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1.  PURPOSE 

The	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  Consultation	  Report	  is	  prepared	  for	  the	  purpose	  of	  compliance	  
with	   Ontario	   Regulation	   359/09,	   which	   amends	   the	   Environmental	   Protection	   Act	   for	   the	  
Renewable	  Energy	  Approvals	  under	  Part	  V.0.1	  of	  the	  Act.	  	  

Section	  13	  requires	  supporting	  documentation	  as	  outlined	  in	  Table	  1	  of	  O.	  Reg	  359/09.	  Item	  
2	   in	   Table	   1	   identifies	   a	   Consultation	   Report	   as	   a	   requirement	   of	   the	   South	   Branch	  Wind	  
Farm	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval	  (REA).	  

A	  final	  version	  of	  this	  report	  is	  included	  in	  the	  REA	  submission	  to	  the	  Ontario	  Ministry	  of	  the	  
Environment	  (MOE).	  

2.  PROJECT OVERVIEW 

Prowind	  Inc.	  (Prowind)	  is	  a	  Canadian	  wind	  energy	  developer	  based	  in	  Hamilton,	  Ontario.	  It	  is	  
affiliated	  with	  its	  parent	  company,	  Prowind	  GmbH,	  based	  in	  Osnabrück,	  Germany.	  	  Prowind’s	  
mandate	   is	   to	  create	  small-‐scale,	   renewable	  and	  zero-‐emission	  power	  generation.	  Prowind	  
believes	   in	   distributed	   generation	   that	   has	   a	   minimum	   impact	   on	   the	   surrounding	  
environment	  and	  landscape.	  	  

The	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  is	  a	  30	  MW	  project	  that	  will	  employ	  the	  use	  of	  up	  to	  14	  wind	  
turbine	  generators.	  These	  wind	   turbines	  have	  a	  maximum	  hub	  height	  of	  140	  meters	  and	  a	  
maximum	   rotor	   diameter	   of	   118	   meters.	   	   Final	   turbine	   specifications	   have	   not	   been	  
established,	   but	   for	   the	   purpose	   of	   assessing	   the	   potential	   impact,	   maximum	   possible	  
dimensions	  are	  utilized	  for	  the	  REA	  preparation.	  

The	  operational	  wind	  farm	  will	  consist	  of	  wind	  turbine	  generators,	  access	  roads,	  a	  substation	  
and	  a	  combination	  of	  underground	  and	  above	  ground	  cabling	  to	  connect	  the	  turbines	  to	  the	  
substation	  and	  the	  substation	  to	  the	  feeder	  line.	  	  In	  addition,	  there	  will	  be	  a	  storage	  shed,	  and	  
a	   designated	   operations	   and	  maintenance	   building	   for	   the	   life	   of	   the	   project.	   	   During	   the	  
construction	   and	   decommissioning,	   there	   will	   be	   additional,	   temporary	   infrastructure	  
including:	  	  3	  concrete	  wash	  ponds	  and	  a	  construction	  office	  trailer.	  

The	  project	  is	  proposed	  on	  privately	  owned,	  agricultural	  land	  as	  well	  as	  municipal	  easements	  
surrounding	   Brinston,	   Ontario.	   The	   project	   turbines	   are	   located	   in	   two	   main	   areas.	   The	  
western	  area	  is	  defined	  by	  properties	  directly	  on	  each	  side	  of	  Byker	  Road,	  between	  Dobbie	  
Road	   and	   Branch	   Road	   to	   the	   north	   and	   Pitt	   Road	   and	   Sandy	   Creek	   Road	   to	   the	   south.	  	  
Turbines	  in	  the	  eastern	  area	  lie	  on	  either	  side	  of	  County	  Road	  16	  (Brinston	  Rd)	  between	  Oak	  
Valley	  Road	  to	  the	  north	  and	  Cook	  Road	  to	  the	  south.	  	  	  

Figure	  1	  illustrates	  the	  project	  location	  within	  Ontario.	  	  Figure	  2	  shows	  the	  project	  area	  with	  
proposed	  infrastructure	  layout.	  
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FIGURE 1 SOUTH BRANCH WIND FARM PROJECT LOCATION 

It	  should	  be	  noted	  that	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  is	  a	  project	  that	  was	  initially	  proposed	  
as	   three	   separate	   10	  MW	  wind	   farm	   projects	   under	   the	   previous	   incarnation	   of	   Ontario’s	  
Renewable	  Energy	  program,	  RESOP.	  	  	  Prior	  to	  November	  2009,	  western	  section	  of	  the	  project	  
(now	  comprising	  Turbines	  1-‐4)	  was	  known	  as	  Boundary	  Wind	  Farm.	  	  The	  eastern	  side	  of	  the	  
project	  was	   split	   in	   two	  sections.	   	  At	   that	   time,	  Brinston	  Wind	  Farm	  was	  comprised	  of	   the	  
land	  area	  included	  near	  Turbines	  10-‐15.	  	  South	  Branch	  was	  initially	  the	  northeast	  quadrant,	  
including	  Turbines	  5-‐8.	  

Public,	   aboriginal	   and	  agency	  consultation	   for	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  started	  before	   the	  
amalgamation	   of	   these	   three	   separate	   RESOP	   projects.	   	   Materials	   from	   before	   November	  
2009	  will	  have	  references	  to	  these	  3	  individual	  sites;	  however,	  due	  to	  the	  proximity	  of	  these	  
projects,	   consultation	   for	   the	   3	   projects	   was	   completed	   jointly	   and	   should	   be	   considered	  
applicable	  toward	  the	  now-‐amalgamated	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  project.	  
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3.  SUMMARY OF CONSULTATION MILESTONES 

The	  table	  below	  summarizes	   the	  consultation	  conducted	  under	   the	  O.	  Reg	  359/09	  to	   fulfill	  
the	  requirements	  for	  application	  of	  the	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval.	  Some	  consultation	  was	  
conducted	   prior	   to	   O.	   Reg	   359/09	   coming	   into	   effect,	   thereby	   conducted	   under	   O.	   Reg	  
116/01.	  Consultation	  conducted	  under	  116/01	  is	  not	  summarized	  in	  the	  table	  below,	  but	  is	  
detailed	  in	  the	  report	  that	  follows,	  to	  demonstrate	  the	  complete	  scope	  of	  consultation	  efforts	  
in	  the	  community	  surrounding	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  

TABLE 1 SUMMARY OF CONSULTATION CONDUCTED UNDER 0. REG 359/09 

Consultation Milestone Date 

FIT Contract awarded	   April 30, 2010	  

Notice of a Proposal to Engage in a Renewable Energy Project and Notice 
of a Public Meeting	  

June 30, 2010	  

First Public Meeting in South Dundas	   August 11, 2010	  

Notice of Draft REA and Public Meeting	   July 29, 2011	  

Second Public Meeting in South Dundas	   September 29, 2011	  

Notice of Public Meetings	   November 9, 2011	  

First Public Meeting in Edwardsburgh/ Cardinal	   December 12, 2011	  

Final Public Meeting in South Dundas	   January 10, 2012	  

Final Public Meeting in Edwardsburgh/ Cardinal	   January 11, 2012	  

4.  STAKEHOLDER NOTIFICATION 

Stakeholders	  of	  any	  wind	  farm	  include	  several	  key	  organizations	  and	  individuals.	  	  The	  term	  
‘Stakeholder’	  in	  this	  document	  is	  intended	  to	  comprise	  all	  those	  who	  belong	  to	  one	  or	  more	  
of	  the	  groups	  listed	  below	  (presented	  in	  no	  particular	  order).	  

• Federal,	   Provincial	   and	   Municipal	   government	   representatives	   and	   reviewing	  
agencies	  

• Participating	  landowners	  

• Residents	  living	  in	  the	  vicinity	  of	  the	  project	  area	  

• Local	  residents	  of	  the	  project	  township	  	  

• Interested	  public	  

• Conservation	  authorities	  or	  other	  organizations	  with	  ties	  to	  the	  project	  area	  

• Aboriginal	  communities	  with	  ties	  to	  the	  project	  area	  



South Branch Wind Farm  Consultation Report 

May 31, 2012 5	  

4.1.  NOTICE OF COMMENCEMENT 

Development	   of	   South	   Branch	  Wind	   Farm	   began	   in	   early	   2008.	   	   Public	   notification	   of	   the	  
project	   was	   carried	   out	   under	   former	   regulations	   stipulated	   by	   then-‐enforced	   Ontario	  
Regulation	  116/01	  of	  the	  Environmental	  Assessment	  Act.	  	  	  

Under	   these	   regulations,	   a	   Notice	   of	   Commencement	   (NOC)	   was	   published	   to	   alert	  
stakeholders	  and	  public	  of	  the	  intent	  to	  develop	  the	  three	  projects	  comprising	  today’s	  South	  
Branch	  Wind	   Farm.	   	   These	   notices	   were	   published	   as	   indicated	   in	   the	   table	   below.	   	   The	  
notices	  were	  also	  hand-‐delivered	  to	  homes	  within	  2	  km	  of	  the	  project	  area,	  mailed	  to	  agency	  
and	  government	  stakeholders	  and	  emailed	  to	  the	  project	  distribution	  list.	  

TABLE 2 NOC PUBLICATION 

Wind Farm 
Project 

NOC Publication 
Date 

Newspaper Hand-Delivery of 
Notices 

Brinston  April 16, 2008 Iroquois Chieftain April 16, 2008 

South Branch  April 16, 2008 Iroquois Chieftain April 16, 2008 

Boundary  Nov 18, 2008 The Morrisburg Leader Nov 13, 2008 

Newspaper	   tear	   sheets,	   copies	   of	   the	   NOC	   and	   our	   communication	   efforts	   for	   this	   initial	  
notice	  are	  provided	  Appendix	  A.	  

4.2.  NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING UNDER O. REG 116/01 

The	  first	  public	  meeting	  for	  South	  Branch,	  Brinston	  and	  Boundary	  Wind	  Farms	  occurred	  in	  
January	   2009,	   prior	   to	   the	   introduction	   of	   the	   FIT	   program.	   	   Although	   this	  meeting	   is	   not	  
counted	   toward	   the	   required	   public	   meetings	   for	   South	   Branch	   under	   the	   REA	   program,	  
details	   of	   this	   meeting	   are	   presented	   here	   as	   supporting	   evidence	   of	   a	   thorough	   public	  
consultation	  effort.	  

Advertisements	   for	   the	   first	  public	  meeting	  of	  South	  Branch,	  Brinston	  and	  Boundary	  Wind	  
Farms	  were	  published	  in	  the	  Morrisburg	  Leader,	  hand-‐delivered	  to	  residents	  within	  2	  km	  of	  
the	  project	  area,	  emailed	  to	  the	  project	  distribution	  list	  and	  posted	  in	  public	  locations	  around	  
the	  project	  area	  during	  the	  week	  of	  January	  12-‐16,	  2009.	  	  

The	  meeting	  was	  held	  on	  January	  29,	  2009	  at	  Matilda	  Hall	   in	  Dixon’s	  Corners,	   just	  south	  of	  
Brinston.	  

Newspaper	  tear	  sheets,	  copies	  of	  the	  Notice	  of	  Public	  Meeting	  and	  our	  communication	  plan	  
for	  advertising	  this	  first	  public	  meeting	  are	  provided	  Appendix	  B.	  	  Details	  on	  the	  content	  and	  
discussion	  at	  this	  meeting	  are	  presented	  in	  Section	  5.1	  below.	  

4.3.  NOTICE OF PROPOSAL / NOTICE OF MEETING 

As	   indicated	   above,	   the	   3	   RESOP	   projects	   were	   formally	   amalgamated	   into	   a	   single	   FIT	  
project	   in	   November	   2009	   when	   the	   30	   MW	   South	   Branch	   Wind	   Farm	   application	   was	  
submitted	   to	   the	   FIT	   Program.	   	   Following	   the	   introduction	   of	   the	   Green	   Energy	   Act	   and	  
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Ontario	  Regulation	  359/09,	  project	  notifications	  and	  initial	  public	  meetings	  were	  revisited	  to	  
ensure	  compliance	  with	  the	  new	  regulations.	  

Following	   format	   prescribed	   in	   REA	   guidelines,	   a	   Notice	   of	   a	   Proposal	   to	   Engage	   in	   a	  
Renewable	  Energy	  Project	   (“NOP”)	  was	  published	  on	   two	  separate	  days.	   	  This	   information	  
was	   delivered	   to	   project	   stakeholders	   (including	   government	   agencies,	   stakeholder	  
organizations,	   aboriginal	   communities	   and	   the	   general	   public)	   through	   several	   means	   as	  
described	  below.	  

The	  NOP	  was	   published	   in	   the	  Morrisburg	   Leader	   on	   June	   30	   and	   July	   6,	   2010.	   	   This	   is	   a	  
newspaper	   serving	   the	   residents	   of	   Morrisburg,	   South	   Dundas	   and	   Eastern	   Ontario,	  
published	  weekly.	  	  Tear	  sheets	  from	  these	  editions	  are	  included	  in	  Appendix	  C.	  

The	  NOP	  was	  also	  published	   in	   the	   Indian	  Time	  newspaper,	   local	   to	   the	   community	  of	   the	  
Mohawks	  of	  Akwesasne.	  	  This	  publication	  was	  dated	  July	  8,	  2011	  

On	   July	  8,	  2010,	  paper	  copies	  of	   the	  NOP	  were	  hand	  delivered	   to	  residents	  and	  businesses	  
within	  1	  km	  of	  the	  project	  area.	  	  In	  parallel,	  the	  NOP	  was	  published	  to	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  
Farm	  project	  website	  and	  an	  email	  message	   including	   the	  NOP	  was	  sent	   to	  all	  members	  of	  
the	  project	  distribution	   list	   indicating	   the	  details	  of	   the	  Notice,	   its	   location	  on	  our	  website	  
and	  a	  reminder	  of	  our	  contact	  information.	  

The	  NOP	  also	  served	  as	  notice	  of	  a	  public	  meeting,	  the	  second	  such	  public	  meeting	  for	  South	  
Branch	  Wind	  Farm,	  but	  the	  first	  to	  count	  toward	  requirements	  of	  O.	  Reg	  359/09.	   	  The	  NOP	  
included	  all	  pertinent	  meeting	  details.	   	  Discussion	  of	  the	  materials	  presented	  at	  this	  second	  
public	  meeting	  and	  discussion	  of	  its	  proceedings	  is	  presented	  in	  Section	  5.2	  below.	  

To	  ensure	  appropriate	  dissemination	  of	  project	  details,	  the	  Project	  Description	  Report	  (PDR)	  
for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  was	  highlighted	  within	  the	  NOP.	  	  The	  PDR	  was	  published	  to	  
the	  project	  website,	  alongside	  the	  NOP,	  and	  its	  availability	  was	  indicated	  in	  an	  email	  to	  our	  
project	  distribution	  list.	  

Printed	   copies	   of	   the	   NOP	   and	   PDR	   were	   mailed	   to	   agency	   reviewers	   and	   to	   Aboriginal	  
communities.	  	  More	  detail	  on	  these	  communications	  is	  presented	  in	  Sections	  7	  and	  8.	  	  

Paper	   copies	   of	   the	   PDR	   and	   the	  NOP	  were	   placed	   in	   public	   locations	   including	   the	   South	  
Dundas	   Township	   office	   in	   Williamsburg	   and	   the	   Municipal	   office	   of	   the	   Township	   of	  
Edwardsburgh/Cardinal	   in	   Spencerville	   for	   review	   by	   interested	   parties	   wishing	   for	   hard	  
copies.	  

4.4.  NOTICE OF DRAFT REA REPORTS AND PUBLIC MEETING 

On	  July	  27,	  2011,	  project	  Stakeholders	  were	  alerted	  to	  the	  publication	  of	  Draft	  REA	  Reports	  
for	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  	  Email	  notifications	  were	  sent	  to	  agency	  reviewers,	  municipal	  
contacts,	   aboriginal	   stakeholders	   and	   our	   project	   email	   list.	   	   As	   well,	   advertisements	  
highlighting	   the	   publication	   of	   these	   reports	  were	   published	   in	   the	  Morrisburg	   Leader	   on	  
July	  27	  and	  August	  3,	  2011.	  	  The	  Notice	  was	  also	  published	  in	  the	  Indian	  Time	  newspaper	  on	  
August	  4,	  2011.	  	  	  

The	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  Draft	  Renewable	  Energy	  Reports	  were	  uploaded	  to	  Prowind	  
Canada’s	  website	  and	  available	  for	  download	  on	  July	  26,	  2011.	  	  
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As	   indicated	   in	   the	  Notice,	   copies	  of	   the	   reports	  were	  made	  available	   for	  download	  on	   the	  
project	  website	  and	  in	  hard	  copy	  at	  the	  municipal	  offices	  for	  the	  Township	  of	  South	  Dundas	  
and	  the	  Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal.	  

Public	  and	  agency	  stakeholders	  were	  informed	  of	  the	  opportunity	  to	  review	  and	  comment	  on	  
the	  full	  suite	  of	  documents	  drafted	  to	  meet	  REA	  requirements.	  	  	  

The	   notification	   also	   provided	   notice	   that	   a	   public	   information	  meeting	  would	   be	   held	   60	  
days	  from	  the	  posting	  of	  the	  draft	  REA	  (on	  September	  29,	  2011).	  	  Details	  on	  the	  timing	  and	  
location	  of	  this	  meeting	  were	  included	  in	  the	  Notice.	  

This	   Notice	  was	   issued	   under	   the	   assumption	   that	   this	  meeting	  would	   be	   the	   final	   public	  
meeting	   for	   the	   South	   Branch	   Wind	   Farm.	   After	   that	   announcement	   was	   made,	   Prowind	  
decided	   to	   host	   additional	   public	  meetings	  with	   updated	  REA	  documents.	   The	  meeting	   on	  
September	   29,	   2011	  went	   ahead	   anyway	   and	   is	   considered	   additional	   public	   consultation	  
beyond	  the	  minimum	  required	  public	  meetings.	  

Newspaper	   tear	  sheets	  and	  a	  summary	  of	  communication	  messaging	   for	   the	  publication	  of	  
the	  Draft	  REA	  and	  Public	  Meeting	  are	  presented	  in	  Appendix	  D.	  Discussion	  of	  the	  materials	  
presented	  at	  this	  public	  meeting	  and	  discussion	  of	  its	  proceedings	  is	  presented	  in	  Section	  5.3	  
below.	  

4.5.  NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETINGS 

A	  Notice	  of	  Public	  Meetings	  was	  issued	  on	  November	  9,	  2011	  to	  inform	  the	  public	  and	  other	  
stakeholders	  of	  three	  upcoming	  public	  meetings	  to	  be	  held	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  	  

These	  three	  meetings	  were	  as	  follows:	  	  

• Initial	  public	  meeting	  for	  the	  Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal	  	  -‐	  December	  12,	  2011	  

• Final	  public	  meeting	  for	  the	  Township	  of	  South	  Dundas	  –	  January	  10,	  2012	  

• Final	  public	  meeting	  for	  the	  Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal	  –	  January	  11,	  2012	  

Email	   notifications	   were	   sent	   to	   agency	   reviewers,	   municipal	   contacts,	   aboriginal	  
stakeholders	  and	  our	  project	  email	  list.	  	  As	  well,	  advertisements	  highlighting	  the	  publication	  
of	  these	  reports	  were	  published	  in	  the	  Morrisburg	  Leader	  and	  Prescott	  Journal	  on	  November	  
9,	  2011	  and	  the	  Kemptville	  Advance	  and	  Indian	  Time	  on	  November	  10,	  2011.	  	  

The	  Notice	  was	  delivered	  by	  Canada	  Post	  via	  unaddressed	  admail	   to	   the	  postal	   code	  areas	  
surrounding	  the	  project	  location.	  This	  ensured	  that	  landowners	  within	  120	  m	  of	  the	  project	  
location	  and	  beyond	  received	  a	  copy	  of	  the	  Notice	  in	  their	  mailbox.	  

As	   indicated	   in	   the	  Notice,	   copies	  of	   the	   reports	  were	  made	  available	   for	  download	  on	   the	  
project	  website	  and	  in	  hard	  copy	  at	  the	  municipal	  offices	  for	  the	  Township	  of	  South	  Dundas	  
and	  the	  Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal.	  

Public	  and	  agency	  stakeholders	  were	  informed	  of	  the	  opportunity	  to	  review	  and	  comment	  on	  
the	  full	  suite	  of	  documents	  drafted	  to	  meet	  REA	  requirements.	  	  	  
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The	  notification	  provided	  over	  30	  days	  notice	  for	  the	  initial	  public	  meeting	  for	  the	  Township	  
of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal	  meeting	  on	  December	  12,	  2011.	  An	  updated	  version	  of	   the	  PDR	  
was	  made	  available	  on	  the	  website	  as	  well	  as	  hard	  copies	  provided	  at	  the	  municipal	  offices	  
for	  the	  Township	  of	  South	  Dundas	  and	  the	  Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal.	  	  

The	  notification	  also	  provided	  over	  60	  days	  notice	  that	  the	  final	  public	  meetings	  for	  both	  the	  
Township	  of	  South	  Dundas	  and	  the	  Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal	  would	  be	  held	  on	  
January	  10,	  2012	  and	  January	  11,	  2012,	  respectively.	  

The	  Notice	  also	  gave	  more	  than	  60	  days	  review	  time	  for	  the	  updated	  Draft	  REA	  documents	  
that	  made	  available	  on	  the	  website	  as	  well	  as	  hard	  copies	  provided	  at	  the	  municipal	  offices	  
for	  the	  Township	  of	  South	  Dundas	  and	  the	  Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal.	  A	  copy	  of	  
the	  Draft	  REA	  was	  also	  mailed	  to	  each	  First	  Nations.	  

Newspaper	   tear	  sheets	  and	  a	  summary	  of	  communication	  messaging	   for	   the	  publication	  of	  
the	  Draft	  REA	  and	  Public	  Meeting	  are	  presented	  in	  Appendix	  E.	  Discussion	  of	  the	  materials	  
presented	  at	  this	  public	  meeting	  and	  discussion	  of	  its	  proceedings	  is	  presented	  in	  Section	  5.4	  
below.	  

4.5.1.  Notice of Public Meetings “Reminder” 

Due	  to	  the	  length	  of	  the	  required	  notification	  period	  for	  the	  final	  public	  meetings,	  a	  second	  
advertisement	   for	   the	   two	   final	   public	  meetings	   was	   issued.	   This	   is	   referred	   to	   here	   as	   a	  
“reminder”	  notice.	  	  

An	  advertisement	  was	  placed	  in	  the	  Morrisburg	  Leader	  and	  the	  Prescott	  Journal	  on	  January	  
4,	  2012	  and	  the	  Kemptville	  Advance	  on	   January	  5,	  2012.	  This	  provided	  5-‐7	  days	  notice	   for	  
the	   upcoming	   meetings.	   The	   notice	   also	   provided	   an	   agenda	   for	   the	   public	   meeting	   and	  
requested	  any	  questions	  for	  the	  Q&A	  panel	  to	  be	  issued	  in	  advance	  via	  email	  or	  phone.	  	  

This	  notice	  was	  also	  emailed	  out	  to	  the	  project	  stakeholder	  mailing	  list.	  	  

Newspaper	   tear	  sheets	  and	  a	  summary	  of	  communication	  messaging	   for	   the	  publication	  of	  
the	  Notice	  of	  Public	  Meeting	  “reminder”	  are	  presented	  in	  Appendix	  E.	  	  

4.6.  PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENT – REA UPDATES 

After	  the	  final	  public	  meetings	  were	  held,	  minor	  changes	  were	  made	  to	  the	  REA	  documents	  
that	  were	  not	  available	  at	  the	  time	  of	  the	  final	  public	  meetings.	  To	  allow	  for	  transparency	  and	  
clear	  public	  communication,	  a	  notice	  was	  provided	  that	  outlined	  these	  updates.	  	  	  

An	  advertisement	  was	  placed	   in	   two	   local	  papers,	   the	  Morrisburg	  Leader	  and	   the	  Prescott	  
Journal	  on	  February	  22,	  2012.	  The	  notice	  was	  also	  emailed	  to	  the	  stakeholders	  mailing	  list.	  	  

The	  advertisement	  advised	  readers	  of	   two	  changes	   that	  were	  made	   to	   the	  REA	  documents	  
since	  the	  draft	  REA	  dated	  November	  4,	  2011.	  

These	  updates	  include	  (as	  noted	  on	  the	  advertisement):	  

• Ice	  Throw	  Report	  -‐	  This	  report	  was	  prepared	  by	  a	  specialized	  consultant.	  The	  results	  
of	  the	  ice	  throw	  report	  have	  been	  included	  in	  the	  revised	  REA.	  The	  report	  is	  available	  
for	  review	  on	  our	  website	  at	  
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www.prowind.ca/downloads/SouthBranchWindFarm_IceThrowReport_20120123.p
df.	  

