is unclear as to its definitions of what constitutes waste wood versus the debris form forestry harvests.  Manomet’s Hagan, (John Hagan, President of the Manomet Center for Conservation Sciences), however, points back at biomass proponents like Wolfe to be clearer about where they see their wood coming from. “To feed a large electric plant, it would take a lot of green trees, round wood, green and growing – not just debris, because there isn’t enough of that in Massachusetts. So you need to know the source of material to make a proper debt-dividend graph. If I were a policy maker, I’d say “can you prove you have access to that debris?” If they can demonstrate they’re going to be using 90 percent or 100 percent debris, that would be different and favorable.”  (Greenfield Recorder, June 29, 2010)
“If the project can do all that (meet the upcoming regulation changes ordered by Massachusetts Energy Secretary Ian Bowles, in light of the Manomet study and the pressure put on regulators by the 120,000 plus anti-biomass state ballot question signatures), then it should come to Greenfield. “ (Mayor William Martin, Greenfield Recorder, July 10, 2010)
The changes ordered by Secretary of Energy Ian Bowles “will not kill this project.” (Matthew Wolfe, Greenfield Recorder, July 10, 2010)