	  
• Turbine	  Foundations	  -‐	  The	  turbine	  foundation	  type	  for	  all	  turbines	  at	  the	  South	  

Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  will	  likely	  be	  shallow-‐spread	  foundations.	  The	  Nov	  4,	  2011	  REA	  
reporting	  states	  that	  pile	  foundations	  may	  also	  be	  necessary	  at	  some	  turbines	  
locations	  pending	  the	  outcome	  of	  detailed	  geotechnical	  analysis	  to	  be	  completed	  at	  
each	  turbine	  location.	  As	  such	  and	  for	  clarity,	  the	  revised	  REA	  provides	  an	  additional	  
construction	  description	  for	  pile	  foundations	  under	  the	  Construction	  Plan	  Report.	  

	  
The	  notice	  also	  provided	  directions	  for	  making	  final	  comments	  on	  the	  REA	  once	  the	  
document	  has	  been	  submitted	  to	  and	  accepted	  by	  the	  MOE.	  	  
	  

Newspaper	   tear	  sheets	  and	  a	  summary	  of	  communication	  messaging	   for	   the	  publication	  of	  
the	  Public	  Announcement	  are	  presented	  in	  Appendix	  F.	  	  

	  

5.  PUBLIC CONSULTATION 

Public	  consultation	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  project	  included	  many	  components	  and	  
has	  spanned	  the	  life	  of	  the	  project	  to	  date.	  	  	  

The	  consultation	  plan	   for	   this	  project	   included	   formal	  notifications	  and	  public	  meetings	  as	  
required	   by	   the	   relevant	   environmental	   regulations,	   as	   updated	   from	   time	   to	   time.	   	   In	  
addition,	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  consultation	  incorporated	  several	  other	  facets	  to	  ensure	  
that	  residents	  and	  businesses	  within	  the	  project	  area	  were	  apprised	  of	  project	  status,	  scope	  
and	  plans	  throughout	  the	  project	  lifecycle.	  	  	  

A	  summary	  of	  the	  consultation	  efforts	   for	  these	   important	  stakeholders	   is	  presented	  in	  the	  
sections	  below.	  	  For	  ease	  of	  reference,	  an	  outline	  of	  relevant	  consultation	  efforts	  is	  presented	  
in	  Table	  .	  
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TABLE 3 SUMMARY OF CONSULTATION 

Activity Date Report Section 

Notice of Commencement 2008-04-16 and 2008-11-18 4.1 

Notice of Public Meeting under O. Reg 
116/01 

2009-01-14 4.2 

Public Meeting under O. Reg 116/01 2009-01-29 5.1 

Notice of Proposal and Public Meeting 2010-07-07 4.3 

Initial Public Meeting in South Dundas 2010-08-11 5.2 

Project Newsletter  2011-05-31 5.8.2 

Notice of Draft REA Reports and 
Public Meeting 

2011-07-27 4.4 

Public Meeting  2011-09-29 5.3 

Notice of Public Meetings 2011-11-09 and 10 4.5 

Initial Public Meeting in 
Edwardsburgh/Cardinal 

2011-12-12 5.4 

Final Public Meeting in South Dundas 2012-01-10 5.5 

Final Public Meeting in 
Edwardsburgh/Cardinal 

2012-01-11 5.6 

Announcement of REA Updates 2012-02-22 4.6 

Email Update Various 5.8.1 

	  

A	  communication	  log	  with	  a	  record	  of	  all	  public	  correspondence	  in	  regards	  to	  the	  project	  is	  
presented	  in	  Appendix	  E.	  

5.1.  PUBLIC MEETING UNDER O.REG 116/01 

The	   first	   public	   meeting	   for	   this	   project	   was	   carried	   out	   under	   requirements	   of	   Ontario	  
Regulation	  116/01	  of	  the	  Environmental	  Assessment	  Act.	   	   	  Upon	  adoption	  of	  the	  Renewable	  
Energy	  Approval	  process,	  Prowind	  met	  with	   the	  MOE	   to	   request	   that	   the	  open	  house	  held	  
under	   Regulation	   116/01	   be	   counted	   toward	   REA	   requirements	   for	   this	   project.	   	   After	  
review,	  the	  MOE	  determined	  that	  they	  would	  not	  credit	  this	  first	  public	  open	  house	  toward	  
the	   REA;	   however,	   details	   of	   this	   meeting	   are	   included	   here	   as	   they	   are	   pertinent	   to	   the	  
ongoing	   public	   consultation	   for	   this	   project.	   Correspondence	  with	   the	  MOE	   regarding	   this	  
public	  meeting,	  is	  included	  in	  Appendix	  B.	  
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5.1.1.  Meeting Summary 

The	   initial	  open	  house	  was	  advertised	   in	  the	  Morrisburg	  Leader	  newspaper	  on	  January	  14,	  
2009,	  providing	  the	  community	  15	  days	  advanced	  notice	  of	  the	  meeting.	  The	  advertisement	  
for	  the	  open	  house	  was	  also	  hand	  delivered	  to	  homes	  in	  the	  area	  surrounding	  the	  proposed	  
project.	  	  

Meeting	  Date:	   Thursday,	  January	  29,	  2009 
Time:	   5:30	  to	  8:30pm 
Location:	   Matilda	  Hall,	  4421	  County	  Rd	  16,	  Dixon’s	  Corners,	  Ontario 

The	  meeting	  was	  held	  in	  an	  open	  house	  format,	  with	  posters	  and	  other	  informational	  printed	  
material	  on	  display	  and	  developer	  staff	  on-‐hand	  to	  answer	  questions.	  	  The	  posters	  provided	  
an	  introduction	  to	  the	  company	  and	  a	  history	  of	  the	  development	  of	  South	  Branch,	  Brinston	  
and	  Boundary	  wind	  farm	  projects.	  	  Other	  posters	  gave	  detail	  on	  the	  mechanics	  and	  history	  of	  
wind	   power,	   wind	   energy	   analysis,	   environmental	   assessment	   and	   considerations,	   project	  
specific	   details,	   including	   the	   scope	   of	   the	   project	   area,	   and	   an	   estimated	   development	  
timeline.	  	  

Aerial	  imagery	  of	  the	  project	  area	  was	  available	  as	  well.	  	  All	  posters	  are	  attached	  in	  Appendix	  
B	  and	  were	  posted	  to	  the	  project	  website	  after	  the	  meeting	  for	  those	  who	  could	  not	  attend.	  

Sign-‐in	  sheets	  and	  survey	   forms	  were	  placed	  at	  a	   table	  at	   the	  entrance	   for	  attendees	  upon	  
arrival.	  	  Project	  information	  handouts,	  company	  information	  handouts	  and	  wind	  energy	  and	  
agriculture	  handouts	  were	  placed	  at	  a	  side	  table.	  Various	  wind	  energy	  studies	  were	  placed	  
on	  a	  side	  table	  for	  reference	  purposes.	  	  There	  were	  51	  attendees	  who	  signed	  in	  to	  the	  open	  
house,	  but	  more	  were	   in	  attendance	   that	  did	  not	  sign	   in.	  Of	   those	  attendees,	  13	  completed	  
surveys.	   	  Follow-‐up	  information	  with	  requested	  studies	  was	  provided	  to	  8	  people	  via	  email	  
and	  mail.	  More	  statistics	  can	  be	  found	  in	  the	  attached	  summary.	  The	  sign-‐in	  sheet	  and	  survey	  
responses	  are	  attached	  in	  Appendix	  B.	  

During	   the	  public	  meeting,	   four	  Prowind	  staff	  members	  and	  a	  consultant	   from	  M.K.	   Ince	  &	  
Associates	  Ltd.	  were	  available	  to	  record	  and	  respond	  to	  questions,	  comments	  or	  suggestions	  
from	   the	   public.	   Comments	   from	   the	   public	   and	   answers	   provided	  were	   recorded	   and	   are	  
summarized	  in	  Appendix	  B.	  

5.1.2.  Follow-up  

The	   general	   reaction	   to	   the	   wind	   farm	   information	   was	   generally	   positive.	   	   Most	   of	   the	  
attendees	  came	  to	  the	  meeting	  to	  seek	  information	  about	  wind	  energy	  in	  general	  and	  about	  
the	  project	  design	  specifically.	  	  Attendees	  were	  generally	  seeking	  details	  on	  rationale	  for	  the	  
project,	   timeline	   and	   the	   potential	   for	   impact	   on	   daily	   life.	   	   The	   response	   to	   wind	  
development	  appeared	  to	  be	  generally	  supportive,	  without	  concerns	  or	  complaints	  specific	  
to	   the	   development	   of	   wind	   farm.	   	   There	   were	   many	   requests	   for	   turbine	   positions;	   this	  
information	  was	  not	  available	  at	  the	  time	  of	  the	  meeting.	  

Attendees	  from	  municipal	  government,	  media	  and	  neighbouring	  communities	  were	  present	  
at	  the	  meeting.	   	  Several	  of	  the	  participating	  project	  landowners	  also	  attended	  in	  support	  of	  
the	  public	  consultation	  process.	  

All	   indications	  were	   that	   the	  event	  was	  sufficiently	  well	  attended,	  and	   that	   the	   facility	  was	  
appropriate	  for	  the	  nature	  and	  scope	  of	  this	  meeting.	  	  	  
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5.2.  INITIAL PUBLIC MEETING IN TOWNSHIP OF SOUTH DUNDAS UNDER 
O. REG 359/09 

As	  indicated	  in	  Section	  5.1,	  an	  earlier	  public	  meeting	  for	  this	  project	  was	  carried	  out	  under	  
requirements	  of	  O.	  Reg	  116/01	  of	  the	  Environmental	  Assessment	  Act.	   	   	  Upon	  adoption	  of	  the	  
Green	  Energy	  Act	  and	  associated	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval	  process,	  Prowind	  met	  with	  the	  
MOE	   to	   request	   that	   the	   open	   house	   held	   in	   January	   2009	   be	   counted	   toward	   REA	  
requirements	  for	  this	  project.	  	  After	  review,	  the	  MOE	  determined	  that	  they	  would	  not	  credit	  
this	  first	  public	  open	  house	  toward	  the	  REA.	  	  	  

Under	  the	  O.	  Reg	  359/09,	  an	  initial	  public	  meeting	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  was	  held	  
in	  August	  2010.	  	  A	  summary	  of	  meeting	  details	  is	  presented	  below.	  

5.2.1.  Meeting Summary 

The	  initial	  open	  house	  was	  advertised	  in	  the	  Morrisburg	  Leader	  newspaper	  on	  two	  separate	  
dates,	  both	  more	  than	  30	  days	  prior	  to	  the	  meeting.	  	  Details	  of	  this	  Notice	  were	  described	  in	  
section	  4.3	  above.	  

Meeting	  Date:	   Wednesday,	  August	  11,	  2010 
Time:	   6:00	  to	  9:00pm 
Location:	   Matilda	  Hall,	  4421	  County	  Rd	  16,	  Dixon’s	  Corners,	  Ontario 

The	  meeting	  was	  held	  in	  an	  open	  house	  format,	  with	  posters	  and	  other	  informational	  printed	  
material	  on	  display	  and	  developer	  staff	  on-‐hand	  to	  answer	  questions.	  	  The	  posters	  provided	  
an	   introduction	   to	   the	   company	   and	   a	   history	   of	   the	   development	   of	   South	   Branch	  Wind	  
Farm.	   	  Other	  posters	  gave	  detail	  on	  the	  mechanics	  and	  history	  of	  wind	  power,	  wind	  energy	  
analysis,	  environmental	  assessment	  and	  considerations,	  project	  specific	  details,	  including	  the	  
scope	  of	  the	  project	  area,	  and	  an	  estimated	  development	  timeline.	  	  

Aerial	  imagery	  of	  the	  project	  area	  was	  available	  as	  well.	  	  All	  posters	  are	  attached	  in	  Appendix	  
C	  and	  were	  posted	  to	  the	  project	  website	  after	  the	  meeting	  for	  those	  who	  could	  not	  attend.	  

Sign-‐in	  sheets	  and	  survey	   forms	  were	  placed	  at	  a	   table	  at	   the	  entrance	   for	  attendees	  upon	  
arrival.	  The	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  Draft	  Project	  Description	  Report	  dated	  June	  30,	  2010	  
was	   available	   in	   hard	   copy	   for	   public	   review	   on	   a	   display	   table.	   	   Project	   information	  
handouts,	   company	   information	  handouts	  and	  wind	  energy	  and	  agriculture	  handouts	  were	  
placed	  at	  a	  side	  table.	  Various	  wind	  energy	  studies	  were	  placed	  on	  a	  side	  table	  for	  reference	  
purposes.	   There	   were	   21	   attendees	   who	   signed	   in	   to	   the	   open	   house,	   but	   more	   were	   in	  
attendance	   that	   did	   not	   sign	   in.	   Of	   those	   attendees,	   2	   completed	   surveys.	   	   Follow-‐up	  
information	   with	   requested	   studies	   was	   provided	   to	   2	   people	   via	   letter	   mail.	   	   Additional	  
information,	  sign-‐in	  sheet	  and	  survey	  responses	  are	  attached	  in	  Appendix	  C.	  

During	   the	  public	  meeting,	   four	  Prowind	  staff	  members	  and	  a	  consultant	   from	  M.K.	   Ince	  &	  
Associates	  Ltd.	  were	  available	  to	  record	  and	  respond	  to	  questions,	  comments	  or	  suggestions	  
from	   the	   public.	   Comments	   from	   the	   public	   and	   answers	   provided	  were	   recorded	   and	   are	  
summarized	  in	  Appendix	  C.	  

5.2.2.  Follow-up 

The	  general	  reaction	  to	  the	  wind	  farm	  information	  was	  again	  generally	  positive.	  The	  meeting	  
content	  was	  predominantly	  similar	  to	  the	  earlier	  open	  house.	  	  Several	  attendees	  came	  to	  the	  
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meeting	   to	   seek	   information	   about	   wind	   energy	   in	   general	   and	   about	   the	   South	   Branch	  
project	   design	   specifically.	   	   Attendees	   were	   generally	   seeking	   details	   on	   rationale	   for	   the	  
project,	   timeline	   and	   the	   potential	   for	   impact	   on	   daily	   life.	   	   The	   response	   to	   wind	  
development	  appeared	  to	  be	  generally	  supportive,	  without	  concerns	  or	  complaints	  specific	  
to	   the	   development	   of	   South	   Branch	  Wind	   Farm.	   	   There	   were	  many	   requests	   for	   turbine	  
positions,	  but	  this	  information	  was	  not	  available	  for	  discussion	  at	  the	  time	  of	  the	  meeting.	  

Attendees	  from	  local	  government,	  media	  and	  neighbouring	  communities	  were	  present	  at	  the	  
meeting.	   	   Several	   of	   the	   participating	   project	   landowners	   also	   attended	   in	   support	   of	   the	  
public	  consultation	  process.	  

All	   indications	  were	   that	   the	  event	  was	  sufficiently	  well	  attended,	  and	   that	   the	   facility	  was	  
appropriate	  for	  the	  nature	  and	  scope	  of	  this	  meeting.	  	  	  

5.2.3.  Modifications to Project Design/REA from Meeting 
Feedback 

Written	  and	  verbal	  feedback	  from	  the	  meeting	  was	  neutral	  to	  positive	  and	  no	  changes	  were	  
requested	   or	   necessary	   after	   this	  meeting.	   	  No	  modifications	   to	   the	   project	   design	   or	  REA	  
were	  made	  as	  a	  result	  of	  this	  public	  meeting.	  	  

5.3.  PUBLICATION OF DRAFT REA REPORTS 

Draft	  reports	  prepared	  for	  the	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval	  were	  published	  July	  31,	  2011	  on	  
the	  project	  website	   and	  were	   thereafter	   available	   for	  download.	   	   Printed	   copies	  were	   also	  
made	  available	  at	  the	  following	  locations:	  

• Township	  of	  South	  Dundas	  Municipal	  Office,	  4296	  County	  Road	  31,	  Williamsburg	  
• Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal	  Municipal	  Office,	  18	  Centre	  Street,	  Spencerville	  

	  

Notification	  details	  are	  described	   in	  Section	  4.4.	   	  The	  publication	  of	   these	  REA	  reports	  was	  
completed	  more	   than	  60	  days	  prior	   to	   the	   final	  public	  meeting	   for	   the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  
Farm.	   	   This	   Draft	   REA	   package	   included	   complete	   versions	   of	   the	   following	   reports,	   each	  
dated	  July	  30,	  2011.	  	  Except	  where	  noted,	  these	  reports	  were	  DRAFT	  Version	  1.0:	  

Project	  Description	  Report	  (DRAFT	  Version	  3.0)	  
Water	  Assessment	  Report	  
Natural	  Heritage	  Assessment	  Report	  
Archaeological	  and	  Heritage	  Resources	  Assessment	  Report	  
Design	  and	  Operations	  Report	  
Construction	  Plan	  Report	  
Decommissioning	  Plan	  Report	  
Turbine	  Specification	  Report	  
Abutting	  Property	  Assessment	  Report	  

Reports	   remained	   available	   for	   review	   throughout	   the	   60-‐day	   review	   period,	   either	   by	  
download	   from	   the	   project	  website,	   in	   hard	   copy	   reference	   at	   local	  municipal	   offices,	   and	  
upon	  request	  from	  Prowind	  staff.	  	  	  
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5.3.1.  Feedback on Draft REA Reports 

Prowind	  staff	  received	  various	  forms	  of	  feedback	  regarding	  the	  published	  Draft	  REA	  reports.	  	  
The	   main	   points	   of	   each	   set	   of	   comments	   are	   summarized	   below.	   	   The	   detailed	  
correspondence	  from	  each	  respondent	  and	  in	  some	  cases	  Prowind’s	  response,	  can	  be	  found	  
in	  Appendix	  D.	  

TABLE 4 SUMMARY OF FEEDBACK ON DRAFT REA REPORTS 

Stakeholder Comments 

Provincial Government 

MNR 

reviewed Natural Heritage 
Assessment Report primarily 

2011/09/26 

- Identify proximity of natural features to wind farm infrastructure in 
table and map 

- Remove references to Species at Risk 
- Wetland table from Appendix C is required  
- Was snake hibernacula considered? 
- Consistency in wetland labeling 
- Remove altered meadow from table 
- Include maps in App A and increase clarity of existing maps 
- Include begin/end times for EOS 
- SWH does not apply to “uncommon characteristics” 
- Address turtle overwintering habitat 
- Indicate CSWH that is N/A 
- Change reference from NHRM to NHAG and apply criteria from NHAG 
- Economic and social values of woodland does not apply to project 
- Change description of silver maple deciduous swamp 
- Include dates of survey in table 13 
- Include amphibian point count location map – some are considered 

significant 
- Only observed active osprey nests are considered SWH 
- Speak to presence/absence of raptor nests 
- Interior forest bird breeding habitat is not applicable, but open 

country habitat is applicable 
- Assume snapping turtle habitat is significant 

2011/10/24 

- Remove bat migration from site investigation table. 
- Include dates and times of EOS 
- Waterfowl stopover aquatic vs. terrestrial are reversed in mapping 
- No additional preconstruction bird surveys are required 
- Results of discussion with local landowners regarding waterfowl 

surveys 
- Remove references to SAR 
- Canada Goose is migratory 
- Contact E. Thompson regarding SAR 
- Post-construction monitoring requires scientific collectors permit each 

year of monitoring 

Post-Construction Monitoring Plan  

- Remove rain as deterrent for monitoring 
- Bat monitoring should be conducted until Oct 31 
- Request that certain species of bats be sent away for study regarding 

white nose syndrome 
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Stakeholder Comments 

- Searcher efficiency should not place more than 3 carcasses at a time 
- Contingency plan should be improved regarding mortality thresholds, 

consideration to species distribution and composition 
- Additional years of monitoring when mitigation measures have been 

applied 
- Mitigation for bat mortality should include increasing cut-in speed to 

5.5 m/s or feathering blades when below 5.5 m/s 
- If mortality threshold for bats is reached, mitigation applies to entire 

project are for duration of project 
- Address how mortalities will be handled 
- Submit raw data to wind energy bird and bat monitoring database 

MTC  

reviewed Archaeology and 
Heritage Assessment 
Reports only 

Stage 1 and 2 Archaeology Assessment Report –  

2011/09/09  

-  No further work is required 

Heritage Assessment Report –  

2011/08/09  

- Remove detailed information related to the archaeological context 
from the report. Section 8.0 References should also be revised to 
reflect that this information has been removed from the report. 

- For each potential heritage resources identified as having cultural 
heritage value or interest, revise the entries in Table to include a 
summary of all cultural heritage values as a reflection of the criteria 
from O. Reg. 9/06. 

- Section 6.3 Impact Evaluation of CHVI Resources needs to be 
expanded to include a definition of the different types of potential 
impacts, along with a methodology of how impacts were evaluated. 
The report must consider all possible project impacts, this includes 
any impacts that may occur as a result of the construction, operation, 
and decommissioning of the renewable energy project. It is 
recommended that the revised report include visual aids to show how 
viewscapes/viewsheds will or will not be impacted by the proposed 
project. 

- Additional physical and contextual values should be considered and 
included in Table 2 in section 6.4.2	  Identification and Evaluation of 
Local CHLs, so that the evaluation reflects all criteria included in O. 
Reg. 9/06. 

- Provide an evaluation and statement of the cultural heritage value or 
interest of the settles of Brinston,	  Dixons Corners and Hulbert. 

- Ensure that the information provided in Table 1 and the Appendix is 
consistent. 

- Make the remaining suggested editorial and citation revisions 
included in the comments above. 

2011/08/31 

- Provide a brief statement of cultural heritage value, along with a 
description of heritage attributes for the heritage resources (built 
heritage resources and cultural heritage landscapes) identified in the 
report. 

- Provide further assessment, analysis and clarification in the sections 
related to project impacts on built heritage resources and cultural 
heritage landscapes, as suggested and discussed above. 

- Make the remaining suggested editorial and citation revisions 
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Stakeholder Comments 

included in the comments above. 

2011/09/07 

-  The Ministry is satisfied with recommendations outlined in report. 

Local Authorit ies 

South Nation Conservation 

M. Leblanc 

Received July 8, 2011 

- Permit is required from SNC for any work within 15 m of regulated 
area (watercourse, floodplain, etc.) 

- Stockpiling of materials should be outside of floodplain area 
- Wash water ponds should be located outside of floodplain 
- SNC should be consulted for design of culverts, discharge ponds, 

mitigation measures 
- Be aware of timing restrictions on in-water work for sensitive fish 

spawning of rearing (March 15 – July 1) 
- Fish habitat should be addressed in the NHAR 
- Consultation with SNC should be part of mitigation measures in 

Construction Plan Report 
- Discharged water should be directed away from open watercourses 

TEC/UCLG 
D. McKinstry, M. Wildman 
 
Meeting Feb 28, 2011 and  
Aug 24, 2011 

-‐ Roadway usage (Byker and Pitt) 
-‐ Mitigation of road damage 
-‐ Maintenance agreement btw TEC and TSD 
-‐ Entrance permit will be required 
-‐ Risk of ice throw on Byker Road 

UCSDG 

J. Sullivan, M. Otis, B. de 
Haan 

TSD 

H. Garlough, S. Byvelds, D. 
Lewis 

Meeting March 8, 2011 

-‐ Emergency contact information 
-‐ Road upgrades 
-‐ Overhead cables are preferred along Gilmour Rd/Glen Stewart Rd. 
-‐ Information facility for tourists 
-‐ Year round access for Byker Road 
-‐ Road agreement btw TSD and TEC 
-‐ Snow removal is Prowind’s responsibility 
-‐ Access to T12 & 13 is unopened road allowance 
-‐ Permits are necessary where cables cross roadways 
-‐ Cables bored under roads should be setback full width of road 

allowance 
-‐ Information on changes to drainage patterns 
-‐ Railroad crossing should be avoided when delivering turbine 

equipment 
-‐ Turning radii should be removed after construction 
-‐ Entrance permits will be required 
-‐ Potential for road damage agreement btw Prowind, TSD and SDG? 
-‐ Additional info on overhead lines and pole locations 
-‐ No noise bylaw in effect 
-‐ Observe load restrictions on roads in spring 

Community Members 

J. Wilson 

Received Sept 28, 2011 

-‐ Choice of newspaper for public notices 
-‐ Early access to REA by Municipalities 
-‐ Accessibility of REA 
-‐ Human health impacts from noise and low frequency noise 
-‐ Appropriateness of setback 
-‐ Methodology of pre-construction bird surveys 
-‐ Lack of turbine model selection 
-‐ Exclusion of substation from noise monitoring 
-‐ Lack of detailed emergency preparedness plan 
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Stakeholder Comments 

B. Albers 

Received Sept 28, 2011 

-‐ Choice of newspaper for public notices 
-‐ Public meetings in Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal 
-‐ Format of public meetings 
-‐ Accessibility of Draft REA 
-‐ Lack of turbine model selection 
-‐ Bird observer credentials 
-‐ Carcass searching protocol 
-‐ Risk from ice throw 
-‐ Resolution protocol for noise complaints 
-‐ Resolution protocol for telecom complaints  
-‐ Shadow flicker impacts 
-‐ Exclusion of substation from noise monitoring 
-‐ Construction hours 
-‐ Lack of routing for construction/delivery equipment 
-‐ Decommissioning costs 

	  

5.3.2.  Updates to REA Reports Result ing from Feedback 

Several	   sections	   of	   the	   REA	   reports	   were	   updated	   as	   a	   result	   of	   feedback	   received	   from	  
stakeholders	  reviewing	  the	  draft	  REA	  reports.	  
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TABLE 5  UPDATES TO REA REPORTS BASED ON FEEDBACK 

Feedback Item Update Made Reference 

Choice of newspaper for 
public notices 

Future public notice were also sent out in the 
Prescott Journal and Kemptville Advance 

Consultation Report, 
Section 4.5 

Public meetings in 
Township of 
Edwardsburgh/Cardinal 

Two meetings were held in TEC  Consultation Report, 
Section 5.5 and 5.7 

Format of public meetings Held meetings with Questions and Answer panel 
instead of standard Open House 

Consultation Report, 
Section 5.6 and 5.7 

Bird observer credentials Added credentials to report Natural Heritage 
Assessment Report, 
Appendix H 

Risk from ice throw Hired specialized consultant to prepare Ice Throw 
Report and incorporated results into assessment 
documents.  

Design and 
Operations Report, 
Appendix G  

Construction hours Surveyed public regarding preferred construction 
hours at open house and updated reports with 
this feedback. Original construction times were 
7:00 to 22:00. Updated reports state activities 
producing high levels of noise will be contained 
within the hours of 8:00 and 20:00. 

Various 

Stockpiling of materials 
should be outside of 
floodplain area 

Soil stockpiles were moved to be located outside 
of floodplain  

Construction Plan 
Report, Appendix A 

Be aware of timing 
restrictions on in-water 
work for sensitive fish 
spawning of rearing (March 
15–July 1) 

Restriction was added to Construction Plan 
Report 

Construction Plan 
Report, various 
references 

Wash water ponds should 
be located outside of 
floodplain 

Wash water ponds were moved to be located 
outside of floodplain 

Construction Plan 
Report, Appendix A 

Overhead cables are 
preferred along Gilmour 
Rd/Glen Stewart Rd 

Overhead cables were selection as the only 
option for this cable route going forward 

Various 

Various requests from MNR 
regarding the Natural 
Heritage Assessment 
Report were requested as 
outlined in Table 3. 

All changes requested by MNR were adopted. Natural Heritage 
Assessment Report, 
various references. 

Various requests from MTC 
regarding the Archaeology 
and Heritage Resources 
Assessment Report were 
requested as outlined in 
Table 3. 

Various changes were made to Archaeology and 
Heritage Resources Assessment Report based on 
extensive consultation with the MTC. 

Archaeology and 
Heritage Resources 
Assessment Report, 
various references. 

	  

5.4.  SECOND PUBLIC MEETING 

A	  public	  meeting	  for	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  under	  O.	  Reg	  359/09	  was	  held	  on	  September	  
29,	  2011.	  	  This	  meeting	  was	  originally	  scheduled	  to	  be	  our	  final	  public	  meeting,	  but	  approval	  
letters	   had	   not	   been	   received	   from	   commenting	   agencies	   at	   the	   time	   of	   posting	   the	   REA	  
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publicly,	  so	  additional	  meetings	  were	  deemed	  necessary.	  The	  public	  meeting	  went	  ahead	  as	  
planned	   to	   provide	   additional	   public	   consultation	   and	   to	   gage	   the	   community	   feedback	   at	  
this	  point	  in	  the	  project.	  	  

Details	   of	   the	   notification	   for	   this	   event	   were	   described	   in	   section	   4.4.	   	   These	   notices	  
provided	  the	  community	  over	  60	  days	  advance	  notice	  of	   the	  meeting	  and	  ensured	  that	   the	  
message	   was	   delivered	   to	   a	   broad	   audience.	   	   The	   Notice	   was	   also	   hand	   delivered	   to	  
residences	  in	  the	  area	  surrounding	  the	  proposed	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  	  

Meeting	  Date:	   Thursday,	  September	  29,	  2011 
Time:	   6:00	  to	  9:00pm 
Location:	   Matilda	  Hall,	  4421	  County	  Rd	  16,	  Dixon’s	  Corners,	  Ontario 

This	  public	  meeting	  involved	  a	  series	  of	  posters	  outlining	  and	  providing	  detailed	  information	  
pertaining	  specifically	  to	  the	  results	  of	  environmental	  impact	  assessments	  and	  design	  of	  the	  
South	   Branch	   Wind	   Farm.	   	   Information	   was	   provided	   in	   written	   and	   poster	   format	   with	  
copies	  of	   the	  full	  Draft	  REA	  report	  package	  on-‐hand.	   	  Detailed	  maps	  showing	  the	  proposed	  
project	   layout	   for	   all	   project	   infrastructure	   including:	   turbines,	   electrical	   cabling,	   access	  
roads	   and	   the	   substation	   were	   available	   for	   review,	   along	   with	   anticipated	   timelines	   for	  
permitting,	  construction	  and	  commissioning.	  	  

Aerial	   imagery	   of	   the	   project	   area	   was	   available	   as	   well,	   along	   with	   2-‐D	   visual	  
demonstrations	  of	   the	  constructed	  wind	   farm	  and	   images	  showing	  noise	  and	  visual	   impact	  
assessment	  results.	   	  All	  materials	  presented	  at	   the	  open	  house	  were	  made	  available	  on	  the	  
Prowind	   website	   for	   those	   who	   could	   not	   attend.	   	   Copies	   of	   the	   posters	   are	   provided	   in	  
Appendix	  D.	  	  	  

Sign-‐in	  sheets	  and	  survey	   forms	  were	  placed	  at	  a	   table	  at	   the	  entrance	   for	  attendees	  upon	  
arrival.	  	  Project	  information	  handouts,	  company	  information	  handouts	  and	  wind	  energy	  and	  
agriculture	   handouts	   were	   placed	   at	   a	   side	   table.	   	   Two	   printed	   copies	   of	   the	   draft	   REA	  
reports	  were	  on-‐hand	   for	   reference	  purposes,	   along	  with	  various	  wind	  energy	   studies	  and	  
other	  reference	  materials.	  	  	  

There	  were	  31	  attendees	  who	  signed	  in	  to	  the	  open	  house,	  but	  more	  were	  in	  attendance	  that	  
did	   not	   sign	   in.	   	   Of	   those	   attendees,	   1	   completed	   a	   survey.	   	   Follow-‐up	   information	   with	  
requested	  studies	  was	  provided	  to	  1	  person	  via	  email.	  Further	  comments	  were	  received	  after	  
the	   open	   houses	   via	   email	   and	   a	   response	  was	   provided	   via	   email.	  More	   statistics	   can	   be	  
found	  in	  the	  attached	  summary.	  The	  sign-‐in	  sheet	  and	  survey	  responses	  are	  attached.	  

Prowind	   staff	   members	   and	   three	   consultants	   were	   available	   to	   respond	   to	   questions,	  
comments	  or	  suggestions	  from	  the	  public.	  	  Comments	  from	  the	  public	  and	  answers	  provided	  
were	  recorded	  and	  are	  summarized	  in	  Appendix	  D.	  	  

 
5.5.  INITIAL PUBLIC MEETING IN TOWNSHIP OF EDWARDSBURGH/ 

CARDINAL 

An	   initial	   public	   meeting	   for	   South	   Branch	   Wind	   Farm	   in	   the	   Township	   of	  
Edwarsburgh/Cardinal	  under	  O.	  Reg	  359/09	  was	  held	  on	  December	  12,	  2011.	  	  This	  meeting	  
was	  held	  at	  this	  stage	  in	  the	  project	  because	  it	  was	  originally	  discussed,	  through	  consultation	  
with	   the	   Township	   of	   Edwardsburgh/Cardinal,	   that	   the	  meeting	   in	  Dixon’s	   Corners	  would	  
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potentially	  be	  sufficient	  due	  to	  the	  proximity	  to	  the	  project.	  Only	  one	  of	  the	  fourteen	  turbines	  
in	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  is	  proposed	  within	  the	  Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal.	  
The	   community	   of	   Dixon’s	   Corners	   is	   approximately	   8.5	   km	   from	   the	   turbine	   in	   TEC	   and	  
whereas	  Spencerville	  is	  approximately	  10	  km	  from	  the	  turbine.	  	  

However,	  subsequent	  consultation	  with	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal	  indicated	  that	  an	  approach	  
in	  accordance	  with	  Reg	  359/09	  is	  preferable.	  O.Reg	  359/09	  states	  that	  a	  public	  meeting	  must	  
be	  held	  in	  any	  and	  all	  municipal	  jurisdictions	  in	  which	  the	  wind	  farm	  is	  proposed.	  	  

Details	   of	   the	   notification	   for	   this	   event	   were	   described	   in	   section	   4.4.	   	   These	   notices	  
provided	  the	  community	  over	  30	  days	  advance	  notice	  of	   the	  meeting	  and	  ensured	  that	   the	  
message	  was	  delivered	  to	  a	  broad	  audience.	  	  The	  Notice	  was	  also	  hand	  delivered	  to	  residence	  
mailboxes	  in	  the	  area	  surrounding	  the	  proposed	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  	  

Meeting	  Date:	   Monday,	  December	  12,	  2011 
Time:	   6:00	  to	  9:00pm 
Location:	   Drummond	  Building,	  22	  Ryan	  St.,	  Spencerville,	  Ontario 

This	  public	  meeting	  involved	  a	  series	  of	  posters	  outlining	  and	  providing	  detailed	  information	  
pertaining	  specifically	  to	  the	  results	  of	  environmental	  impact	  assessments	  and	  design	  of	  the	  
South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  and	  wind	  energy	  in	  general.	  	  Information	  was	  provided	  in	  written	  
and	  poster	  format	  with	  copies	  of	  the	  Draft	  REA	  report	  package	  on-‐hand.	   	  This	  included	  the	  
South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  Draft	  Project	  Description	  Report	  dated	   July	  30,	  2011	  available	   in	  
hard	  copy	  for	  public	  review	  on	  a	  display	  table.	  Detailed	  maps	  showing	  the	  proposed	  project	  
layout	   for	  all	  project	   infrastructure	   including:	   turbines,	   electrical	   cabling,	   access	   roads	  and	  
the	   substation	   were	   available	   for	   review,	   along	   with	   anticipated	   timelines	   for	   permitting,	  
construction	  and	  commissioning.	  	  

Aerial	   imagery	   of	   the	   project	   area	   was	   available	   as	   well,	   along	   with	   2-‐D	   visual	  
demonstrations	  of	   the	  constructed	  wind	   farm	  and	   images	  showing	  noise	  and	  visual	   impact	  
assessment	  results.	   	  All	  materials	  presented	  at	   the	  open	  house	  were	  made	  available	  on	  the	  
Prowind	   website	   for	   those	   who	   could	   not	   attend.	   	   Copies	   of	   the	   posters	   are	   provided	   in	  
Appendix	  E1.	  	  	  

Sign-‐in	  sheets	  and	  survey	   forms	  were	  placed	  at	  a	   table	  at	   the	  entrance	   for	  attendees	  upon	  
arrival.	   	  Project	   information	  handouts	  and	  report	  reference	  handouts	  were	  placed	  at	  a	  side	  
table.	   	   Two	  printed	   copies	   of	   the	   draft	   REA	   reports	  were	   on-‐hand	   for	   reference	   purposes,	  
along	  with	  various	  wind	  energy	  studies	  and	  other	  reference	  materials.	  	  	  

There	  were	  21	  attendees	  who	  signed	  in	  to	  the	  open	  house,	  but	  more	  were	  in	  attendance	  that	  
did	   not	   sign	   in.	   	   Of	   those	   attendees,	   12	   completed	   a	   survey.	   	   Follow-‐up	   information	  with	  
requested	   studies	   was	   provided	   to	   7	   people	   via	   email	   and	   2	   people	   via	   mail.	   Further	  
comments	  were	   received	   after	   the	   open	  houses	   via	  mail	   and	   a	   response	  was	  provided	   via	  
email.	  More	  statistics	  can	  be	   found	   in	   the	  attached	  summary.	  The	  sign-‐in	  sheet	  and	  survey	  
responses	  are	  attached.	  

Prowind	   staff	   members	   and	   two	   consultants	   were	   available	   to	   respond	   to	   questions,	  
comments	  or	  suggestions	  from	  the	  public.	  	  Comments	  from	  the	  public	  and	  answers	  provided	  
were	  recorded	  and	  are	  summarized	  in	  Appendix	  E1.	  
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5.6.  FINAL PUBLIC MEETING IN TOWNSHIP OF SOUTH DUNDAS 

The	   final	   public	   meeting	   for	   South	   Branch	  Wind	   Farm	   in	   the	   Township	   of	   South	   Dundas	  
under	  O.	  Reg	  359/09	  was	  held	  on	  January	  10,	  2012.	  	  

Details	   of	   the	   notification	   for	   this	   event	   were	   described	   in	   Section	   4.4.	   	   These	   notices	  
provided	  the	  community	  over	  60	  days	  advance	  notice	  of	   the	  meeting	  and	  ensured	  that	   the	  
message	  was	  delivered	  to	  a	  broad	  audience.	  	  The	  Notice	  was	  also	  delivered	  via	  Canada	  Post	  
to	  residences	  in	  the	  area	  surrounding	  the	  proposed	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  	  

Meeting	  Date:	   Tuesday,	  January	  10,	  2012 
Time:	   6:00	  to	  9:00pm 
Location:	   Matilda	  Hall,	  4421	  County	  Rd.	  16,	  Dixon’s	  Corners,	  Ontario 

This	  public	  meeting	  included	  two	  parts	  –	  an	  open	  house	  informational	  poster	  session	  and	  a	  
question	  and	  answer	  panel.	  The	  agenda	  for	  the	  evening	  was	  as	  follows:	  

6:00	  pm	  –	  7:00	  pm:	  Open	  house	  informational	  poster	  session	  

7:00	  pm	  –	  9:15	  pm:	  Question	  and	  Answer	  panel	  

The	  open	  house	  informational	  poster	  session	  was	  conducted	  for	  one	  hour	  at	  the	  opening	  of	  
the	  public	  meeting	  in	  a	  manner	  similar	  to	  previous	  open	  houses.	  This	  provided	  opportunity	  
for	  those	  not	  familiar	  with	  the	  project	  to	  gain	  some	  background	  knowledge	  prior	  to	  the	  Q&A	  
session.	  The	  open	  house	  poster	  session	  involved	  a	  series	  of	  posters	  outlining	  and	  providing	  
detailed	   information	   pertaining	   specifically	   to	   the	   results	   of	   environmental	   impact	  
assessments	   and	   design	   of	   the	   South	   Branch	   Wind	   Farm.	   	   Information	   was	   provided	   in	  
written	  and	  poster	   format	  with	   copies	  of	   the	  Draft	  REA	   report	  package	  on-‐hand.	   	  Detailed	  
maps	  showing	  the	  proposed	  project	  layout	  for	  all	  project	  infrastructure	  including:	  turbines,	  
electrical	   cabling,	   access	   roads	   and	   the	   substation	   were	   available	   for	   review,	   along	   with	  
anticipated	  timelines	  for	  permitting,	  construction	  and	  commissioning.	  	  

Aerial	   imagery	   of	   the	   project	   area	   was	   available	   as	   well,	   along	   with	   2-‐D	   visual	  
demonstrations	  of	   the	  constructed	  wind	   farm	  and	   images	  showing	  noise	  and	  visual	   impact	  
assessment	  results.	  	  Copies	  of	  the	  posters	  are	  provided	  in	  Appendix	  E2.	  	  	  

The	  Question	  and	  Answer	  panel	  involved	  four	  panel	  members	  to	  answer	  questions	  from	  the	  
community	  regarding	  the	  South	  branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  The	  panel	  members	  were:	  

Jeffrey	  Segal	  –	  Prowind	  Canada	  President	  

Juan	  Anderson	  –	  Prowind	  Canada	  Project	  Developer	  

Rochelle	  Rumney	  –	  Prowind	  Canada	  Environmental	  Coordinator	  

Dr.	  Loren	  Knopper	  –	  Senior	  Scientist	  at	  Intrinsik	  Environmental	  Sciences	  Inc.	  	  

The	  panel	  was	  moderated	  by	  Randi	  Rahamim,	  Vice	  President	  of	  Bridgepoint	  Group	  Ltd.	  	  

The	  three	  Prowind	  Canada	  staff	  members	  were	  able	  to	  address	  questions	  regarding	  project	  
layout,	   construction,	   operation,	   previous	   field	   studies,	   post-‐construction	   field	   studies,	  
decommissioning,	  etc.	  	  
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Dr.	  Loren	  Knopper	  was	  brought	   in	  as	  a	  third	  party	  consultant	  on	  wind	  turbines	  and	  health	  
impacts.	   He,	   along	   with	   his	   colleague	   Dr.	   Chris	   Ollson,	   recently	   published	   a	   paper	   in	   the	  
journal	   Environmental	   Health	   titled	   “Health	   effects	   and	   wind	   turbines:	   A	   review	   of	   the	  
literature”.	   Dr.	   Knopper	   has	   done	   extensive	   review	   of	   the	   global	   body	   of	   research	   on	   the	  
subject	  of	  health	  impacts	  and	  wind	  turbines	  and	  is	  familiar	  with	  the	  research	  that	  is	  available	  
around	  the	  world	  and	  is	  familiar	  with	  the	  research	  that	  is	  available	  around	  the	  world.	  	  Due	  to	  
concerns	   about	   health	   impacts	   raised	   at	   previous	   public	   meetings,	   Prowind	   felt	   that	  
providing	  an	  expert	  on	  this	   issue	  would	  be	  beneficial	  to	  the	  community	  and	  their	  concerns	  
on	  this	  topic.	  

Questions	   for	   the	  panel	  were	   requested	   in	   advance	   to	   ensure	   enough	   time	  was	   allotted	   to	  
answer	   all	   the	   questions.	   Advanced	   questions	   were	   requested	   6	   days	   prior	   to	   the	   public	  
meeting.	  An	  advertisement	  was	  placed	  in	  three	  local	  papers,	  and	  emailed	  to	  the	  stakeholder	  
list	   reminding	   the	   community	   of	   the	   upcoming	   meeting,	   presenting	   the	   agenda	   for	   the	  
meeting	  and	  requesting	  advanced	  questions	  for	  the	  panel.	  	  

An	   additional	   reminder	   email	   was	   emailed	   to	   the	   stakeholder	   list	   24	   hours	   prior	   to	   the	  
meeting	   to	   present	   the	   same	   information	   as	   noted	   above	   and	   again	   requesting	   advanced	  
questions.	  	  

During	  the	  Q&A	  panel,	  questions	  from	  the	  floor	  were	  taken	  in	  written	  format	  between	  pre-‐
submitted	  questions.	  	  Questions	  from	  the	  floor	  were	  submitted	  on	  sheets	  of	  paper	  provided	  
to	   attendees	   that	   were	   handed	   to	   a	   meeting	   staff	   member	   and	   given	   to	   the	   moderator.	  
Questions	  were	  read	  by	  the	  moderator	  and	  addressed	  by	  the	  appropriate	  panel	  member(s).	  	  	  

Sign-‐in	  sheets	  and	  survey	   forms	  were	  placed	  at	  a	   table	  at	   the	  entrance	   for	  attendees	  upon	  
arrival.	   	  Project	   information	  handouts	  and	  report	  reference	  handouts	  were	  placed	  at	  a	  side	  
table.	   	   Two	  printed	   copies	   of	   the	  Draft	  REA	   reports	  were	   on-‐hand	   for	   reference	  purposes,	  
along	  with	  various	  wind	  energy	  studies	  and	  other	  reference	  materials.	  	  	  

There	  were	  50	  attendees	  who	  signed	  in	  to	  the	  open	  house,	  but	  more	  were	  in	  attendance	  that	  
did	   not	   sign	   in,	   a	   head-‐count	   near	   peak	   attendance	   during	   the	   Q&A	   session	   indicated	  
approximately	   70	   attendees	   at	   that	   time.	   	   Of	   the	   attendees,	   1	   completed	   a	   survey.	   More	  
statistics	  can	  be	  found	  in	  the	  attached	  summary.	  The	  sign-‐in	  sheet	  and	  survey	  responses	  are	  
attached	  as	  Appendix	  E2.	  

Comments	   received	   in	   advance	   and	   during	   the	   meeting	   were	   recorded	   along	   with	   the	  
answers	  provided.	  The	  transcript	  from	  the	  meeting	  can	  be	  found	  in	  Appendix	  E2.	  	  

5.7.  FINAL PUBLIC MEETING IN TOWNSHIP OF EDWARDSBURGH/ 
CARDINAL 

The	   final	   public	  meeting	   for	   South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	   in	   the	  Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/	  
Cardinal	  under	  O.	  Reg	  359/09	  was	  held	  on	  January	  11,	  2012.	  	  

5.7.1.  Meeting Details 

Details	   of	   the	   notification	   for	   this	   event	   were	   described	   in	   Section	   4.4.	   	   These	   notices	  
provided	  the	  community	  over	  60	  days	  advance	  notice	  of	   the	  meeting	  and	  ensured	  that	   the	  
message	  was	  delivered	  to	  a	  broad	  audience.	  	  The	  Notice	  was	  also	  delivered	  via	  Canada	  Post	  
to	  residences	  in	  the	  area	  surrounding	  the	  proposed	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  	  
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Meeting	  Date:	   Wednesday,	  January	  11,	  2012 
Time:	   6:00	  to	  9:00pm 
Location:	   Drummond	  Building,	  22	  Ryan	  St.,	  Spencerville,	  Ontario 

This	  public	  meeting	  included	  two	  parts	  –	  an	  open	  house	  informational	  poster	  session	  and	  a	  
question	  and	  answer	  panel.	  The	  agenda	  for	  the	  evening	  was	  as	  follows:	  

6:00	  pm	  –	  7:00	  pm:	  Open	  house	  informational	  poster	  session	  

7:00	  pm	  –	  9:00	  pm:	  Question	  and	  Answer	  panel	  

5.7.2.  Poster Session  

The	  open	  house	  informational	  poster	  session	  was	  conducted	  for	  one	  hour	  at	  the	  opening	  of	  
the	  public	  meeting	  in	  a	  manner	  similar	  to	  previous	  open	  houses.	  This	  provided	  opportunity	  
for	  those	  not	  familiar	  with	  the	  project	  to	  gain	  some	  background	  knowledge	  prior	  to	  the	  Q&A	  
session.	  The	  open	  house	  poster	  session	  involved	  a	  series	  of	  posters	  outlining	  and	  providing	  
detailed	   information	   pertaining	   specifically	   to	   the	   results	   of	   environmental	   impact	  
assessments	   and	   design	   of	   the	   South	   Branch	   Wind	   Farm.	   	   Information	   was	   provided	   in	  
written	  and	  poster	   format	  with	   copies	  of	   the	  Draft	  REA	   report	  package	  on-‐hand.	   	  Detailed	  
maps	  showing	  the	  proposed	  project	  layout	  for	  all	  project	  infrastructure	  including:	  turbines,	  
electrical	   cabling,	   access	   roads	   and	   the	   substation	   were	   available	   for	   review,	   along	   with	  
anticipated	  timelines	  for	  permitting,	  construction	  and	  commissioning.	  	  

Aerial	   imagery	   of	   the	   project	   area	   was	   available	   as	   well,	   along	   with	   2-‐D	   visual	  
demonstrations	  of	   the	  constructed	  wind	   farm	  and	   images	  showing	  noise	  and	  visual	   impact	  
assessment	  results.	  	  Copies	  of	  the	  posters	  are	  provided	  in	  Appendix	  E3.	  	  	  

5.7.3.  Question and Answer Panel 

The	  question	  and	  answer	  panel	  involved	  four	  panel	  members	  to	  respond	  to	  questions	  from	  
the	  community	  regarding	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  The	  panel	  included:	  

Jeffrey	  Segal	  –	  Prowind	  Canada	  President	  

Juan	  Anderson	  –	  Prowind	  Canada	  Project	  Developer	  

Rochelle	  Rumney	  –	  Prowind	  Canada	  Environmental	  Coordinator	  

Dr.	  Loren	  Knopper	  –	  Senior	  Scientist	  at	  Intrinsik	  Environmental	  Sciences	  Inc.	  	  

The	  panel	  was	  moderated	  by	  Ms.	  Randi	  Rahamim,	  Vice	  President	  of	  Bridgepoint	  Group	  Ltd.	  	  

The	  three	  Prowind	  Canada	  staff	  members	  were	  able	  to	  address	  questions	  regarding	  project	  
layout,	   construction,	   operation,	   previous	   field	   studies,	   post-‐construction	   field	   studies,	  
decommissioning,	  among	  other	  queries.	  

Dr.	  Loren	  Knopper	  was	  brought	   in	  as	  a	  third	  party	  consultant	  on	  wind	  turbines	  and	  health	  
impacts.	   He,	   along	   with	   his	   colleague	   Dr.	   Chris	   Ollson,	   recently	   published	   a	   paper	   in	   the	  
journal	   Environmental	   Health	   titled	   “Health	   effects	   and	   wind	   turbines:	   A	   review	   of	   the	  
literature”.	   Dr.	   Knopper	   has	   done	   extensive	   review	   of	   the	   global	   body	   of	   research	   on	   the	  
subject	  of	  health	  impacts	  and	  wind	  turbines	  and	  is	  familiar	  with	  the	  research	  that	  is	  available	  
around	  the	  world	  and	  is	  familiar	  with	  the	  research	  that	  is	  available	  around	  the	  world.	  	  Due	  to	  
concerns	   about	   health	   impacts	   raised	   at	   previous	   public	   meetings,	   Prowind	   felt	   that	  
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providing	  an	  expert	  on	  this	   issue	  would	  be	  beneficial	  to	  the	  community	  and	  their	  concerns	  
on	  this	  topic.	  

Questions	   for	   the	  panel	  were	   requested	   in	   advance	   to	   ensure	   enough	   time	  was	   allotted	   to	  
answer	   all	   the	   questions.	   Advanced	   questions	   were	   requested	   7	   days	   prior	   to	   the	   public	  
meeting.	  An	  advertisement	  was	  placed	  in	  three	  local	  papers,	  and	  emailed	  to	  the	  stakeholder	  
list	   reminding	   the	   community	   of	   the	   upcoming	   meeting,	   presenting	   the	   agenda	   for	   the	  
meeting	  and	  requesting	  advanced	  questions	  for	  the	  panel.	  	  

An	  additional	  reminder	  email	  was	  emailed	  to	  stakeholder	  list	  48	  hours	  prior	  to	  the	  meeting	  
to	  present	   the	  same	   information	  as	  noted	  above	  and	  again	  requesting	  advanced	  questions.	  
Questions	  that	  were	  received	  at	  previous	  open	  houses	  and	  via	  email	  were	  included	  as	  well.	  	  

During	  the	  Q&A	  panel,	  questions	  from	  the	  floor	  were	  taken	  in	  written	  format	  between	  pre-‐
submitted	  questions.	  	  Questions	  from	  the	  floor	  were	  submitted	  on	  sheets	  of	  paper	  provided	  
to	   attendees	   that	   were	   handed	   to	   a	   meeting	   staff	   member	   and	   given	   to	   the	   moderator.	  
Questions	  were	  read	  by	  the	  moderator	  and	  addressed	  by	  the	  appropriate	  panel	  member(s).	  	  	  

Due	   to	   the	   small	  meeting	   turnout,	   some	   question	   and	   answer	   dialogue	  was	   done	   verbally	  
between	   the	   audience	   and	   the	   panel.	   In	   general,	   questions	   were	   asked	   through	   the	  
moderator	  and	  follow	  up	  questions	  were	  asked	  directly	  to	  the	  panel	  from	  the	  audience.	  This	  
allowed	  for	  some	  open	  dialogue	  and	  discussion.	  

Comments	   received	   in	   advance	   and	   during	   the	   meeting	   were	   recorded	   along	   with	   the	  
answers	  provided.	  The	  transcript	  from	  the	  meeting	  can	  be	  found	  in	  Appendix	  E3.	  	  

5.7.4.  Meeting Materials and Set-up 

Sign-‐in	   sheets,	   survey	   forms,	   Prowind	   Canada	   contact	   information,	   public	   meeting	   notice	  
(with	   map)	   and	   project	   information	   handouts	   were	   placed	   at	   a	   table	   at	   the	   entrance	   for	  
attendees	  upon	  arrival.	  	  A	  Prowind	  representative	  was	  stationed	  here	  to	  welcome	  attendees	  
and	   encourage	   signing-‐in	   and	   to	   take	   a	   survey.	   Wind	   energy	   studies	   and	   reports	   and	  
reference	   material	   handouts	   were	   placed	   at	   table	   situated	   in	   the	   middle	   of	   the	   poster	  
presentation	  area.	   	  Two	  printed	  copies	  of	  the	  Draft	  REA	  reports	  were	  on	  display	  on	  a	  table	  
situated	  in	  the	  middle	  of	  the	  poster	  presentation	  area.	  	  

Chairs	  were	   set	  up	   to	   the	   side	  of	   the	  poster	  presentation	  are	   for	   the	  question	  and	  answer	  
panel	  discussion.	  The	  panel	  sat	  facing	  the	  audience.	  The	  moderator	  was	  off	  to	  one,	  facing	  the	  
between	  the	  audience	  and	  the	  panel.	  	  

There	  were	  15	  attendees	  who	  signed	  in	  to	  the	  open	  house,	  but	  more	  were	  in	  attendance	  that	  
did	  not	   sign	   in.	   	  No	   surveys	  were	   completed	  and	  no	   follow	  up	   information	  was	   requested.	  
The	  sign-‐in	  sheet	  is	  attached.	  

 
5.8.  ADDITIONAL CONSULTATION 

5.8.1.  Project Mail ing List 

Prowind	  maintains	   an	   email	   distribution	   list	  with	   contact	   information	   for	   all	   stakeholders	  
who	  have	  requested	  information	  about	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  and	  have	  agreed	  to	  be	  
part	   of	   our	   periodic	  mailing.	   	   Separate	   lists	   are	  maintained	   for	   each	   project	   in	   attempt	   to	  
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reduce	  email	  clutter,	  and	  no	  names	  or	  addresses	  are	  ever	  divulged	  to	  external	  parties	  so	  as	  
to	  protect	  privacy.	  

Prowind	   endeavours	   to	   respond	   to	   all	   email	   inquiries	   about	   the	   South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  
within	   a	   reasonable	   timeframe,	   depending	   on	   the	   nature	   of	   the	   question.	   	   Email	  
communications	  throughout	  the	  life	  of	  the	  project	  have	  been	  recorded	  and	  are	  presented	  in	  
Appendix	  F	  of	  this	  report.	  

In	  addition,	  Prowind	  periodically	  provides	  updates	  on	  the	  project	  status	  and	  announcements	  
of	  upcoming	  events	  or	  publications	  to	  our	  project	  distribution	  list.	  	  This	  serves	  as	  an	  effective	  
and	   efficient	  way	   to	   distribute	   project	   detail	   to	   our	   known	   stakeholders.	   	   Copies	   of	   these	  
updates	  are	  presented	  in	  Appendix	  F.	  

5.8.2.  Newsletter Publications 

In	   addition	   to	   the	   email	   distribution	   list,	   printed	   materials	   are	   also	   distributed	   to	   the	  
residents	   neighbouring	   the	   project	   area.	   	   This	   was	   done	   to	   ensure	   that	   those	   in	   the	  
immediate	  area	  of	  the	  project	  are	  aware	  of	  project	  status	  and	  how	  to	  contact	  Prowind	  if	  they	  
have	  questions	  or	  comment.	  	  Copies	  of	  delivered	  notices	  are	  also	  presented	  in	  Appendix	  F.	  

Since	  the	  installation	  of	  the	  meteorological	  tower	  near	  Brinston	  in	  May	  2007,	  the	  community	  
has	  been	  aware	  of	  project	  activities.	  	  On	  several	  occasions	  over	  the	  course	  of	  the	  project	  life	  
cycle,	  Prowind	  has	  provided	  information	  to	  media	  and	  local	  organizations	  seeking	  answers	  
to	  questions	  about	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  on	  an	  individual	  basis.	  	  

A	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  Community	  Update	  newsletter	  was	  sent	  out	  to	  address	  some	  of	  
these	  comments	  and	  questions	  to	  a	  wider	  audience	  in	  May	  2011.	  	  This	  provided	  an	  update	  on	  
the	   timeline,	  and	  projected	   timing	  of	   future	  project	  events,	  updates	  on	  project	  activity	  and	  
some	  information	  on	  wind	  energy	  in	  general.	  	  

The	   newsletter	   was	   emailed	   to	   the	   stakeholder	   and	   agency	   contact	   list	   and	   delivered	   via	  
Canada	  Post	  to	  the	  local	  area.	  The	  newsletter	  can	  be	  found	  in	  Appendix	  F.	  

5.9.  UPDATES TO REA CONTENT IN RESPONSE TO PUBLIC FEEDBACK 

In	  addition	  to	  the	  comments	  and	  updates	  outlined	  in	  tables	  2	  and	  3	  of	  this	  report,	  the	  table	  
below	  outlines	  some	  comments	  and	  questions	  from	  the	  public.	  These	  public	  responses	  were	  
received	  during	  the	  public	  open	  houses	  and/or	  via	  email.	  	  



South Branch Wind Farm  Consultation Report 

May 31, 2012 26	  

TABLE 6  SUMMARY OF CHANGES TO THE REA BASED ON PUBLIC FEEDBACK 

Comment REA Update Report Reference 

Ice throw from turbines is a 
safety concern 

A specialized consultant 
prepared an Ice Throw Report to 
address the risk of ice throw 

The report is attached to the 
Design and Operations report, 
Appendix G and discussed in 
Section 3.6 

The Open House Meeting format 
does not provide information to 
the group 

Several members of the public 
requested a different style of 
public meeting. The final 
meetings for both municipalities 
were Q&A panels to talk to the 
whole group 

The set-up and results of these 
meetings are presented in 
sections 5.6 and 5.7 of this 
report.  

Various health concerns  A published author on wind 
turbines and health effects was 
enlisted for the final public 
meetings to address public 
questions and concerns 

The set-up and results of these 
meetings are presented in 
sections 5.6 and 5.7 of this 
report. 

6.  CONSULTATION WITH MUNICIPALITIES AND OTHER LOCAL AUTHORITIES 

6.1.  MUNICIPALITY AND LOCAL AUTHORITY CONTACTS 

As	   can	   be	   seen	   in	   Figure	   2,	   the	   South	   Branch	  Wind	   Farm	   is	   situated	   within	   two	   eastern	  
Ontario	   Townships,	   each	   within	   a	   separate	   County:	   	   the	   Township	   of	  
Edwardsburgh/Cardinal	   (TEC)	   in	   the	  United	  Counties	  of	  Leeds	  &	  Grenville	   (UCLG)	  and	   the	  
Township	  of	  South	  Dundas	   (TSD)	   in	   the	  United	  Counties	  of	  Stormont,	  Dundas	  &	  Glengarry	  
(SD&G).	  

The	  vast	  majority	  of	  the	  project	  infrastructure	  lies	  within	  TSD.	  	  Turbine	  1,	  its	  access	  road	  and	  
buried	   electrical	   cabling	  west	   of	   Byker	   Road	   are	  within	   TEC.	   	   Byker	   Road	   itself	   is	   shared	  
jurisdiction	  to	  both	  Townships.	  	  	  

Municipal	  contacts	  for	  these	  jurisdictions	  were	  notified	  of	  project	  events	  as	  recipients	  of	  the	  
Stakeholder	  Notices	  described	  in	  Section	  4.	  

The	   Proponent	   has	   been	   diligent	   about	   keeping	  municipal	   leaders	   aware	   of	   activities	   and	  
status	   over	   the	   course	   of	   this	   project.	   	   In-‐person	   meetings	   have	   been	   held	   on	   several	  
occasions	   with	   SDG	   and	   TSD	   staff.	   	   Staff	   comments	   on	   the	   proposed	   project	   that	   were	  
provided	  prior	  to	  the	  publication	  of	  Draft	  REA	  reports	  were	  incorporated	  into	  project	  design.	  	  	  	  

6.2.  MUNICIPAL CONSULTATION FORM 

The	   Municipal	   Consultation	   Form	   was	   delivered	   to	   the	   Township	   and	   County	   clerks	   for	  
distribution	  among	  their	  respective	  Councils.	  	  This	  delivery	  occurred	  on	  January	  4,	  2011	  and	  
was	  provided	  along	  with	  the	  draft	  REA	  Report	  package.	  	  	  
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The	   draft	   REA	   reports	   served	   to	   provide	   the	   necessary	   details	   including	   those	   in	   the	   list	  
below.	  	  The	  appropriate	  section,	  or	  sections	  of	  the	  REA	  were	  indicated	  for	  each	  major	  detail.	  

TABLE 7 INFORMATION PROVIDED FOR MUNICIPAL CONSULTATION 

Detail  Requested REA Section 

Boundaries of the property or 
properties on which the facility will 
be located; 

Draft Project Description Report, Table 4  

Project Phasing (outline 
construction, operation and 
decommissioning activities) 

See Draft Project Description Report, Section 4.4 for overview. 
For a more detailed description of each phase, see Draft 
Construction Plan Report, Draft Design and Operations Report, 
and Draft Decommissioning Plan Report respectively. 

Environmental Context - Describe 
any negative environmental effects 
that may result from engaging in the 
project 

See Draft Natural Heritage Assessment Report and Draft 
Water Assessment Report for effects on environmental 
components or see the Draft Construction Plan Report, Draft 
Design and Operations Report and Draft Decommissioning 
Plan Report for effects related to the relevant project phase. 

Renewable Energy Generation 
Facility 

30MW Wind Facility (Land Based). The South Branch Wind 
Farm will use up to 15 wind turbine generators to convert the 
kinetic energy of the wind into electrical energy, which will be 
connected to the local Hydro One distribution grid. A final 
turbine model has not been selected, but each wind turbine 
will be a maximum of 3 MW, 140 m hub height, 116 m rotor 
diameter. There is a possibility that a subset of the 15 turbines 
will be used if a turbine with a nameplate capacity greater than 
2.0 MW is chosen. 

Renewable Energy Generation 
Activities 

See Draft Project Description Report, Section 4.4 

Complete	   drafts	   of	   the	   following	   reports	   were	   provided	   along	   with	   the	   Municipal	  
Consultation	  Form.	  	  All	  reports	  are	  dated	  November	  30,	  2010.	  

Project	  Description	  Report	  (Draft	  Version	  2.0)	  
Design	  and	  Operations	  Report	  	  
Construction	  Plan	  Report	  	  
Decommissioning	  Report	  	  
Natural	  Heritage	  Assessment	  Report	  	  
Water	  Assessment	  Report	  	  
Turbine	  Specifications	  Report	  	  
Abutting	  Property	  Assessment	  Report	  

Section	  6.3	  provides	  a	  summary	  of	  the	  feedback	  from	  municipal	  reviewers	  and	  the	  resulting	  
updates	   to	   project	   design	   and	   report	   content.	   	   Completed	   Municipal	   Consultation	   Forms	  
were	  obtained	  from	  each	  of	  the	  upper	  tier	  municipalities	  and	  one	  lower	  tier	  municipality	  on	  
the	  following	  dates:	  	  
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United	  Counties	  of	  Stormont,	  Dundas	  and	  Glengarry	   -‐	  August	  9,	  2011	  

United	  Counties	  of	  Leeds	  &	  Grenville	   -‐	  September	  1,	  2011	  

Township	  of	  South	  Dundas	   -‐	  March	  16,	  2012	  

Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal	   -‐	  March	  20,	  2012	  

These	  completed	  forms	  can	  be	  found	  in	  Appendix	  G.	  

Comments	  received	  in	  the	  Municipal	  Consultation	  Form	  are	  summarized	  in	  the	  table	  below.	  

TABLE 8 SUMMARY OF COMMENTS FROM MUNICIPAL CONSULTATION FORMS 

Municipality Comments 

United Counties of 
Leeds and Grenville 

None 

United Counties of 
Stormont, Dundas and 
Glengarry 

-‐ Ongoing consultation required to determine transportation routes 
-‐ Precondition survey of road/ditch/drain conditions required; security 

deposit may be required 
-‐ Entrance permits required 
-‐ Temporary access widening is required to be removed after construction 
-‐ Respect load restrictions (Feb – May) 
-‐ Ensure adequate erosion and sediment control measures are in place 
-‐ Buried cable to be registered with Ontario One Call 
-‐ Construction within County ROW requires approval 
-‐ Setback permit required if structure within 45 m of County road centerline 
-‐ Turbine should avoid floodplain 

Township of South 
Dundas 

-‐ Ongoing consultation required to determine transportation routes 
-‐ Precondition survey of road/ditch/drain conditions required; security 

deposit required 
-‐ Municipal road entrance permits required 
-‐ Drainage works shall respect fisheries work timing periods 
-‐ Manager of Public Works shall determine appropriate construction periods 
-‐ Proponent to erect signage in accordance with Ontario Traffic Manual due 

to increased traffic during construction 
-‐ May be issues with sightlines at site entrances 
-‐ Byker Road is seasonally maintained 
-‐ Traffic management plan required 
-‐ Ensure adequate erosion and sediment control measures are in place 
-‐ Municipal infrastructure will be returned to as good as or better than 

existing 
-‐ Substation should aesthetically pleasing 
-‐ Fire safety to be discussed with fire dept.  
-‐ Icing protocol for specific turbine to be provided 
-‐ All easements to be registered at municipal office 
-‐ Electronic GIS of wind farm layout to be submitted to municipality 
-‐ Buried cables to be marked with signs 
-‐ Civic number required for each turbine 
-‐ Provide specs for buried cable 
-‐ Utility within municipal ROW will require approval 
-‐ Buried cable to registered with Ontario One Call 
-‐ Municipal setbacks required to meet all applicable laws 
-‐ Municipal drain engineer’s reports will require amendment re. access 



South Branch Wind Farm  Consultation Report 

May 31, 2012 29	  

roads and buried cable 
-‐ Turbines must be outside floodplain 

Township of 
Edwardsburgh/Cardinal 

-‐ Ongoing consultation required to determine transportation routes 
-‐ Precondition survey of road/ditch/drain conditions required; security 

deposit required to be held by Twshp of South Dundas 
-‐ Municipal road entrance permits required 
-‐ Temporary access widening is allowed and required to be removed after 

construction and restored to Township satisfaction 
-‐ Manager of Public Works shall determine appropriate construction periods 
-‐ Proponent to erect signage in accordance with Ontario Traffic Manual due 

to increased traffic during construction 
-‐ May be issues with sightlines at site entrances 
-‐ Byker Road may not be able to accommodate construction traffic in its 

current state; upgrades are at the cost of the proponent 
-‐ Traffic management plan required 
-‐ Ensure adequate erosion and sediment control measures are in place 
-‐ Municipal road ditches shall be protected 
-‐ Municipal infrastructure will be returned to as good as or better than 

existing 
-‐ Fire safety to be discussed with fire dept.  
-‐ Municipality is not prepared to accept any risk from ice throw from Turbine 

1 along Byker Road or ROW. 
-‐ All easements to be registered at Land Registry Office No. 15. 
-‐ Electronic GIS of wind farm layout to be submitted to municipality 
-‐ Buried cables to be marked with signs 
-‐ Civic number required for turbine 
-‐ Utility within municipal ROW will require approval 
-‐ Buried cable to registered with Ontario One Call 
-‐ Municipal setback clearance permits will be required and proponent must 

adhere to all laws 
-‐ Permit fees will be charged as per applicable law, including Building Code 

Act, Green Energy Act and local by-laws 
	  

All	  of	   the	  above	   issues	  have	  been	  discussed	  between	   the	  proponent	  and	   the	  municipalities	  
via	   in-‐person	   meeting,	   email	   and	   phone	   correspondence.	   Please	   see	   the	   Correspondence	  
Logs	  in	  Appendix	  G	  for	  details	  of	  correspondence.	  Consultation	  with	  the	  municipalities	  will	  
continue	   after	   the	   REA	   has	   been	   submitted	   to	   the	  MOE	   and	   throughout	   the	   construction,	  
operation	  and	  decommissioning	  period	  of	  the	  wind	  farm.	  	  

6.3.  DRAFT REA REPORT CIRCULATION  

A	  copy	  of	  the	  draft	  REA	  report	  submission	  was	  delivered	  to	  municipal	  contacts	  on	  January	  4,	  
2011,	  along	  with	  the	  Municipal	  Consultation	  Form.	  	  Additional	  drafts	  were	  submitted	  on	  July	  
31,	  2011	  and	  November	  4,	  2011.	  	  	  

6.3.1.  Township of South Dundas/United Counties of Stormont, 
Dundas and Glengarry 

A	  meeting	  with	   SD&G	  and	  TSD	   staff	  was	  held	  on	  March	  8,	   2011	   to	   solicit	   feedback	  on	   the	  
Draft	  REA.	   	   Prowind	   staff	  members	  Catherine	  Weston	  and	   Juan	  Anderson	  were	  present	   to	  
field	  questions.	   	  Meeting	  notes	  are	  presented	   in	  Appendix	  G1.	   	  Feedback	  from	  this	  meeting	  
was	   captured	   in	   the	   updated	   REAs	   as	  more	   detail	   presented	  within	   the	   Construction	   and	  
Design	   and	   Operations	   report	   pertaining	   to	   timing	   and	   nature	   of	   shared	   road	   use	  
agreements,	  the	  impact	  of	  construction	  activities	  on	  the	  surrounding	  community.	  	  Generally,	  
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neither	  TSD	  nor	  SD&G	  provided	  feedback	  that	  resulted	  in	  an	  alteration	  of	  the	  scope	  or	  design	  
of	  the	  project.	  

Updated	  REA	   reports,	   including	   expanded	   scope	   of	   field	   surveys	   and	  design	  updates	  were	  
presented	  on	  July	  31,	  2011.	  	  

6.3.2.  Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal 

Prior	  to	  provision	  of	  Draft	  REA	  documents,	  Prowind	  staff	  met	  with	  TEC	  staff	  to	  share	  details	  
of	  early	  project	  design	  and	  plans,	  and	  to	  obtain	  feedback	  on	  the	  project	  from	  the	  Township.	  	  
Staff	  members	  Bart	  Geleynse	  and	   Juan	  Anderson	  attended	  meetings	  at	  TEC	  offices	  on	   June	  
16,	  2010	  with	  CAO	  Russell	  Trivet	  and	  on	  August	  11,	  2010	  with	  CAO	  Russell	  Trivet	  and	  Mayor	  
Dishaw.	  	  

Prowind	  presented	  the	  preliminary	  project	  design	  during	  both	  meetings,	  including	  an	  early	  
draft	  of	  the	  proposed	  turbine	  layout.	  	  TEC	  was	  advised	  that	  some	  of	  the	  15	  proposed	  turbine	  
positions	  might	  not	  be	  built,	  and	  that	  if	  Turbine	  1	  was	  removed	  from	  project	  plan,	  the	  project	  
would	  not	  have	  physical	  presence	  in	  TEC	  beyond	  Byker	  Road.	  

Township	   staff	   indicated	   their	   consent	   could	   be	   granted	   in	   regard	   to	   that	   the	   Developer	  
would	  not	  be	  required	  to	  hold	  additional	  public	  meetings	  in	  TEC,	  so	  long	  as	  residents	  in	  the	  
vicinity	  of	  the	  project	  within	  this	  Township	  received	  all	  invitations	  and	  notices	  for	  meetings	  
held	  in	  neighbouring	  Brinston.	  

A	  third	  meeting	  with	  TEC	  staff	  was	  held	  on	  February	  28,	  2011	  following	  delivery	  of	  the	  Draft	  
REA	   reports.	   	   Prowind	   staff	   members	   Catherine	   Weston	   and	   Rochelle	   Rumney	   attended.	  	  
Michael	  Wildman,	  Township	  CAO	  and	  Deb	  McKinstry	  attended	  on	  behalf	  of	  TEC;	  minutes	  are	  
presented	  in	  Appendix	  G2.	  	  	  	  

TEC	  staff	  had	  reviewed	  the	  project	  design	  and	  focused	  their	  feedback	  on	  the	  infrastructure	  
proposed	  to	  be	  located	  within	  TEC	  jurisdiction,	  namely	  Turbine	  1,	  the	  access	  road	  and	  buried	  
cabling	  for	  Turbine	  1,	  as	  well	  as	  the	  shared	  road	  access	  along	  Byker	  Road.	  	  	  

The	  primary	  concern	  was	  the	  use	  of	  Byker	  Road	  for	  access	  to	  Turbines	  1	  to	  4.	  	  Byker	  Road	  is	  
a	  Township	  road	  forming	  the	  boundary	  between	  the	  two	  municipalities.	  	  The	  road	  is	  gravel	  
and	  would	   need	   to	   be	   upgraded	   in	   order	   to	   facilitate	   the	   delivery	   of	   project	   components.	  	  
Additionally,	  it	  is	  presently	  not	  maintained	  in	  the	  winter	  months.	  

TEC	  staff	  requested	  that	  a	  shared	  road	  agreement	  be	  established	  between	  all	  3	  parties	  (TEC,	  
TSD	   and	   Prowind)	   such	   that	   ownership	   of	   responsibility	   is	   established	   for	   upgrading	   and	  
maintaining	   Byker	   Road	   through	   Construction,	   Operation	   and	  Decommissioning	   phases	   of	  
the	  project.	  	  This	  requirement	  is	  reflected	  in	  the	  MCL	  from	  TEC.	  

6.3.3.  United Counties of Leeds and Grenvil le 

Repeated	  attempts	  to	  reach	  members	  of	  UCLG	  were	  unsuccessful.	  	  United	  Counties	  of	  Leeds	  
&	  Grenville	  spoke	  to	  Prowind	  regarding	  the	  project	  on	  August	  30,	  2011	  during	  which	  time	  
they	   expressed	   no	   concerns.	   	   The	   Municipal	   Consultation	   Form	   (MCF)	   was	   returned	   on	  
September	   1,	   2011	   and	   reflects	   the	   above	   noted	   conversation.	   .	   The	   MCF	   is	   attached	   in	  
Appendix	  G2.	  
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7.  CONSULTATION WITH GOVERNMENT AND REGULATORY AUTHORITIES 

7.1.  SOUTH NATION CONSERVATION  

7.1.1.  Correspondence 

South	   Nation	   Conservation	   was	   consulted	   throughout	   the	   planning	   process	   of	   the	   South	  
Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  	  

An	   introduction	  meeting	   took	  place	  on	   January	  12,	  2010	   to	   introduce	   the	  project	  area	  and	  
discuss	   needs	   for	   mapping	   data	   and	   required	   permitting.	   This	   meeting	   also	   included	   the	  
discussion	   of	   another	   Prowind	   project	   located	   within	   the	   same	   watershed	   under	   the	  
jurisdiction	   of	   the	   SNC.	   Prowind	   staff	   members	   Rochelle	   Rumney	   and	   Catherine	   Weston	  
attended.	  Minutes	  of	  this	  meeting	  are	  attached	  in	  Appendix	  H1	  	  

Additional	   conversations	   via	   email	   took	   place	   regarding	   GIS	   data	   acquisition.	   These	  
conversations	  are	  summarized	  in	  the	  correspondence	  log	  found	  in	  Appendix	  H1.	  	  

An	   additional	   in-‐person	  meeting	   took	   place	   on	   June	   15,	   2010	   to	   discuss	   the	   FIT	   contract	  
awarded	   for	   South	   Branch	  Wind	   Farm	   and	   next	   steps.	   Also	   discussed	   during	   the	  meeting	  
were	   issues	   related	   to	  mapping,	   permitting	   and	   field	   surveys.	  Notes	   from	   the	  meeting	   are	  
attached	  in	  Appendix	  H1.	  	  

7.1.2.  Provision of Draft REA Documents 

The	  draft	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  REA	  was	  provided	  to	  SNC	  for	  review	  on	  January	  4,	  2011.	  
The	  letter	  introducing	  the	  document	  and	  requesting	  comments	  is	  included	  in	  Appendix	  H1.	  	  	  

7.1.3.  Comments received regarding Draft REA Documents 

Comments	  regarding	  this	  the	  draft	  REA	  were	  received	  from	  Mathieu	  Leblanc	  at	  SNC	  on	  July	  
8,	  2011.	  Comments	  from	  SNC	  are	  included	  in	  Appendix	  K.	  	  A	  summary	  list	  of	  comments	  from	  
SNC	  is	  below:	  

- Permits	   are	   required	   for	   any	   construction	   within	   15	   m	   of	   a	   regulated	   area	  
(watercourse,	  floodplain)	  

- Timing	   of	   in	  water	  work	   should	   be	   outside	   of	   sensitive	   fish	   spawning	   and	   rearing	  
window	  (March	  15	  to	  July	  1)	  

- Design	  of	  culverts	  and	  wash	  ponds	  should	  be	  reviewed	  by	  SNC	  for	  approval	  

- Topsoil	  stockpiles	  and	  settling	  ponds	  should	  be	  located	  outside	  of	  floodplain	  

- Consultation	  with	  SNC	  should	  be	  part	  of	  mitigation	  measures	  

- Discharged	   water	   from	   foundation	   dewatering	   should	   be	   directed	   away	   from	  
watercourses	  

7.1.4.  Updates to REA in Response to Feedback 

The	  updates	  requested	  by	  SNC	  were	  adopted	  in	  the	  REA	  reporting.	  Much	  of	  the	  feedback	  was	  
information	   on	   future	   permit	   requirements	   for	   work	   that	   will	   be	   necessary	   within	   the	  
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regulation	  area	  (15	  m	  of	  a	  watercourse	  or	   floodplain).	   	  Design	  of	  culverts	  and	  wash	  ponds	  
will	  be	  sent	  to	  SNC	  for	  their	  review	  closer	  to	  the	  construction	  date.	  	  

Updates	  were	  made	  to	  all	  relevant	  reports	  to	  reference	  the	  following	  items:	  

-‐ Timing	   of	   in-‐water	   will	   be	   completed	   outside	   of	   the	   sensitive	   fish	   spawning	   and	  
rearing	  period	  of	  March	  15	  to	  July	  1.	  

-‐ Soil	  stockpiles	  and	  wash	  water	  ponds	  will	  be	  located	  outside	  the	  floodplain.	  

-‐ SNC	  will	  be	  consulted	  for	  rehabilitation	  of	  natural	  areas	  if	  necessary.	  

-‐ Any	  potential	  discharged	  water	  will	  be	  directed	  away	  from	  watercourses.	  

-‐ Permits	   will	   be	   sought	   for	   work	   conducted	   within	   15	   m	   of	   a	   watercourse	   or	  
floodplain	  (Development	  and/or	  Site	  Alteration	  within	  a	  Regulated	  Area)	  

-‐ Design	  of	  culverts	  and	  wash	  water	  ponds	  will	  be	  given	  to	  SNC	  for	  review	  

Consultation	  with	  SNC	  will	  continue	  after	  the	  REA	  is	  submitted	  to	  ensure	  the	  proper	  permits	  
are	  in	  place	  before	  construction.	  

7.1.  MINISTRY OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

7.1.1.  Correspondence 

Correspondence	  with	   the	  Ministry	   of	  Natural	  Resources	   (MNR)	  Kemptville	  District	  Branch	  
began	   in	   2008	   when	   the	   South	   Branch	   Wind	   Farm	   was	   three	   separate	   10	   MW	   projects	  
proposed	  under	   the	  Renewable	  Energy	  Standard	  Offer	  Program	  (RESOP).	  The	  scope	  of	   the	  
three	  projects	  was	   the	  same	  at	   the	  current	  proposal	   for	   the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm,	  and	  
the	   fieldwork	   and	   consultation	   regarding	   these	   projects	   was	   done	   simultaneously,	   due	   to	  
their	  proximity.	  	  

With	   the	   cancellation	   and	   subsequent	   launch	   of	   the	   FIT	   program	   and	   REA	   process,	  
consultation	   continued	   with	   MNR.	   Some	   requirements	   changed	   as	   a	   result	   of	   the	   policy	  
update,	  but	  ongoing	  consultation	  kept	  both	  sides	  abreast	  of	  work	  required	  and	  completed.	  	  

A	  summary	  of	  meetings,	   submissions,	   feedback	  and	  other	  major	  consultation	  milestones	   is	  
outlined	   in	   the	   table	  below.	  Appendix	  H2	   includes	  a	  detailed	   consultation	   log	  between	   the	  
MNR	  and	  Prowind	  Canada.	  
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TABLE 9 HIGHLIGHTS OF CONSULTATION WITH MNR 

Date Event Major Points of Consultation 

May 13, 2008 Submit Notice of 
Commencement 

 

Aug 11, 2009 Meeting Raptor monitoring, bat monitoring, SAR 

Sept 18, 2009 Email Response to ESR reports regarding Species at Risk 

June 3, 2010 Submit “Info Request 
Form” 

Request mapping and information  

Aug 20, 2010 Email Information provided regarding specialized wildlife 
habitat 

Aug 26, 2010 Email Mapping (pdfs) from MNR received 

Dec 3, 2010 Meeting Checklist for NHAR, SAR, Partners in Flight, SWH, 
Sig. woodland mapping 

Dec 16, 2010 Submission of Draft REA 
reports for initial review 

 

April 7, 2011 Meeting SWH, Wetlands, SAR 

Apr 20, 2011 Email Feedback on NHAR – ELC, OWES, bird survey 
details 

Apr 29, 2011 Meeting ELC, OWES, Records Review, Valleylands, 
Amphibian monitoring, SAR 

May 3, 2011 Email Permits under the Public Lands Act 

Aug 16, 2011 SAR report submitted  

Sept 2, 2011 Meeting NHAR review and comments, Site Investigation, 
EOS, SAR, EIS 

Sept 26, 2011 Email Comments on NHAR 

Oct 24, 2011 Email Comments on NHAR and EEMP 

Oct 31, 2011 Confirmation letter 
received 

 

 
7.1.2.  Provision of Draft REA Documents 

 

The	  draft	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  REA	  was	  provided	  to	  MNR	  for	  review	  on	  December	  16,	  
2010.	  The	  letter	  introducing	  the	  document	  and	  requesting	  comments	  is	  included	  in	  Appendix	  
H2.	  	  	  
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7.1.3.  Comments received regarding Draft REA Documents 

The	  MNR	  focused	  primarily	  on	  the	  Natural	  Heritage	  Assessment	  Report	  (NHAR).	  	  Comments	  
on	   the	   NHAR	   were	   received	   over	   several	   months	   via	   letters,	   emails	   and	   meetings.	   Initial	  
feedback	  from	  the	  MNR	  indicated	  some	  gaps	  existed	  in	  the	  NHAR	  due	  to	  the	  newly	  expanded	  
requirements	  of	  the	  regulation.	  

Several	   field	   surveys	  were	   requested	  by	   the	  MNR	   including:	  Ecological	  Land	  Classification,	  
amphibian	  breeding	  surveys,	  Species	  at	  Risk	  surveys,	  and	  wetland	  surveys.	  	  

Below	   is	   a	   list	   of	   items	   received	   from	   the	  MNR	   regarding	   the	   updated	  NHAR	   report,	   once	  
additional	  field	  studies	  were	  completed.	  	  
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TABLE 10  SUMMARY OF MNR FEEDBACK ON DRAFT REA 

Date Comment 

2011/09/26 

 

- Identify proximity of natural features to wind farm infrastructure in table and map 
- Remove references to Species at Risk 
- Wetland table from Appendix C is required  
- Was snake hibernacula considered? 
- Consistency in wetland labeling 
- Remove altered meadow from table 
- Include maps in App A and increase clarity of existing maps 
- Include begin/end times for EOS 
- SWH does not apply to “uncommon characteristics” 
- Address turtle overwintering habitat 
- Indicate CSWH that is N/A 
- Change reference from NHRM to NHAG and apply criteria from NHAG 
- Economic and social values of woodland does not apply to project 
- Change description of silver maple deciduous swamp 
- Include dates of survey in table 13 
- Include amphibian point count location map – some are considered significant 
- Only observed active osprey nests are considered SWH 
- Speak to presence/absence of raptor nests 
- Interior forest bird breeding habitat is not applicable, but open country habitat is 

applicable 
- Assume snapping turtle habitat is significant 

2011/10/24 

 

- Remove bat migration from site investigation table. 
- Include dates and times of EOS 
- Waterfowl stopover aquatic vs. terrestrial are reversed in mapping 
- No additional preconstruction bird surveys are required 
- Results of discussion with local landowners regarding waterfowl surveys 
- Remove references to SAR 
- Canada Goose is migratory 
- Contact E. Thompson regarding SAR 
- Post-construction monitoring requires scientific collectors permit each year of 

monitoring 

Post-Construction Monitoring Plan  

- Remove rain as deterrent for monitoring 
- Bat monitoring should be conducted until Oct 31 
- Request that certain species of bats be sent away for study regarding white nose 

syndrome 
- Searcher efficiency should not place more than 3 carcasses at a time 
- Contingency plan should be improved regarding mortality thresholds, consideration 

to species distribution and composition 
- Additional years of monitoring when mitigation measures have been applied 
- Mitigation for bat mortality should include increasing cut-in speed to 5.5 m/s or 

feathering blades when below 5.5 m/s 
- If mortality threshold for bats is reached, mitigation applies to entire project are for 

duration of project 
- Address how mortalities will be handled 
- Submit raw data to wind energy bird and bat monitoring database 
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7.1.4.  Changes to REA in Response to Feedback 

Initial	  MNR	  comments	  on	   the	  NHAR	   indicated	   that	  additional	   field	  studies	  were	  necessary.	  
Below	  is	  a	  summary	  of	  the	  requested	  additional	  field	  studies	  and	  where	  the	  information	  can	  
be	  found	  in	  the	  final	  NHAR.	  

Ecological Land Classif ication 

A	  version	  of	  this	  information	  was	  included	  in	  the	  initial	  draft	  of	  the	  NHAR,	  which	  classified	  
the	  natural	   features	  only.	  MNR	   requested	   that	   the	   entire	   area	  within	  120	  m	  of	   the	  project	  
location	  undergo	  an	  ELC	  survey.	  This	  work	  was	  completed	  by	  a	  third-‐party	  consultant	  over	  
three	  days,	  June	  13-‐15,	  2011.	  	  The	  methodology	  for	  the	  survey	  is	  described	  in	  Section	  6.1.2	  of	  
the	  NHAR.	  The	  field	  notes	  can	  be	  found	  in	  Appendix	  B	  of	  the	  NHAR	  and	  maps	  and	  results	  of	  
the	  survey	  can	  be	   found	   in	  Appendix	  E	  of	   the	  NHAR.	   	  The	  results	  are	  used	   throughout	   the	  
NHAR,	  most	  notably	  in	  the	  Evaluation	  of	  Significance	  section.	  	  

Amphibian Breeding Surveys  

Amphibian	   Breeding	   Surveys	   were	   requested	   by	   the	   MNR	   in	   anticipation	   of	   probable	  
candidate	   significant	   amphibian	   breeding	   habitat.	   	   Amphibian	   breeding	   surveys	   were	  
conducted	   by	   a	   third-‐party	   consultant	   over	   three	   days,	   April	   28,	   29	   and	   May	   12,	   2011.	  
Methodology	   is	  described	   in	  Section	  7.4.5	  of	   the	  NHAR	  and	  survey	  notes	  and	  results	  are	   in	  
Appendix	  G	  of	  the	  NHAR.	  	  

Wetland Surveys  

A	  specific	  wetland	  survey	  was	  requested	  to	   identify	  and	  delineate	  any	  wetland	   features	  on	  
the	  landscape.	  No	  Provincially	  Significant	  Wetlands	  were	  previously	  identified	  within	  120	  m	  
of	  the	  project	  location;	  however,	  many	  non-‐significant	  wetland	  areas	  were	  found	  during	  the	  
survey.	  Wetlands	  are	  described	   in	  section	  6.4,	  7.2	  and	  8.2	  of	   the	  NHAR.	  The	  survey	  details	  
and	  results	  can	  be	  found	  in	  Appendix	  F	  of	  the	  NHAR.	  	  

Species at Risk Surveys  

Species	   at	   Risk	   surveys	   were	   requested	   and	   were	   addressed	   in	   a	   separate,	   confidential	  
report	  that	  was	  submitted	  to	  the	  MNR,	  in	  accordance	  with	  regulatory	  requirements.	  	  

Additionally,	  all	  updates	  requested	  in	  Table	  7	  were	  added	  to	  the	  NHAR.	  	  

7.2.  MINISTRY OF TOURISM AND CULTURE 

Correspondence	   with	   the	   Ministry	   of	   Tourism	   and	   Culture	   (MTC)	   was	   required	   for	   the	  
review	  and	  approval	  of	  the	  Stage	  1	  and	  2	  Archaeological	  Assessment	  Report	  (AAR)	  and	  the	  
Heritage	  Assessment	  Report	  (HAR).	  Archaeological	  consulting	  firm	  Archaeological	  Research	  
Associates	  Ltd.	  were	  contracted	  to	  complete	  both	  studies	  and	  correspond	  with	  the	  MTC	  on	  
Prowind’s	  behalf.	  	  	  

The	  AAR	  and	  HAR	  were	  required	  to	  be	  submitted	  and	  approved	  prior	  to	  the	  60-‐day	  public	  
review	   of	   final	   drafts	   of	   the	   South	   Branch	  Wind	   Farm	  REA.	   The	   reports	   and	   the	   approval	  
letters	  from	  the	  MTC	  were	  included	  in	  the	  Nov	  4,	  2011	  version	  of	  the	  REA.	  	  

A	  summary	  table	  of	  submission	  and	  approval	  dates	  is	  below.	  Major	  points	  of	  correspondence	  
are	  available	  in	  Appendix	  H3.	   	  Approval	  letters	  received	  from	  the	  MTC	  for	  both	  the	  Stage	  1	  
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and	  2	  Archaeology	  Assessment	  Report	  and	  the	  Heritage	  Assessment	  Report	  can	  be	  found	  in	  
Appendix	  H3.	  	  

TABLE 11 HIGHLIGHTS OF CONSULTATION WITH MTC 

Date Event Major Points of Consultation 

Jul 21, 2011 Original HAR report submitted  

Jul 25, 2011 Original AAR report submitted  

Aug 9, 2011 Comments on HAR received Comments on formatting, 
referencing, etc. 

Aug 24, 2011 Comments on AAR received Request for expansion on Findspot 2 
and its recommendations 

Aug 25,2011  Revised AAR report submitted 

Revised HAR report submitted 

 

Aug 31, 2011 Comments on HAR received Comments on formatting, 
referencing, etc. 

Sept 7, 2011 Revised HAR report submitted 

Confirmation letter received for HAR 

 

Sept 9, 2011 Confirmation letter received for AAR   

7.2.1.  Provision of Draft REA Documents 

The	  MTC	  were	  exclusively	  interested	  in	  reviewing	  the	  AAR	  and	  HAR.	  	  Therefore	  only	  the	  AAR	  
and	  HAR	  were	  provided	  for	  review.	  	  

The	  Heritage	  Assessment	  Report	  was	  submitted	  to	  the	  MTC	  on	  July	  21,	  2011	  and	  the	  Stage	  1	  
and	   2	   Archaeological	   Assessments	   report	   was	   submitted	   to	   the	   MTC	   on	   July	   25,	   2011.	  
Revised	   versions	   of	   these	   reports	  were	   submitted	   as	   discussed	   below	   and	   are	   outlined	   in	  
Table	  6.	  

7.2.2.  Comments received regarding Draft REA Documents 

7.2.2.1.  Archaeological Assessment Report 

Comments	  on	  the	  Stage	  1	  and	  2	  Archaeological	  Assessments	  Report,	  that	  were	  received	  from	  
the	   MTC	   on	   August	   24,	   2011,	   requested	   clarification	   on	   Findspot	   2	   as	   well	   as	   expanded	  
recommendations	  on	  this	  area.	  The	  recommendations	  outlined	  in	  the	  original	  Stage	  1	  and	  2	  
Archaeological	   Assessment	   Report	   explain	   the	   alteration	   to	   the	   project	   layout	   made	   as	   a	  
result	  of	   the	  archaeological	   find.	  A	  Euro-‐Canadian	  findspot	  (Findspot	  2)	  exhibited	  evidence	  
of	  Cultural	  Heritage	  Value	  and	  Interest	  (CHVI)	  and	  was	  the	  turbine	  proposed	  to	  be	  located	  at	  
this	  location	  was	  consequently	  removed	  from	  the	  project	  layout.	  
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7.2.2.2.  Heritage Assessment Report 

Comments	   on	   the	  Heritage	  Resources	  Assessment	  Report	  were	   received	   from	   the	  MTC	  on	  
August	   9,	   2011.	   A	   revised	   HAR	   was	   submitted	   to	   the	   MTC	   on	   Aug	   25,	   2011.	   Additional	  
comments	   were	   received	   from	   the	   MTC	   on	   Aug	   31,	   2011	   and	   another	   revised	   HAR	   was	  
submitted	  on	  Sept	  7,	  2011.	  A	  confirmation	  letter	  from	  the	  MTC	  was	  received	  on	  September	  7,	  
2011	  indicating	  acceptance	  of	  the	  final	  version	  of	  the	  report.	  

The	   changes	   requested	   by	   the	  MTC	   are	   outlined	   in	   the	   table	   below	   as	   summarized	   in	   the	  
letters	  received	  from	  the	  MTC.	  Additional	  editorial	  and	  citation	  changes	  were	  requested	  by	  
MTC	  and	  are	  detailed	  in	  the	  letters	  in	  Appendix	  H3.	  

TABLE 12 COMMENTS RECEIVED FROM MTC ON DRAFT HAR 

Date Comments 

Aug 8, 2011 - Remove detailed information related to the archaeological context from the report. 
Section 8.0 References should also be revised to reflect that this information has 
been removed from the report 

- For each potential heritage resources identified as having cultural heritage value or 
interest, revise the entries in Table to include a summary of all cultural heritage 
values as a reflection of the criteria from O. Reg. 9/06. 

- Section 6.3 Impact Evaluation of CHVI Resources needs to be expanded to include 
a definition of the different types of potential impacts, along with a methodology of 
how impacts were evaluated. The report must consider all possible project impacts, 
this includes any impacts that may occur as a result of the construction, operation, 
and decommissioning of the renewable energy project. It is recommended that the 
revised report include visual aids to show how viewscapes/viewsheds will or will 
not be impacted by the proposed project. 

- Additional physical and contextual values should be considered and included in 
Table 2 in section 6.4.2 Identification and Evaluation of Local CHLs, so that the 
evaluation reflects all criteria included in O. Reg. 9/06. 

- Provide an evaluation and statement of the cultural heritage value or interest of 
the settles of Brinston, Dixons Corners and Hulbert. 

- Ensure that the information provided in Table 1 and the Appendix is consistent. 
- Make the remaining suggested editorial and citation revisions included in the 

comments above. 

Aug 31, 2011 - Provide a brief statement of cultural heritage value, along with a description of 
heritage attributes for the heritage resources (built heritage resources and cultural 
heritage landscapes) identified in the report. 

- Provide further assessment, analysis and clarification in the sections related to 
project impacts on built heritage resources and cultural heritage landscapes, as 
suggested and discussed above. 

- Make the remaining suggested editorial and citation revisions included in the 
comments above. 

7.2.3.  Changes to REA in Response to Feedback 

7.2.3.1.  Archaeological Assessment Report 

The	  revised	  Stage	  1	  and	  2	  Archaeological	  Assessment	  Report	   submitted	   to	  MTC	  on	  August	  
25,	  2011	  included	  additional	  information	  on	  Findspot	  2,	  the	  Euro-‐Canadian	  find	  spot	  which	  
was	   the	   location	   of	   the	   now-‐removed	   Turbine	   14.	   The	   Archaeology	   consultants	   included	  
some	   additional	   information	   in	   the	   summary	   paragraph	   of	   Section	   8.2	   of	   the	   report	   and	  
expanded	   on	   the	   Proponent	   plans	   to	   remove	   the	   project	   infrastructure	   from	   the	   findspot	  
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area.	   The	   necessary	   setback	   for	   this	   type	   archaeological	   findspot	   is	   20	   m,	   whereas	   the	  
Proponent	  is	  proposing	  1.88	  km	  from	  the	  findspot.	  This	  update	  is	  included	  in	  Section	  8.2	  and	  
8.3	   of	   the	   Stage	   1	   and	   2	   Archaeological	   Assessments	   Report	   dated	   August	   2011.	   MTC	  
accepted	  the	  recommendations	  of	  the	  final	  AAR	  on	  September	  7,	  2011.	  

7.2.3.2.  Heritage Assessment Report 

As	  outlined	  in	  Section	  7.2.2.2,	  the	  HAR	  was	  subject	  to	  two	  revisions.	  The	  final	  version,	  dated	  
September	  7,	   2011	  was	   accepted	   as	   complete	   by	   the	  MTC.	  Updates	   requested	  by	   the	  MTC	  
were	  implemented	  where	  requested.	  	  

Changes	  between	  the	  original	  version	  (July	  25,	  2011)	  and	  the	  final	  version	  are	  summarized	  
in	  the	  table	  below.	  

TABLE 13 SUMMARY OF UPDATES TO REA BASED ON MTC FEEDBACK 

Section Update 

Sec. 1 - Reference to Provincial Policy Statement removed 

Sec. 3 - Reference change 
- Methodology expanded with updated references 

Sec. 5 - Pre-contact details removed from context discussion 

Sec. 6 

 

Sec. 6.3 

- Table 1 amended to state criteria met for CHVI 
- Table 2 added to summarize heritage attributes of BH resources 
- References added 
- Direct and indirect impacts expanded 
- Table 3 added to identify distances from BH resources to turbines 
- Table 4 added to identify distance from BH resources to other project infrastructure 
- Table 5 added with impact evaluation summary 
- Tables 6 to 8 added to summarize above noted information with regard to abutting 

properties 
- Tables 10 to 14 added summarizing above noted information with regard to 

settlement areas (Brinston, Dixon’s Corners, Hulbert) 
Sec. 8 - Conclusions and Recommendations expanded 

7.3.  ENVIRONMENT CANADA 

Consultation	  with	  Environment	  Canada	  began	   in	  2009	  when	   the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  
was	   originally	   three	   10	  MW	  project	   under	  RESOP.	   	   Environment	   Canada	  was	   a	   consulting	  
agency	   when	   the	   Environmental	   Screening	   Report	   was	   the	   environmental	   assessment	  
process	   to	   follow	   for	   this	   type	  of	  development.	   	  At	   that	   time,	  Prowind	  Canada	  had	   several	  
project	   proposed	   for	   Eastern	   Ontario	   and	   sent	   protocols	   for	   bird	   and	   bat	   monitoring	   for	  
review	   by	   the	   MNR	   and	   EC	   for	   multiple	   projects,	   due	   to	   similar	   topography	   and	   species	  
variety.	  	  

With	   the	   arrival	   of	   the	   FIT	   program	   and	   the	  REA	  process,	   EC	   became	   less	   involved	   in	   the	  
review	   process	   and	   MNR	   became	   the	   sole	   contact	   for	   bird	   and	   bat	   monitoring	   protocol	  
review.	  	  Avian	  reports	  and	  post-‐construction	  monitoring	  plans	  were	  sent	  to	  EC	  in	  late	  2010.	  
EC	  responded	  that	  they	  had	  no	  feedback.	  	  
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Highlights	  of	  the	  correspondence	  with	  EC	  are	  summarized	  below.	  A	  detailed	  correspondence	  
log	   can	   be	   found	   in	   Appendix	   H4.	   Environment	   Canada	   had	   no	   comments	   on	   reports	  
submitted	  under	  0.	  Reg	  359/09.	  

TABLE 14 HIGHLIGHTS OF CONSULTATION WITH EC 

Date Event Major Points of Consultation 

June 2, 2009 Submitted bird and bat monitoring 
plan to meet O. Reg 116/01 
requirements 

 

June 25, 2009 Email EC has no objections to monitoring plan 

Aug 21, 2009 Email EC has no comments on ESR  

Dec 7, 2010 Submitted avian survey reports and 
post-construction monitoring plan 
to meet O. Reg 359/09 
requirements 

 

Jan 7, 2011 Email EC has no comments on above reports 

7.3.1.  Provision of Draft REA Documents 

The	  Draft	  REA	  document	  was	  provided	  to	  Environment	  Canada	  on	  December	  7,	  2010.	  Under	  
O.	   Reg	   359/09,	   EC	   and	   ceased	   to	   be	   commenting	   agencies	   on	   REA	   documents,	   the	   MNR	  
assumed	  full	  responsibility	  for	  this	  role.	  	  

Regardless,	  REA	  documents	  were	  provided	  to	  EC	  and	  CWS	  via	  ftp.	  An	  introductory	  letter	  and	  
access	  info	  was	  provided	  on	  January	  12,	  2011.	  

This	  letter	  can	  be	  found	  in	  Appendix	  H4.	  

7.3.2.  Comments received regarding Draft REA Documents 

EC	  had	  outlined	  in	  previous	  emails	  that	  due	  to	  the	  low	  sensitivity	  of	  the	  site,	  there	  are	  likely	  
no	  comments	  on	  the	  REA	  reports.	  No	  comments	  were	  received	  from	  EC	  after	  sharing	  the	  REA	  
Reports.	  

7.4.  MINISTRY OF THE ENVIRONMENT 

The	  Ministry	  of	  the	  Environment	  has	  been	  involved	  in	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  in	  two	  
distinct	  consultation	  streams:	  regular	  notification	  under	  O.	  Reg	  359/09	  and	  guidance	  for	  the	  
REA	  transition	  and	  process.	  	  

7.4.1.  Notif ication under O. Reg 359/09 

Notices	   of	   project	   proposal,	   public	  meeting,	   draft	   REA	   and	   additional	   public	   notices	  were	  
mailed/emailed	  to	  the	  local	  MOE	  District	  Branch	  and	  the	  Director,	  as	  per	  O.	  Reg	  359/09.	  The	  
local	  district	  branch	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  is	  the	  Cornwall	  District	  Office.	  	  
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Copies	  of	  the	  consultation	  can	  be	  viewed	  in	  Appendix	  H5.	  The	  Ministry	  of	  the	  Environment	  
Cornwall	   District	   Branch	   did	   not	   provide	   any	   comments	   on	   the	   South	   Branch	  Wind	   Farm	  
REA	  or	  other	  notices.	  

Consultation	  with	  the	  MOE	  was	  also	  required	  at	  the	  beginning	  of	  the	  REA	  process	  to	  obtain	  a	  
First	  Nations	  communities	  list.	  This	  list	  can	  be	  found	  in	  Appendix	  I.	  	  

7.4.2.  Consultation regarding REA Transit ion and Process 

The	   Ministry	   of	   the	   Environment	   made	   themselves	   available	   to	   proponents	   during	   the	  
transition	  period	  when	  the	  Green	  Energy	  Act/REA	  process	  was	  being	  introduced.	  	  	  A	  meeting	  
was	  scheduled	  on	  Feb	  5,	  2010	  to	  discuss	  previous	  public	  meetings	  held	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  
Wind	   Farm	   under	   O.	   Reg	   116/09.	   The	  Ministry	   of	   the	   Environment	   deemed	   the	   previous	  
public	   consultation	  meetings	   to	   be	   not	   applicable	   to	   the	   REA	   process.	   Meeting	   notes	   and	  
correspondence	  can	  be	  found	  in	  Appendix	  H5.	  

Additionally,	  the	  MOE	  was	  consulted	  on	  other	  queries	  regarding	  REA	  process	  throughout	  the	  
South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  consultation	  and	  environmental	  assessment	  phase.	  	  
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8.  ABORIGINAL COMMUNITIES CONSULTATION 

8.1.  DUTY TO CONSULT 

Aboriginal	   community	   consultation	   obligations	   are	   outlined	   in	   the	   Ministry	   of	   the	  
Environment’s	  (MOE)	  Environmental	  Assessment	  website1:	  

“Proponents	  are	  required	  to	  identify	  Aboriginal	  communities	  and	  consult	  with	  them	  to	  
determine	  whether	  an	  Aboriginal	  or	  treaty	  right	  will	  be	  potentially	  negatively	  impacted	  
by	   a	   proponent’s	   proposed	   EA	   project	   or	   whether	   Aboriginal	   communities	   have	   an	  
interest	  in	  a	  project.”	  
	  

This	   section	   outlines	   the	   Aboriginal	   community	   consultation	   carried	   out	   for	   the	   South	  
Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  	  

8.2.  CONSULTATION PLAN 

Prowind	   Canada’s	   Aboriginal	   community	   consultation	   plan	   was	   drafted	   based	   on	   the	  
requirements	  laid	  out	  in	  the	  MOE	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval,	  Ontario	  Regulation	  359/09,	  
which	  include:	  

• Identification	  of	  stakeholder	  Aboriginal	  communities;	  (see	  section	  8.3)	  

• Providing	   Notice	   of	   the	   Project	   to	   all	   Aboriginal	   communities	   identified	   by	   the	  
Director;	  (section	  8.4)	  

• Providing	  thorough	  and	  complete	  project	  information	  with	  Aboriginal	  communities;	  
(see	  section	  8.5)	  

• Meeting	   with	   Aboriginal	   communities	   to	   share	   information	   about	   the	   project	   and	  
surrounding	  areas	  (section	  8.6)	  

• Fulfilling	  all	  requests	  for	  information	  arising	  out	  of	  consultation,	  and	  documentation	  
of	  discussion	  of	  any	  asserted	  Aboriginal	  or	  treaty	  right	  identified	  by	  the	  community	  
as	   potentially	   being	   adversely	   affected	   by	   the	   project,	   and	   any	   measures	   the	  
community	  suggested	  to	  mitigate	  those	  potential	  negative	  impacts;	  and,	  (section	  8.6)	  

• Evidence	  of	  potentially	  adverse	  effects	  on	  Aboriginal	  or	  treaty	  rights,	  and	  proposed	  
mitigation	   measures	   to	   address	   identified	   effects	   in	   the	   renewable	   energy	   project	  
design.	  (see	  section	  8.6)	  

Further	  details	  on	  each	  component	  are	  outlined	  in	  the	  corresponding	  sections	  below.	  	  

8.3.  IDENTIFICATION OF ABORIGINAL COMMUNITIES  

Prior	   to	   adoption	   of	   the	   Renewable	   Energy	   Approval	   (REA)	   process,	   Prowind	   initiated	  
communications	   with	   several	   of	   the	   Aboriginal	   communities	   in	   the	   vicinity	   of	   the	   project	  

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
1	  www.ene.gov.on.ca/en/eaab/aboriginal-‐resources.php	  
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areas.	  	  These	  groups	  were	  identified	  through	  inquiries	  sent	  to	  several	  branches	  of	  the	  Indian	  
and	  Native	  Affairs	  Committee	  (INAC)	  in	  April	  2008.	  	  The	  letters	  and	  the	  responses	  received	  
are	  included	  in	  Appendix	  I.	  	  Further	  research	  of	  potentially	  impacted	  communities	  was	  also	  
conducted	   by	   consultants	   M.K.	   Ince	   &	   Associates	   Ltd.	   on	   behalf	   of	   Prowind.	   	   Two	  
communities	  were	   identified	  as	  having	  potential	   for	   interest	   in	   the	  project:	   	  Algonquins	  of	  
Pikwakanagan	  and	  Mohawks	  of	  Akwesasne.	  	  	  	  

Once	   the	   REA	   process	   had	   been	   adopted,	   a	   comprehensive	   list	   of	   appropriate	   Aboriginal	  
communities	  was	  identified	  by	  the	  MOE	  after	  review	  of	  the	  draft	  Project	  Description	  Report	  
for	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  	  The	  request	  for	  this	  list,	  and	  Project	  Description	  Report	  were	  
submitted	  on	  November	  6,	  2009,	  and	  a	  final	  response	  was	  received	  from	  the	  MOE	  on	  June	  17,	  
2010.	  	  This	  letter	  can	  be	  found	  in	  Appendix	  I.	  The	  MOE	  identified	  5	  Aboriginal	  communities	  
to	   be	   included	   in	   our	   consultation	   for	   the	   South	   Branch	   Wind	   Farm,	   2	   of	   whom,	   the	  
Akwesasne	   and	   Algonquins	   of	   Ontario	   had	   already	   been	   included	   in	   earlier	   consultation	  
efforts.	  	  	  

The	   three	   new	   communities:	   	   Ottawa	  Regional	  Métis	   Council,	  Métis	  Nation	   of	  Ontario	   and	  
Alderville	   First	   Nation,	   were	   promptly	   provided	   any	   project	   details	   already	   shared	   with	  
other	  communities.	  

The	  complete	   list	  of	  unique	  communities	   identified	  by	  these	  processes	   is	   listed	  in	  the	  table	  
below	  for	  reference.	  
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TABLE 15 ABORIGINAL COMMUNITIES FOR CONSULTATION 

Aboriginal Community Location 

Alderville First Nation, Mississaugas of Alderville Roseneath, Ontario 

Algonquins of Ontario, Conservation Office  Pembroke, Ontario 

Mohawks of Akwesasne, Iroquois of St. Regis Cornwall, Ontario 

Ottawa Regional Métis Council Ottawa, Ontario 

Métis Nation of Ontario, Consultation Unit Ottawa, Ontario 

	  
Copies	  of	  all	  agency	  correspondence	  in	  regards	  to	  Aboriginal	  community	  consultation	  can	  be	  
found	  in	  Appendix	  I.	  

8.4.  PROVIDING NOTICES OF PROJECTS AND MEETINGS 

Under	   O.	   Reg	   359/09	   there	   are	   several	   formal	   notices	   that	   must	   be	   shared	   with	   our	  
stakeholders,	   including	   Aboriginal	   communities.	   	   These	   notifications,	   along	  with	   pertinent	  
other	  notifications	  issued	  under	  the	  pre-‐REA	  programs	  are	  described	  below.	  

8.4.1.  Notice of Commencement and Init ial  Public Meeting 

Aboriginal	  communities	  that	  had	  been	  identified	  prior	  to	  the	  REA	  process,	  were	  contacted	  by	  
phone	   and	   by	   regular	   mail	   in	   January	   2009	   when	   invitations	   to	   attend	   the	   initial	   public	  
meeting,	  were	  extended.	  	  	  	  

8.4.2.  Notice of a Proposal for Renewable Energy Project 

Once	   stakeholder	   Aboriginal	   communities	   had	   been	   identified	   under	   the	   REA	   process,	   the	  
official	   Notice	   of	   a	   Proposal	   for	   a	   Wind	   Farm	   Facility	   was	   issued	   to	   the	   Aboriginal	  
communities	  by	  way	  of	  regular	  mail.	   	  A	  paper	  copy	  of	   the	  draft	  Project	  Description	  Report	  
(V1.0)	  and	  an	  invitation	  to	  meet	  with	  Prowind	  staff	  to	  discuss	  the	  project	  in	  more	  detail	  were	  
also	  provided	  in	  this	  mailing.	  	  These	  documents	  were	  issued	  in	  June	  2010,	  immediately	  upon	  
receipt	  of	  the	  community	  list	  from	  MOE.	  These	  letters	  	  

All	  Aboriginal	  communities	  were	  also	  contacted	  by	  phone	  in	  June	  2010	  and	  asked	  whether	  a	  
community	   newspaper	   existed	   in	   which	   Prowind	   would	   be	   able	   to	   post	   the	   Notice	   of	  
Proposal	  for	  wider	  distribution	  amongst	  community	  members.	  	  

Prowind	   advertised	   the	   Notice	   of	   Proposal	   in	   the	   Indian	   Time	   Newspaper,	   which	   was	  
identified	  by	  the	  Akwesasne	  to	  be	  suitable	  for	  community	  distribution.	  	  	  In	  situations	  where	  
no	  community	  newspaper	  existed,	  the	  contact	  person	  was	  requested	  to	  post	  the	  Notice	  in	  a	  
location	  that	  would	  be	  available	  to	  the	  general	  community	  –	  often	  times	  this	  was	  identified	  
as	  a	  community	  bulletin	  board	  or	  similar	  venue.	  	  



South Branch Wind Farm  Consultation Report 

May 31, 2012 45	  

8.4.3.  DRAFT Renewable Energy Approval Reports 

Aboriginal	   communities	  were	   provided	  with	   copies	   of	   all	   Draft	   REA	   reports	   on	   January	   4,	  
2011	   along	   with	   letters	   requesting	   feedback	   on	   the	   proposed	   project	   design	   and	   study	  
results.	  	  This	  early	  version	  of	  the	  REA	  package	  was	  not	  yet	  available	  for	  public	  review	  and	  so	  
no	  formal	  published	  Notice	  was	  provided	  for	  this	  activity.	  

8.4.4.  Notice of Public Meeting / Notice of REA Publication 

Prowind	  provided	  the	  Notice	  of	  a	  Public	  meeting	  to	  all	  Aboriginal	  communities	  on	  August	  5,	  
2011	  by	  email.	  	  The	  Notice	  was	  provided	  along	  with	  links	  to	  the	  updated	  Draft	  REA	  reports	  
(V2.0)	  available	   for	  download	  on	   the	  project	  website.	   	  All	  efforts	  were	  made	   to	  ensure	   the	  
notices	  were	  also	  published	  to	  local	  newspapers	  and/or	  bulletin	  boards	  wherever	  possible.	  

All	  communications	  with	  Aboriginal	  community	  members	  and	  a	  copy	  of	  the	  newspaper	  tear	  
sheets	  are	  provided	  in	  Appendix	  I	  for	  reference.	  

8.4.5.  Notice of Public Meetings 

Prowind	   provided	   the	   Notice	   of	   a	   Public	   Meetings	   to	   all	   Aboriginal	   communities	   on	  
November	  7,	  2011	  by	   letter	  mail.	   	  The	  Notice	  was	  provided	  along	  with	  a	   letter	   introducing	  
the	  updated	  reports,	  a	  summary	  of	  the	  reports,	  and	  posters	  from	  the	  open	  house	  as	  a	  further	  
summary	   of	   the	   reports	   and	   a	   CD	   of	   the	   updated	   reports.	   These	   were	   received	   by	   the	  
aboriginal	   communities	   before	   public	   notification	   of	   the	   open	   houses	   were	   published.	   A	  
notice	  was	  also	  published	  in	  the	  Indian	  Time	  and	  all	  efforts	  were	  made	  to	  ensure	  the	  notices	  
were	  also	  posted	  on	  bulletin	  boards	  wherever	  possible.	  

All	  communications	  with	  Aboriginal	  community	  members	  and	  a	  copy	  of	  the	  newspaper	  tear	  
sheets	  are	  provided	  in	  Appendix	  I	  for	  reference.	  

8.5.  PROVIDING PROJECT INFORMATION 

Pursuant	  to	  section	  17.1	  of	  Ontario	  Regulation	  359/09,	  

“Before	  drafts	  of	  documents	  are	  made	  available	  or	  distributed	  under	  subsection	  16	  (5),	  
a	   person	  who	   proposes	   to	   engage	   in	   a	   renewable	   energy	   project	   shall	   distribute	   the	  
following	  to	  each	  aboriginal	  community	  mentioned	  in	  subparagraph	  5	  ii	  of	  subsection	  
15	  (6)	  in	  a	  form	  approved	  by	  the	  Director:	  

1.	  	   A	  draft	  of	  the	  project	  description	  report	  prepared	  in	  accordance	  with	  Table	  1.	  

2.	  	   Any	  information	  the	  person	  has	  regarding	  any	  adverse	  impacts	  that	  the	  project	  
may	   have	   on	   constitutionally	   protected	   aboriginal	   or	   treaty	   rights	   that	   the	  
community	  may	  have	  identified	  as	  being	  adversely	  impacted	  by	  the	  project.	  

3.	  	   A	  summary	  of	  each	  document	  mentioned	   in	  paragraphs	  1	  and	  2	  of	   subsection	  
16	  (6)	  in	  respect	  of	  which	  information	  is	  being	  requested	  under	  paragraph	  4.	  

4.	  	   A	   written	   request	   that	   the	   aboriginal	   community	   provide	   in	   writing	   any	  
information	   available	   to	   the	   community	   that,	   in	   its	   opinion,	   should	   be	  
considered	   in	   preparing	   a	   document	   summarized	   under	   paragraph	   3,	   and	   in	  
particular,	   any	   information	   the	   community	   may	   have	   about	   any	   adverse	  
impacts	   that	   the	  project	  may	  have	  on	  constitutionally	  protected	  aboriginal	  or	  
treaty	  rights	  and	  any	  measures	  for	  mitigating	  those	  adverse	  impacts.”	  
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Prowind	   circulated	   both	   the	   PDR	   and	   copies	   of	   all	   draft	   REA	   reports	   to	   the	   aboriginal	  
communities	   identified	   by	   the	  MOE	   in	   January	   2011,	  more	   than	   6	  months	   before	   general	  
publication	   of	   these	   reports	   in	   July	   2011.	   	   Aboriginal	   communities	   were	   provided	   with	  
printed	   copies	   of	   the	   project	   description	   report	   and	   a	   CD	   containing	   the	   full	   draft	   REA	  
submission	   (V1.0),	   which	   included	   all	   study	   results	   and	   development	   summaries.	   	   Each	  
community	  declined	  Prowind’s	  offer	  to	  provide	  a	  paper	  copy	  of	  the	  draft	  REA.	  	  A	  letter	  sent	  
along	  with	  these	  reports	  did	  not	  identify	  any	  adverse	  effects	  to	  aboriginal	  or	  treaty	  rights	  as	  
Prowind	   was	   not	   aware	   of	   any	   such	   impacts.	   A	   request	   was	   made	   to	   each	   aboriginal	  
community	  to	  provide	  in	  writing	  any	  information	  regarding	  potential	  adverse	  impacts.	  

Prowind	   also	   repeated	   the	   request	   that	   had	   been	  made	   on	   several	   occasions	   in	   2008	   and	  
2009	   for	   the	   communities	   to	   identify	   any	   information	   the	   community	   had	   about	   adverse	  
impacts	  that	  the	  project	  might	  have	  on	  aboriginal	  or	  treaty	  rights	  or	  measures	  for	  mitigating	  
these	   adverse	   impacts.	   	   After	   several	  months	   of	   ongoing	   consultation,	   no	   community	   had	  
identified	  any	  concerns	  or	  potential	  for	  adverse	  impacts,	  and	  so	  no	  specific	  summary	  report	  
was	  provided	  at	  the	  time	  the	  draft	  REA	  package	  was	  distributed.	  

Throughout	   the	   consultation	   process,	   no	   community	   identified	   any	   constitutionally	  
protected	  aboriginal	  or	   treaty	   rights	   that	   the	   community	  had	   identified	  as	  being	  adversely	  
impacted	  by	  the	  South	  Branch	  wind	  Farm	  project	  and	  therefore	  no	  mitigation	  measures	  were	  
discussed.	  	  

8.6.  CONSULTATION WITH EACH COMMUNITY 

As	   described	   in	   Section	   8.3	   the	   appropriate	   set	   of	   aboriginal	   communities	   was	   partially	  
identified	   prior	   to	   the	   receipt	   of	   the	  MOE	   communities	   list.	   Consultation	  with	   each	   group	  
commenced	  as	  soon	  as	  it	  had	  been	  identified	  as	  having	  potential	  interest	  in	  project	  activities.	  	  
A	  description	  of	  the	  communication	  with	  each	  community	  is	  presented	  below.	  

Logs	   of	   all	   communications	   with	   Aboriginal	   community	   representatives	   are	   provided	   in	  
Appendix	  I.	  	  

8.6.1.  Mohawk Council  of Akwesasne 

An	  introductory	  letter	  was	  sent	  to	  Chief	  Morris	  and	  Henry	  Lickers,	  Director	  of	  Environment	  
in	  May	  2008,	  along	  with	  the	  Notice	  of	  Commencement	  for	  South	  Branch	  and	  Brinston	  Wind	  
Farms.	  	  A	  response	  was	  received	  from	  Mr.	  Lickers	  staff	  almost	  immediately,	  requesting	  that	  
the	  group	  be	  kept	  informed	  of	  project	  activities.	  

A	   follow-‐up	   letter	   was	   sent	   in	   November	   2008,	   describing	   the	   development	   plans	   for	   5	  
projects	   in	   eastern	  Ontario,	   requesting	   feedback	   from	   the	   community	  on	   the	  proposal	   and	  
also	  requesting	  an	  opportunity	  to	  meet	  and	  discuss	  the	  project	  further.	  

In	  January	  2009,	  Prowind	  sent	  a	  written	  invitation	  to	  attend	  the	  Brinston	  /	  South	  Branch	  /	  
Boundary	  public	  meeting.	   	   After	   some	   follow-‐up	  phone	   calls,	   a	  meeting	  was	   scheduled	   for	  
March	  2009.	   	  The	  intention	  of	  this	  meeting	  was	  to	  ensure	  the	  community	  was	  aware	  of	  the	  
proposed	   project,	   to	   ensure	   we	   were	   communicating	   with	   the	   correct	   individuals	   and	   to	  
solicit	  feedback	  from	  the	  community	  on	  how	  they	  might	  be	  affected	  by	  the	  development.	  
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Prowind	   staff	  member	  Cathy	  Weston	  attended	   the	  meeting	   at	  Cornwall	   on	  March	  3,	   2009.	  	  
Attendees	  from	  the	  community	  included:	  	  Elizabeth	  Nanticoke,	  Acting	  Director,	  Environment	  
Department;	   Richard	   David,	   Assistant	   Director,	   Environment	   Department;	   Brian	   David,	  
Energy	   Consultant	   and	   Charmaine	   Caldwell,	   Industrial	   Commercial	   Officer,	   Department	   of	  
Economic	  Development.	  	  Notes	  from	  this	  meeting	  are	  included	  in	  Appendix	  I1.	  	  The	  first	  two	  
meeting	  objectives	  were	  met:	  the	  group	  confirmed	  that	  they	  were	  the	  correct	  audience	  and	  
also	  confirmed	  that	  the	  community	  was	  aware	  of	  the	  project.	  	  The	  group	  did	  not	  identify	  any	  
concerns	  about	  the	  proposed	  development,	  but	  asked	  to	  be	  kept	  informed	  about	  progress.	  

In	   June	  2010,	  MOE	  confirmed	   this	   community	  as	  being	  appropriate	   for	   consultation	  under	  
REA,	  and	  the	  Notice	  of	  Proposal	  and	  Notice	  of	  Public	  Meeting	  was	  sent	  to	  the	  group.	  	  There	  
was	  no	  response	  to	  this	  notification.	  

In	   January	   2011,	   the	   first	   version	   of	   the	   Draft	   REA	   report	   package	   was	   provided	   to	   the	  
community	   in	   hard	   copy	   and	   on	  CD.	   	   A	   follow-‐up	   email	   asking	   for	   confirmation	   of	   receipt	  
bounced	  back,	  so	  follow	  up	  phone	  calls	  were	  made	  to	  identify	  a	  new	  contact.	  	  Ivan	  Thompson	  
had	   recently	   started	   in	   the	   Department	   of	   Economic	   Development	   for	   Akwesasne	   and	  
confirmed	  that	  he	  would	  now	  be	  the	  appropriate	  contact	  point.	  	  After	  review	  of	  the	  draft	  REA	  
package,	   a	   meeting	   was	   scheduled	   for	   April	   2011	   with	   the	   intention	   to	   provide	   any	  
additional	   detail	   on	   the	   REA	   package	   and	   field	   questions	   the	   community	  may	   have	   raised	  
with	  regards	  to	  the	  project	  or	  wind	  development.	  

On	  April	  26,	  2011	  Prowind	  staff	  members	  Cathy	  Weston	  and	  Rochelle	  Rumney	  attended	  the	  
meeting	   at	   Akwesasne	   Council	   Office	   on	   Cornwall	   Island.	   	  Meeting	   notes	   are	   presented	   in	  
Appendix	  I1.	  	  	  Prowind	  shared	  an	  overview	  of	  the	  project	  design	  and	  schedule	  and	  asked	  for	  
any	  feedback	  on	  the	  proposal.	  	  Ivan	  indicated	  he	  would	  raise	  the	  project	  with	  his	  Council	  and	  
respond	  to	  us	  with	  any	  concerns	  or	  additional	  questions.	  

On	   July	   27,	   2011,	   the	  Notice	   of	   Final	   Public	  meeting	  was	   provided	   to	   Ivan	  Thompson	   and	  
published	  to	  the	   local	  newspaper,	   Indian	  Time.	   	  Email	  correspondence	  with	  Mr.	  Thompson	  
indicated	   that	   his	   Council	   had	   reviewed	   the	   REA	   package	   and	   had	   no	   concerns	   with	   the	  
proposed	  project.	  

On	  Nov	  7,	  2011	  the	  Notice	  of	  Public	  Meetings	  and	  an	  Updated	  REA	  package	  and	  summaries	  
of	  the	  REA	  reports	  were	  mailed	  to	  Ivan	  Thompson.	  A	  notice	  was	  published	  in	  the	  Indian	  Time	  
on	  Nov	  10,	  2011.	  No	  response	  was	  received	  to	  this	  mailed	  package.	  

8.6.2.  Algonquins of Ontario 

An	   introductory	   letter	  was	   sent	   to	  Chief	  Whiteduck	   in	  May	  2008,	   along	  with	   the	  Notice	  of	  
Commencement	   for	   South	   Branch	   and	   Brinston	   Wind	   Farms.	   	   The	   letter	   described	   the	  
project	  at	  a	  high	  level	  and	  requested	  an	  opportunity	  to	  meet	  with	  the	  community	  leaders	  to	  
share	  information	  about	  the	  project	  and	  solicit	  feedback	  from	  the	  community.	  

A	   follow-‐up	   letter	   was	   sent	   in	   November	   2008,	   describing	   the	   development	   plans	   for	   5	  
projects	   in	  eastern	  Ontario,	   also	   requesting	   feedback	   from	   the	  community	  on	   the	  proposal	  
and	  also	  requesting	  an	  opportunity	  to	  meet	  and	  discuss	  the	  project	  further.	  

In	  January	  2009,	  Prowind	  sent	  a	  written	  invitation	  to	  attend	  the	  Brinston	  /	  South	  Branch	  /	  
Boundary	  public	  meeting.	  	  Several	  follow-‐up	  phone	  calls	  were	  made	  in	  attempt	  to	  schedule	  a	  
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meeting	   to	   discuss	   the	   project	   further.	   	   Ultimately	   the	   community	   contact	   declined	   the	  
invitation	  to	  meet	  and	  no	  in-‐person	  discussion	  was	  held	  at	  this	  time.	  	  	  

Upon	  request,	  MNR	  staff	  provided	  a	  contact	  at	  JP2G	  Consultants,	  a	  firm	  contracted	  to	  manage	  
communication	   and	   consultation	   for	   the	   Algonquins.	   	   	   Jim	   Hunton,	   President	   of	   JP2G,	  
responded	   promptly	   to	   Prowind	  messaging.	   	  Mr.	   Hunton	  was	   provided	  with	   copies	   of	   the	  
communications	  material	  to	  date	  for	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm,	  along	  with	  4	  other	  projects	  in	  
eastern	  Ontario.	  	  He	  coordinated	  review	  of	  the	  materials	  by	  the	  appropriate	  members	  of	  the	  
Algonquin	  community	  and	  also	  coordinated	  a	  response	  to	  our	  request	  for	  feedback	  written	  
by	   Blaney	  McMurty	   Barristers	   and	   Solicitors	   LLP,	   serving	   as	   Principle	   Negotiator	   for	   this	  
Aboriginal	   community.	   	   This	   letter	   is	   included	   in	   Appendix	   I3;	   key	   conclusions	   of	   their	  
response	  are	  copied	  here	  for	  ease	  of	  reference:	  

“We	  assume	   that	   your	   summary	   reports	  will	   be	  modified	   to	   correctly	   reflect	  
the	   fact	   that	   the	  proposed	  projects	  are	   located	  within	  Algonquin	  Traditional	  
Territory	  where	   the	  Algonquins	   of	  Ontario	   have	  asserted	   rights	   that	   are	   the	  
subject	  of	  Treaty	  Negotiations	  between	  the	  AOO	  and	  the	  Governments.	  
	  
“Subject	   to	   the	   foregoing,	   the	  AOO	  will	  not	  object	   to	   the	  windfarm	  proposals	  
described	   in	   the	   documentation	   provided	   and	   we	   do	   not	   require	   further	  
consultation	  in	  this	  regard.”	  

As	  per	  the	  request	  of	  the	  Algonquins	  of	  Ontario,	  the	  Project	  Description	  Report	  was	  modified	  
to	  include	  reference	  to	  the	  location	  of	  the	  project	  within	  Algonquin	  Traditional	  Territory.	  

In	   June	  2010,	  MOE	  confirmed	   this	   community	  as	  being	  appropriate	   for	   consultation	  under	  
REA,	  and	  the	  Notice	  of	  Proposal	  and	  Notice	  of	  Public	  Meeting	  was	  sent	  to	  the	  group.	  	  There	  
was	  no	  response	  to	  this	  notification.	  

In	   January	   2011,	   the	   first	   version	   of	   the	   Draft	   REA	   report	   package	   was	   provided	   to	   the	  
community,	  along	  with	  a	  request	  for	  feedback	  about	  the	  project	  proposal.	  	  

On	  July	  27,	  2011,	  the	  Notice	  of	  Final	  Public	  meeting	  was	  provided	  to	  community	  contacts	  and	  
JP2G	  consulting	  firm.	  	  	  

On	  Nov	  7,	  2011	  the	  Notice	  of	  Public	  Meetings	  and	  an	  Updated	  REA	  package	  and	  summaries	  
of	   the	  REA	   reports	  were	  mailed	   to	   community	   contacts	   and	   JP2G	  Consulting.	  No	   response	  
was	  received	  to	  this	  mailed	  package.	  

	  

8.6.3.  Aldervi l le First Nation 

In	   June	  2010,	  MOE	  confirmed	   this	   community	  as	  being	  appropriate	   for	   consultation	  under	  
REA,	  and	  the	  Notice	  of	  Proposal	  and	  Notice	  of	  Public	  Meeting	  was	  sent	  to	  the	  group.	  	  There	  
was	  no	  response	  to	  this	  notification.	  

In	   January	   2011,	   the	   first	   version	   of	   the	   Draft	   REA	   report	   package	   was	   provided	   to	   the	  
community,	  along	  with	  a	  request	  for	  feedback	  about	  the	  project	  proposal.	  	  Later	  that	  month,	  
a	   response	   letter	   was	   provided	   by	   Dave	   Simpson,	   Economic	   Development	   Officer	   for	   the	  
Alderville	  First	  Nation	  stating:	  
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“As	   per	   the	   Alderville	   First	   Nation	   Consultation	   Protocol,	   your	   proposed	  
project	   is	   deemed	   a	   level	   3,	   having	   minimal	   potential	   to	   impact	   our	   First	  
Nations’	   rights,	   therefore,	   please	   keep	   Alderville	   apprised	   of	   any	  
archaeological	  findings,	  burial	  sites	  or	  any	  environmental	  impacts,	  should	  any	  
occur.”	  
	  

On	   July	   27,	   2011,	   the	   Notice	   of	   Final	   Public	   meeting	   was	   provided	   to	   Mr.	   Simpson,	  
highlighting	   the	   findings	   of	   field	   studies	   including	   the	   results	   of	   Stage	   2	   Archaeological	  
studies.	  	  

On	  July	  27,	  2011,	  the	  Notice	  of	  Final	  Public	  meeting	  was	  provided	  to	  community	  contacts.	  

On	  Nov	  7,	  2011	  the	  Notice	  of	  Public	  Meetings	  and	  an	  Updated	  REA	  package	  and	  summaries	  
of	   the	  REA	   reports	  were	  mailed	   to	   community	   contacts.	  No	   response	  was	   received	   to	   this	  
mailed	  package.	  

8.6.4.  Métis Nation of Ontario 

In	   June	  2010,	  MOE	  confirmed	   this	   community	  as	  being	  appropriate	   for	   consultation	  under	  
REA,	  and	  the	  Notice	  of	  Proposal,	  Notice	  of	  Public	  Meeting	  and	  Project	  Description	  Report	  was	  
sent	   to	  Mr.	   Gary	   Lipinski,	   President.	   	   	   A	   follow	   up	   email	   containing	   the	   same	   information	  
along	  with	  a	  request	  to	  meet	  was	  provided	  a	  few	  days	  afterward.	  

Prowind	  staff	  member	  Cathy	  Weston	  spoke	  with	  Mr.	  Lipinski	  by	  phone	  on	  June	  30,	  2010.	  	  He	  
indicated	  that	  all	  correspondence	  should	  be	  addressed	  to	  James	  Wagar	  who	  could	  provide	  a	  
response	  on	  behalf	  of	  the	  Métis	  Nation	  of	  Ontario	  (MNO).	  	  	  A	  productive	  telephone	  call	  with	  
Mr.	   Wagar	   happened	   shortly	   thereafter.	   	   Mr.	   Wagar	   confirmed	   receipt	   of	   the	   project	  
materials	   and	   indicated	   that	   he	   would	   distribute	   summaries	   of	   project	   detail	   to	   the	  
appropriate	  community	  members	  and	  would	  provide	  a	  confirmation	  of	  receipt	  letter	  shortly.	  	  	  

Mr.	  Wagar	  provided	  a	  ‘Letter	  of	  Receipt’	  on	  behalf	  of	  MNO	  on	  July	  2,	  2010,	  and	  indicated	  he	  
would	   follow	  up	  once	   full	   review	  of	   the	  project	  proposal	  had	  occurred.	   	  He	  noted	   that	   the	  
review	   of	   project	   materials	   would	   help	   to	   determine	   whether	   further	   consultation,	   or	   in-‐
person	  meetings	  would	  be	  required.	  

In	  September	  2010,	  Mr.	  Wagar	  indicated	  by	  phone	  that	  the	  communities	  have	  provided	  their	  
feedback	  on	  the	  South	  Branch	  project	  proposal	  and	  that	  they	  had	  determined	  that	  the	  project	  
would	   have	   no	   impact	   on	   the	   community.	   	   His	   follow	   up	   hard-‐copy	   letter,	   provided	  
December	   2010,	   is	   included	   in	   Appendix	   I4.	   	   The	   concluding	   remark	   is	   quoted	   here	   for	  
reader	  reference:	  

“The	   MNO	   along	   with	   the	   Region	   6	   Protocol	   Agreement	   Consultation	  
Committee	   (“the	  Committee”)	  have	  had	  an	  opportunity	   to	   review	   the	  project	  
information.	   Based	   on	   the	   information	   provided	   and	   under	   the	   stipulations	  
that:	  

1. The	   project	   proceeds	   as	   presented	   in	   the	   provided	   notice	  
documentation.	  

2. ProWind	   Canada	   Inc.	   regularly	   informs	   the	   MNO	   of	   the	   project’s	  
progress,	  EA	  bench	  marks	  and	  any	  new	  developments.	  

3. The	   MNO	   and	   the	   Committee	   may	   request	   additional	   project	  
information	  at	  any	  time.	  
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4. A	  meeting	   to	   obtain	   additional	   information	   remains	   available	   as	   an	  
option	  for	  the	  MNO	  and	  the	  Committee.	  
	  

The	  MNO	   and	   the	   Committee	   believes	   that	   should	   the	   project	   proceed	   there	  
would	  be	  no	  immediate	  adverse	  impacts	  to	  Métis	  rights,	  culture	  or	  way	  of	  life.”	  

In	   January	   2011,	   the	   first	   version	   of	   the	   Draft	   REA	   report	   package	   was	   provided	   to	   Mr.	  
Wagar,	  along	  with	  a	  request	  for	  any	  new	  feedback	  about	  the	  project	  proposal.	  	  No	  response	  
was	  received.	  

In	  July	  2011,	  the	  Notification	  of	  Draft	  REA	  reports	  and	  Notice	  of	  Public	  Meeting	  was	  sent	  to	  
Mr.	  Wagar,	  requesting	  that	  any	  feedback	  be	  relayed.	  	  No	  response	  was	  received.	  

On	  Nov	  7,	  2011	  the	  Notice	  of	  Public	  Meetings	  and	  an	  Updated	  REA	  package	  and	  summaries	  
of	   the	  REA	   reports	  were	  mailed	   to	   community	   contacts.	  No	   response	  was	   received	   to	   this	  
mailed	  package.	  

8.6.5.  Ottawa Regional Métis Council  

In	   June	  2010,	  MOE	  confirmed	   this	   community	  as	  being	  appropriate	   for	   consultation	  under	  
REA.	  	  A	  hard	  copy	  of	  the	  NOP,	  Project	  Description	  Report	  and	  Notice	  of	  Public	  Meeting	  was	  
sent	   to	  Mr.	  Robert	  Pellerin,	   President	   of	   the	  Ottawa	  Regional	  Métis	  Council,	   along	  with	   an	  
email	  containing	  the	  same	  detail.	  	  

Prowind	  staff	  member	  Cathy	  Weston	  spoke	  with	  Mr.	  Pellerin	  by	  telephone	  on	  June	  30,	  2010.	  	  
Mr.	  Pellerin	  acknowledged	  receipt	  of	  the	  project	  materials,	  but	  noted	  that	  Mr.	  James	  Wagar	  
of	   the	  Métis	  Nation	   of	  Ontario	   should	   be	   addressed	   directly	   for	   all	  matters	   relating	   to	   the	  
Ottawa	   Regional	   Métis	   Council.	   	   Further	   correspondence	   is	   included	   within	   section	   8.6.4	  
above.	  

8.7.  PROJECT UPDATES RESULTING FROM CONSULTATION 

All	  reasonable	  requests	  for	  information	  arising	  out	  of	  consultation	  have	  been	  supplied.	  	  	  

As	   per	   the	   request	   of	   the	   Algonquins	   of	   Ontario,	   the	   Project	   Description	   Report,	   Section	  
4.7.3.1	  was	  modified	   to	   include	   reference	   to	   the	   location	   of	   the	   project	   within	   Algonquin	  
Traditional	  Territory.	  

8.8.  ABORIGINAL BURSARY 

Prowind	   recognizes	   that	   Ontario	   is	   comprised	   of	   land	   that	   is	   considered	   traditional	   first	  
nation	  territory.	  	  Land	  intended	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  is	  no	  exception.	  	  	  

In	  consideration	  of	  the	  heritage	  of	  these	  communities,	  Prowind	  is	  pleased	  to	  offer	  a	  bursary	  
intended	  to	  promote	  the	  success	  of	  Canada’s	  aboriginal	  communities	  at	  the	  post-‐secondary	  
level	  and	  their	  participation	  in	  Canada’s	  renewable	  energy	  industry.	  	  Bursary	  awards	  will	  be	  
granted	  in	  the	  first	  year	  following	  successful	  commissioning	  of	  a	  wind	  farm	  by	  Prowind	  and	  
annually	   thereafter.	   Details	   of	   bursary	   allocation	   and	   eligible	   persons	   are	   included	   in	  
Appendix	  I.	  These	  bursaries	  were	  introduced	  to	  the	  aboriginal	  communities	  during	  in-‐person	  
meetings	  and	  notes	  from	  these	  meetings	  can	  found	  in	  Appendix	  I.	  
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Notice of Commencement of Screening 
Under the Ontario Environmental Screening Process 

For Electricity Projects 
 

South Branch Wind Farm, Dundas County 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is planning to undertake an Environmental Screening for a proposed 10 MW wind 
generation facility near Brinston in Dundas County, Ontario. If approved, the project will consist of five (5) 
wind generating turbines located approximately 2 km north of the town of Brinston on the east side of 
Brinston Rd. and north to Oak Valley Rd. The study area for the Environmental Assessment is shown 
within the hatched lines on the map below. 
 
The project is subject to the Ontario Ministry of the Environment’s Screening Process for electricity 
projects, described in the “Guide to Environmental Assessment Requirements for Electricity Projects”. 
This process requires Prowind Canada Inc. to undertake a screening of the project. This notice is 
intended to meet the Notice of Commencement requirements for the Screening. The project is also 
subject to the federally administered Canadian Environmental Assessment Act. Screenings required for 
both federal and provincial agencies will be carried out in parallel and will culminate in one final report.  
 
The Screening will assess the potential impact of the proposed wind generation facility on the bio-physical 
and socio-economic environment during its construction, operation and decommissioning. During the 
screening process, Prowind Canada Inc. will consider the potential for various environmental effects and 
will respond to issues raised by stakeholders and the general public. Depending on the potential for 
impacts, Prowind Canada Inc. may proceed to an Environmental Review and issue a notice of 
commencement of the Environmental Review.  
 
Public consultation will be an integral component of this study. Public and regulatory consultation will be 
conducted on an on-going basis to provide input on various components of the study.  Dates and 
locations of these opportunities will be advertised in local newspapers. You are invited to provide 
comments on the issues to be addressed in the study, and to ask to be placed on the project mailing list.  
 
For any questions, or to raise any concerns,  
Please contact: 
 

Prowind Canada Inc. 
Patti Wijsman 

Tel: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 

Email: pwijsman@prowind.ca 
 

 
 
For information on the environmental studies, 
please contact: 
 

M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. 
35 Main St. North, Suite 32 
Waterdown, ON  L0R 2H0 

Tel. (905) 689-3900,Fax: (905) 689-8195 
Email: jacinta@mkince.ca 
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Notice of Commencement of Screening 
Under the Ontario Environmental Screening Process 

For Electricity Projects 
 

Brinston Wind Farm, Dundas County 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is planning to undertake an Environmental Screening for a proposed 10 MW wind 
generation facility near Brinston in Dundas County, Ontario. If approved, the project will consist of five (5) 
wind generating turbines located East of Brinston Rd. on both the North and South sides of Gilmour Rd. 
The study area for the Environmental Assessment is shown within the hatched lines on the map below. 
 
The project is subject to the Ontario Ministry of the Environment’s Screening Process for electricity 
projects, described in the “Guide to Environmental Assessment Requirements for Electricity Projects”. 
This process requires Prowind Canada Inc. to undertake a screening of the project. This notice is 
intended to meet the Notice of Commencement requirements for the Screening. The project is also 
subject to the federally administered Canadian Environmental Assessment Act. Screenings required for 
both federal and provincial agencies will be carried out in parallel and will culminate in one final report.  
 
The Screening will assess the potential impact of the proposed wind generation facility on the bio-physical 
and socio-economic environments during its construction, operation and decommissioning. During the 
screening process, Prowind Canada Inc. will consider the potential for various environmental effects and 
will respond to issues raised by stakeholders and the general public. Depending on the potential for 
impacts, Prowind Canada Inc. may proceed to an Environmental Review and issue a notice of 
commencement of the Environmental Review.  
 
Public consultation will be an integral component of this study. Public and regulatory consultation will be 
conducted on an on-going basis to provide input on various components of the study. Dates and locations 
of these opportunities will be advertised in local newspapers. You are invited to provide comments on the 
issues to be addressed in the study, and to ask to be placed on the project mailing list.  
 
For any questions, or to raise any concerns,  
Please contact: 
 

Prowind Canada Inc. 
Patti Wijsman 

Tel: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 

Email: pwijsman@prowind.ca 
 

 
 
 
For information on the environmental 
studies, please contact: 
 

M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. 
35 Main St. North, Suite 32 
Waterdown, ON  L0R 2H0 

Tel. (905) 689-3900, Fax: (905) 689-8195 
Email: jacinta@mkince.ca 
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Notice of Commencement of Screening 
Under the Ontario Environmental Screening Process 

For Electricity Projects 
 

Boundary Windfarm, South Dundas Township  
  
Prowind Canada Inc. is planning to undertake an Environmental Screening for a proposed ten (10) MW wind 
power generation facility northwest of the Village of Iroquois in South Dundas Township, Ontario. If approved, 
the project will consist of no more than five (5) wind power-generating turbines located in an area east of Byker 
Road and west of New Ross Road.  The majority of the site lies between Branch Road and County Road 18, 
with small parcels extending both north and south of these borders.  The study area for the Environmental 
Assessment is shown within the shaded region on the map below.  

  
The project is subject to the Ontario Ministry of the Environment’s Screening Process for electricity projects, 
described in the “Guide to Environmental Assessment Requirements for Electricity Projects”.  This process 
requires Prowind Canada Inc. to undertake a screening of the project. This notice is intended to meet the Notice 
of Commencement requirements for the Screening. The project is also subject to the federally administered 
Canadian Environmental Assessment Act. Screenings required for both federal and provincial agencies will be 
carried out in parallel and will culminate in one final report.   
  
The Screening will assess the potential impact of the proposed wind power generation facility on the bio-
physical and socio-economic environments during its construction, operation and decommissioning. During the 
screening process, Prowind Canada Inc. will consider the potential for various environmental effects and will 
respond to issues raised by stakeholders and the general public. Depending on the potential for impacts, 
Prowind Canada Inc. may proceed to an Environmental Review and issue a notice of commencement of the 
Environmental Review.   
  
Public consultation will be an integral component of this study. Public and regulatory consultation will be 
conducted on an on-going basis to provide input on various components of the study. Dates and locations of 
these opportunities will be advertised in local newspapers. You are invited to provide comments on the issues to 
be addressed in the study, and to ask to be placed on the project mailing list.  
  
If you have any questions or concerns, please contact:  
  

Prowind Canada Inc. 
Cathy Weston 

Tel: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 

Email: cweston@prowind.ca 
 

 
 

For information on the environmental studies, 
please contact: 

 
M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. 

35 Main St. North, Suite 32 
Waterdown, ON  L0R 2H0 

Tel. (905) 689-3900 
Fax: (905) 689-8195 

Email: caitlyn.macmaster@mkince.ca 
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PAGE 8 - THE IROQUOIS CHIEFTAIN - APRIL 16, 2008

South Dundas Economic Matters

Monday Apri l  21st 
Council and staff  will 
meet with the merchants 
and owners of  the stores 
in the plaza.  

Here we will give and 
gather information that 
will ensure that the proj-
ect is transparent and 
everyone is kept informed 
of  the process.

This infrastructure 
project consists of  replac-
ing the aged canopy and 
sidewalks of  the Iroquois 
Plaza, adhering to stra-
tegic planning recom-
mendations for revital-
ization in South Dundas. 
51 years ago during the 
construction of  the St. 
Lawrence Seaway the “Old 
Downtown District” was 
completely demolished 

believing at the time that 
business would thrive in 
the “new” plaza. However, 
progress was never real-
ized and the plaza now 
stands in disrepair, com-
m e r c i a l  b u s i n e s s  i s 
extremely vulnerable and 
the downtown “sense of  
place” never materialized 
for residents and visitors.  

There is an alarming 
increase in vacancies, 
lack of  required commer-
cial mix, safety issues, 
and increased vandalism.  
In 2005, Council adopted 
an economic development 
strategic plan. An adviso-
ry committee was struck 
and the recommendations 
were acted upon.  

A  m o r e  p r o a c t ive 
approach to economic 

development was taken 
so South Dundas would 
differentiate itself  by the 
deliberate development of  
a Unique Selling Position 
(USP) that will present 
a unique and attractive 
vision to businesses and 
people seeking to relocate 
or to remain in the town-
ship. 

A branding concept 
was developed to identify 
South Dundas and South 
Stor mont, in partner-
ship, as “Upper Canada 
Region”.  Iroquois is the 
first of  5 exits off  the 401 
and the revitalization will 
help the plaza meet expec-
tations as the gateway to 
Upper Canada Region.

An OMAFRA BR+E pro-
gram was conducted veri-

fying the need for down-
town revitalization. Again 
South Dundas teamed 
up with South Stormont 
and conducted the BR+E 
in the business plazas of  
Iroquois, Morrisburg, 
Ingleside and Long Sault. 
85% or 82 businesses, all 
individually owned, par-
ticipated and identified 
façade improvement as 
one of  the top three ideas 
to improve business cli-
mate. 

Ownership of  the can-
opy and sidewalk of  the 
Iroquois Plaza is trans-
ferred to the municipal-
ity, consistent with that 
of  Morrisburg, which is 
owned and maintained by 
the municipality.

Environment or 

Sustainable Benefits

South Dundas govern-
ment is a voice for its 
communities. The town-
ship intends to build and 
maintain infrastructure 
that is essential for local 
economic activity. People 
in Iroquois have suffered 
from the loss of  a major 
industry and employer 
and are working togeth-
er on economic develop-
ment initiatives that 
build on existing assets 
– the workforce, the natu-
ral environment, local 
institutions, and cultural 
heritage. Everyone from 
municipal politicians and 
service providers to local 
businesses and residents’ 

groups are contributing to 
improving the declining 
state of  the plaza, using 
the existing assets of  the 
plaza and neighbourhoods 
in Iroquois to spur revital-
ization. South Dundas rec-
ognizes that households 
with the fewest economic 
resources may live in the 
least healthy areas – not 
only neighbourhoods that 
may have environmental 
contaminants in the air, 
soil, and water, but also 
neighbourhoods with few 
amenities and services. 

This plays out at the 
regional level in declining 
communities that are los-
ing employers and popula-
tion.

Iroquois Plaza Revitalization – Why is it happening 

!"#$#
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Distribution	  Routes	  for	  Boundary	  Notices	  of	  Commencement	  
	  

Road	  Name	   Segment	  Range	  
Building	  
Count	  

Glen	  Stewart	  Rd.	   Shanley	  -‐	  Carman	  Rd	   35	  

Gilmour	  Rd	   Carman	  –	  Hainsville	  South	  Branch	   6	  

Hainsville	  South	  	  Branch	  Rd	   Gilmour	  –	  Hainsvlle	  Rd	   17	  

Levere	  Rd	  /	  Hainsville	  Rd.	   Webb	  -‐	  Carman	   35	  

Carman	  Rd.	   Hainsville	  -‐	  Branch	   20	  

Sandy	  Creek	  Rd	   Byker	  -‐	  Carman	   16	  

Byker	  Rd	   Glen	  Stewart	  Rd	  –	  Branch	  Rd	   0	  

Branch	  Rd	   Byker	  -‐	  Carman	   14	  

Dobbie	  Rd	   Cty	  Rd	  22	  –	  Byker	  Rd	   9	  

New	  Ross	  Rd	   Branch	  –	  Sandy	  Creek	   3	  

Pitt	  Rd	   Glen	  Stewart	  -‐	  Byker	   10	  

William	  Street	  and	  Cindy	  Cresc	   Glen	  Stewart	  -‐	  Carman	   13	  

SUBTOTAL	   	   178	  

TOTAL	   Subtotal	  +	  10%	   196	  
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April 8, 2008 
 
Director, Policy and Relationships Branch 
Ontario Secretariat of Aboriginal Affairs 
720 Bay St. 4th Floor 
Toronto, ON  M5G 2K1 
  
 
Attention:  Ms. Pam Wheaton, Director, Policy and Relationships Branch   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Ms. Wheaton: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
Council, Crown Law Office-Civil 
Ministry of the Attorney General 
720 Bay St. 8th Floor 
Toronto, ON  M5G 2K1 
  
 
Attention:  Mr. Grant Wedge, Council, Crown Law Office-Civil   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mr. Wedge: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
Regional Manager 
Ontario Ministry of Agriculture and Food - Kemptville 
59 Ministry Rd. 
Kemptville, ON  K0G 1J0 
  
 
Attention:  Mr. Gary McTavish, Regional Manager   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mr. McTavish: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
Information Assistant 
Ontario Ministry of Economic Development and Trade 
8th Floor, Hearst Block, 900 Bay Street 
Toronto, ON  M7A 2E1 
  
 
Attention:  Ms. Catherine Perron, Information Assistant   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Ms. Perron: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
Manager, Facilities and Licensing 
Ontario Energy Board 
P.O. Box 2319, 2300 Yonge Street 
Toronto, ON  M4P 1E4 
  
 
Attention:  Mr. Neil McKay, Manager, Facilities and Licensing   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mr. McKay: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
Ministry of Municipal Affairs, Municipal Services Office -Eastern Ontario 
8 Estate lane 
Kingston, ON  K7M 9A8 
  
 
Attention:  Mr. Michael Elms,    
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mr. Elms: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.

15



 

 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
April 8, 2008 
 
Senior Policy Advisor 
Ontario Native Affairs Secretariat 
4th Floor, 720 Bay Street 
Toronto, ON  M5G 2K1 
  
 
Attention:  Mr. David Pickles, Senior Policy Advisor   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mr. Pickles: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
Efficiency Advisor 
Ontario Ministry of Energy - Renewables Office 
3rd Floor, 800 Bay Street 
Toronto, ON  M7A 2C1 
  
 
Attention:  Mr. Neil Hutchings, Efficiency Advisor   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mr. Hutchings: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
Acting Director of Negotiations 
Ontario Native Affairs Secretariat 
4th Floor, 720 Bay Street 
Toronto, ON  M5G 2K1 
  
 
Attention:  Mr. Chris Maher, Acting Director of Negotiations   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mr. Maher: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
Ontario Ministry of the Environment EAAB-Eastern Region 
113 Amelia st. First floor 
Cornwall, ON  K6H 3P1 
  
 
Attention:  Mrs. Terry Forester,    
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mrs. Forester: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
Ontario Ministry of Transportation- Eastern Ontario 
1355 John Counter Boulevard, Postal Bag 4000 
Kingston, ON  K7L 5A3 
  
 
Attention:  Mrs. Kathyrn Moore,    
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mrs. Moore: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
Head, Environmental Assessment Section 
Canadian Wildlife Service 
867 Lakeshore Road, P.O. Box 5050 
Burlington, ON  L7R  4A6 
  
 
Attention:  Mr. Rob Dobos, Head, Environmental Assessment Section   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mr. Dobos: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
MPP, Dundas -Stormount-South Gengarry 
MPP 
20 Montreal Rd, 2nd Flr 
Cornwall, ON  K6H 1B1 
  
 
Attention:  Mr. Jim Brownell, MPP, Dundas -Stormount-South Gengarry   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mr. Brownell: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
General Manager 
South Nation River Conservation Authority 
Box 69 
Berwick, ON  K0C 1G0 
  
 
Attention:  Mr. Dennis O'Grady, General Manager   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mr. O'Grady: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
County Planner and Head of Planning Dept. 
Stormount-Dundas-Glengarry 
Suite 204, 26 Pitt Street 
Cornwall, ON  K6J 3P2 
  
 
Attention:  Mr. Michael Otis, County Planner and Head of Planning Dept.   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mr. Otis: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
Warden 
Stormount-Dundas-Glengarry 
2326 County Road 12 
Berwick, ON  K0C 1G0 
  
 
Attention:  Mr. Dennis Fife, Warden   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mr. Fife: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
Mayor 
Township of South Dundas 
4563 Ridge Rd., RR1 
Iroquois, ON  K0E 1K0 
  
 
Attention:  Mr. Charles A. Barkley, Mayor   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mr. Barkley: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
Deputy Mayor 
Township of South Dundas 
13902 Willbruck Dr., RR1 
Morrisburg, ON  K0C 1X0 
  
 
Attention:  Mr. Robert Gillard, Deputy Mayor   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mr. Gillard: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
Councillor 
Township of South Dundas 
12425 Garlough Rd., RR1 
Williamsburg, ON  K0C 2H0 
  
 
Attention:  Mr. Steven Byvelds, Councillor   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mr. Byvelds: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
Councillor 
Township of South Dundas 
4893 County Rd. 31, RR3 
Williamsburg, ON  K0C 2H0 
  
 
Attention:  Mr. Jim Graham, Councillor   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mr. Graham: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
Councillor 
Township of South Dundas 
23 Steward Dr., P.O. Box 1093 
Morrisburg, ON  K0C 1X0 
  
 
Attention:  Mr. Delbert Jones, Councillor   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mr. Jones: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
Chief Admisistrative Officer 
Township of South Dundas 
4296 County Road 31/Bank St., PO Box 160 
Williamsburg, ON  K0C 2H0 
  
 
Attention:  Mr. Stephen McDonald, Chief Admisistrative Officer   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mr. McDonald: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
Manager, Planning and Enforcement 
Township of South Dundas 
4296 County Road 31/Bank St., PO Box 160 
Williamsburg, ON  K0C 2H0 
  
 
Attention:  Mr. Don J.W. Lewis, Manager, Planning and Enforcement   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mr. Lewis: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
Mayor 
Township of North Dundas 
13200 County Road #3, RR #2 
Winchester, ON  K0C 2K0 
  
 
Attention:  Mr. Alvin Runnalls, Mayor   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mr. Runnalls: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
Deputy Mayor 
Township of North Dundas 
10834 County Road #43, RR #2 
Mountain, ON  K0E 1S0 
  
 
Attention:  Mrs. Estella Rose, Deputy Mayor   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mrs. Rose: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
Councilor 
Township of North Dundas 
447 May St. 
Winchester, ON  K0C 2K0 
  
 
Attention:  Mr. Allan Armstrong, Councilor   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mr. Armstrong: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
Councilor 
Township of North Dundas 
10560 Nelson Road 
South Mountain, ON  K0E 1W0 
  
 
Attention:  Mr. Eric Duncan, Councilor   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mr. Duncan: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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April 8, 2008 
 
Councilor 
Township of North Dundas 
61 Chesterville Main St. 
Chesterville, ON  K0C 1H0 
  
 
Attention:  Mr. John Thompson, Councilor   
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind 

Farm and the South Branch Wind Farm, in South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear Mr. Thompson: 
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the Notices of 
Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms. These 
projects are to be located in the Township of South Dundas.  Each project is proposed to consist of 
approximately 4 to 6 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity of 10 MW.  The projects will also 
include access roads, overhead and underground electrical cables and a small switching substation. 
The enclosed notices indicate the study area for each project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several aspects of the 
natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, vegetation, noise, viewscapes 
and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be assembled into a final report for public 
and agency review early next year. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming months.  
Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices posted in local 
newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future information sessions, please 
contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also encourage you to contact us with any 
questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects and Environmental Screening. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.
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November 18, 2008 
 
Director, Policy and Relationships Branch 
Ontario Secretariat of Aboriginal Affairs 
720 Bay St. 4th Floor 
Toronto, ON M5G 2K1 
 
 
Attention:  Ms. Pam Wheaton, Director, Policy and Relationships Branch 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Ms. Wheaton: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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November 18, 2008 
 
Council, Crown Law Office-Civil 
Ministry of the Attorney General 
720 Bay St. 8th Floor 
Toronto, ON M5G 2K1 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Grant Wedge, Council, Crown Law Office-Civil 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Mr. Wedge: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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November 18, 2008 
 
Regional Manager 
Ontario Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs 
59 Ministry Rd. 
Kemptville, ON K0G 1J0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Gary McTavish, Regional Manager 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Mr. McTavish: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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November 18, 2008 
 
Information Assistant 
Ontario Ministry of Economic Development 
8th Floor, Hearst Block, 900 Bay Street 
Toronto, ON M7A 2E1 
 
 
Attention:  Ms. Arta Lena, Information Assistant 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Ms. Lena: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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November 18, 2008 
 
Manager, Facilities and Licensing 
Ontario Energy Board 
P.O. Box 2319, 2300 Yonge Street 
Toronto, ON M4P 1E4 
 
 
Attention:  Mr.  Neil McKay, Manager, Facilities and Licensing 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Mr.  McKay: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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November 18, 2008 
 
Acting Manager Community Planning and Development 
Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing, Municipal Services Office -Eastern Ontario 
Rockwood House, 8 Estate Lane 
Kingston, ON K7M 9A8 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Michael Elms, Acting Manager Community Planning and 

Development 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Mr. Elms: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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November 18, 2008 
 
Senior Policy Advisor 
Ontario Native Affairs Secretariat 
4th Floor, 720 Bay Street 
Toronto, ON M5G 2K1 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. David Pickles, Senior Policy Advisor 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Mr. Pickles: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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November 18, 2008 
 
Efficiency Advisor 
Ontario Ministry of Energy - Renewables Office 
3rd Floor, 800 Bay Street 
Toronto, ON M7A 2C1 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Neil Hutchings, Efficiency Advisor 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Mr. Hutchings: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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November 18, 2008 
 
Acting Director of Negotiations 
Ontario Native Affairs Secretariat 
4th Floor, 720 Bay Street 
Toronto, ON M5G 2K1 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Chris Maher, Acting Director of Negotiations 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Mr. Maher: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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November 18, 2008 
 
EAAB-Eastern Region 
Ontario Ministry of the Environment  
113 Amelia st. First floor 
Cornwall, ON K6H 3P1 
 
 
Attention:  Ms. Terry Forester, EAAB-Eastern Region 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Ms. Forester: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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November 18, 2008 
 
MPP, Dundas -Stormount-South Gengarry 
Government of Ontario 
20 Montreal Rd, 2nd Flr 
Cornwall, ON K6H 1B1 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Jim Brownell, MPP, Dundas -Stormount-South Gengarry 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Mr. Brownell: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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November 18, 2008 
 
District Manager, Kemptville District 
Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources 
10 Campus Drive, PO Bag 2002 
Kemptville, ON K0G 1J0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Alex Gardner, District Manager, Kemptville District 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Mr. Gardner: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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November 18, 2008 
 
Director of Eastern Region 
Ontario Ministry of Transportation 
1355 John Counter Boulevard, Postal Bag 4000 
Kingston, ON K7L 5A3 
 
 
Attention:  Ms. Kathryn Moore, Director of Eastern Region 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Ms. Moore: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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November 18, 2008 
 
Claims Analyst, Specific Claims Branch 
Department of Indian and Northern Affairs 
10 Wellington St, Room 1310 
Gatineau, QC K1A 0H4 
 
 
Attention:  Ms.  Janet Townson, Claims Analyst, Specific Claims Branch 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Ms.  Townson: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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November 18, 2008 
 
Director, Litigation Management and Resolution Branch 
Department of Indian and Northern Affairs 
10 Wellington St 
Gatineau, QC K1A 0H4 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Daniel Ricard, Director, Litigation Management and Resolution 

Branch 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Mr. Ricard: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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November 18, 2008 
 
Acting Director, Comprehensive Claims Branch 
Department of Indian and Northern Affairs 
10 Wellington St, Room 1310 
Gatineau, QC K1A 0H4 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Kevin Clement, Acting Director, Comprehensive Claims Branch 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Mr. Clement: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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November 18, 2008 
 
Manager, Environmental Assessment and Federal Programs 
Environment Canada 
867 Lakeshore Road, P.O. Box 5050 
Burlington, ON L7R  4A6 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Rob Dobos, Manager, Environmental Assessment and Federal 

Programs 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Mr. Dobos: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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November 18, 2008 
 
Director, Ontario Regional Office 
Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency 
55 St. Clair Avenue East, Room 907 
Toronto, ON M4T 1M2 
 
 
Attention:  Ms. Louise Knox, Director, Ontario Regional Office 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Ms. Knox: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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November 18, 2008 
 
General Manager 
South Nation River Conservation Authority 
Box 69 
Berwick, ON K0C 1G0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Dennis O'Grady, General Manager 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Mr. O'Grady: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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November 18, 2008 
 
County Planner and Head of Planning Dept. 
United Counties of Stormount, Dundas and Glengarry 
Suite 204, 26 Pitt Street 
Cornwall, ON K6J 3P2 
 
 
Attention:  Mr.  Michael  Otis, County Planner and Head of Planning Dept. 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Mr.  Otis: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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November 18, 2008 
 
Warden 
United Counties of Stormount, Dundas and Glengarry 
2326 County Road 12 
Berwick, ON K0C 1G0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Dennis Fife, Warden 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Mr. Fife: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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November 18, 2008 
 
Mayor 
Township of North Dundas 
13200 County Road #3, RR #2 
Winchester, ON K0C 2K0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Alvin Runnalls, Mayor 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Mr. Runnalls: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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November 18, 2008 
 
Deputy Mayor 
Township of North Dundas 
10834 County Road #43, RR #2 
Mountain, ON K0E 1S0 
 
 
Attention:  Ms. Estella Rose, Deputy Mayor 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Ms. Rose: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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November 18, 2008 
 
Councilor 
Township of North Dundas 
447 May St. 
Winchester, ON K0C 2K0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Allan Armstrong, Councilor 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Mr. Armstrong: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
 

61



November 18, 2008 
 
Councilor 
Township of North Dundas 
10560 Nelson Road 
South Mountain, ON K0E 1W0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Eric Duncan, Councilor 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Mr. Duncan: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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November 18, 2008 
 
Councilor 
Township of North Dundas 
61 Chesterville Main St. 
Chesterville, ON K0C 1H0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. John Thompson, Councilor 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Boundary 

Windfarm, in South Dundas, Ontario 
 
Dear Mr. Thompson: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is pleased to submit the Notice of Commencement of Environmental 
Screening for the Boundary Windfarm. This project is to be located in the Township of South 
Dundas and will consist of approximately 4 or 5 wind turbines with a total nameplate capacity 
of 10 MW.  The project will also include access roads, overhead and underground electrical 
cables and a small switching substation. The enclosed notice indicate the study area for this 
project.   
 
The Environmental Screening will investigate potential impacts of the project on several 
aspects of the natural, social, cultural and economic environments including wildlife, 
vegetation, noise, viewscapes and economy.  Results of the research and field studies will be 
assembled into a final report for public and agency review in 2009. 
 
As part of the screening process, public information sessions will be held in the coming 
months.  Notification of these public events will be available through mail-outs and notices 
posted in local newspapers. If you would like to be notified of project updates and future 
information sessions, please contact us to be added to our project mailing list.  I also 
encourage you to contact us with any questions or concerns regarding the proposed projects 
and Environmental Screening. 
 
Sincerely,   
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl.
 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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From: "Jacinta McNairn" <jacinta@mkince.ca>
Date: May 12, 2008 1:30:22 PM GMT-04:00
To: "Forrester, Terri \(ENE\)" <Terri.Forrester@ontario.ca>
Cc: "Irene Powers" <Ipowers@prowind.ca>
Subject: Re: South Branch and Brinston Wind Farms, South Dundas 

Hello Terri.
 
We will gladly add your name to our contact list for the Brinston and South 
Branch Wind Farm environmental assessments.  We look forward to 
speaking with you over the next year as the environmental assessments 
for these projects progress.
 
Regards,
Jacinta.
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng., M.Sc.
M.K.Ince and Associates Ltd.,  Wind Energy Engineering
35 Main Street North, Unit #32, P.O. Box 650
Waterdown, Ontario, Canada L0R 2H0 
Phone: (905) 689-3900 or (705) 835-3513
Fax: (905) 689-8195
email: jacinta@mkince.ca
www.mkince.ca 
----- Original Message -----
From: Forrester, Terri (ENE)
To: jacinta@mkince.ca
Sent: Friday, May 09, 2008 4:35 PM
Subject: South Branch and Brinston Wind Farms, South Dundas

Hello Jacinta
 
I have received the Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening 
for the Brinston Wind Farm and South Branch Wind Farm.  As the 
Environmental Officer for this geographic area, I am requesting that you 
kindly add me to your mailing list to ensure I am kept informed of 
upcoming information sessions and project updates related to the 
Environmental Screening.
 
Thank you,
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mailto:jacinta@mkince.ca
http://www.mkince.ca/
mailto:Terri.Forrester@ontario.ca
mailto:jacinta@mkince.ca


Terri
 
Terri Forrester
Environmental Officer
Ministry of the Environment
Cornwall Area Office
Phone: (613) 933-0709
Fax: (613) 933-6402 
 

No virus found in this incoming message.
Checked by AVG. 
Version: 7.5.524 / Virus Database: 269.23.11/1422 - Release Date: 
08/05/2008 5:24 PM
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Ministry of Natural 
Resources 
 
Kemptville District 
 
10 Campus Drive 
Postal Bag 2002 
Kemptville, ON K0G 1J0 
Tel: 613-258-8386 
Fax: 613-258-3920 

Ministère des Richesses 
naturelles 
 
District de Kemptville 
 
10 Dr. Campus 
Sac Postal, 2002 
Kemptville, ON K0G 1J0 
Tél.:    613-258-8386 
Téléc.: 613-258-3920 

   

 
May 13, 2008 
 
RE: Notice of Commencement, Brinston & South Branch Wind Farms, Dundas 
County 
 
Dear Jacinta McNairn: 
 
Thank you for providing us with an opportunity to comment on the Environmental 
Screening Process for both the Brinston & South Branch Wind Farms.  We have 
addressed your questions from your email correspondence from May 13, 2008 and 
have outlined, to the extent possible at this time, our interests in the project. 
 
Our office does not have any information to provide regarding raptor and bird 
populations in the project area.  The Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR) has three 
sets of guidelines for addressing birds and bats during the design and development of 
new wind power proposals and these are attached for your convenience: 
 

o Guideline to Assist in the Review of Wind Power Proposals: Potential Impacts to 
Bats and Bat Habitat (Development Working Draft, August 2007) 

 
o Guideline to Assist in the Review of Wind Power Proposals: Potential Impacts to 

Birds and Bird Habitat 
 

Note: With respect to the monitoring program, it is important that both the spring 
and fall migratory periods are included. 

 
Both of these guidelines are attached for your reference.  Furthermore, these guidelines 
outline MNRs role relative to Environment Canada in reviewing impacts to birds and 
bats in wind power proposals. 
 
Based on a preliminary review of the natural heritage features in the area, my office 
would like an opportunity to review and comment on the following: 
 

o Provincially Significant Woodlands: In both project areas, there are provincially 
significant woodlands.  MNR is interested in reviewing and having an opportunity 
to comment on the siting of the turbines relative to these features. 

 
o Species at Risk:  For information on the location of Species at Risk, please visit 

the Natural Heritage Information Centre: 
 

http://nhic.mnr.gov.on.ca/nhic_.cfm 
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On June 30, 2008, the new Endangered Species Act, 2007 will be in effect.  
MNR would like an opportunity to review the results of the monitoring of both 
birds and bats before mitigation measures are selected, e.g. siting of turbines, to 
identify any species that are protected by the legislation.   
 

o Other birds and bats: MNR would like an opportunity to review the results of the 
monitoring to determine any other species of birds and bats that are of provincial 
interest that may be affected by the project. 

 
For all of the natural heritage features identified above, MNR would like an opportunity 
review and provide comments on the project before the Notice of Completion and the 30 
day review period.  For our information could you please provide a timeline of when you 
expect monitoring to be complete and when you will be beginning to select mitigation 
options related to the natural heritage features described above? 
 
If you have any additional questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact me.  
Thanks again for the opportunity to provide comment and we look forward to receiving 
more information as the environmental screening process progresses. 
 
Yours truly,  
 
 
Sarah MacHardy 
Water Resources Coordinator 
Kemptville District 
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BOUNDARY, SOUTH BRANCH AND BRINSTON WIND FARMS 
PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE 

   
Date:  Thursday, January 29, 2009 from 5:30 to 8:30 PM 

Location: Matilda Hall, 4421 County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, ON 
 

Prowind Canada Inc. is proposing three 10MW wind farm projects southwest of Brinston, Ontario in the Township 
of South Dundas.  The Environmental Screening process for the Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms 
commenced in April 2008 with the issuance of the Notice of Commencement.  A similar Notice of 
Commencement for the Boundary Wind Farm was issued in November 2008.  Prowind Canada Inc. and their 
consultants M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. would like to invite you to attend a Public Open House regarding the 
initial components of the project and some general information about wind energy.  This Open House will allow us 
to exhibit a variety of wind energy studies, introduce the project, and gain your feedback, through a series of 
posters and discussions with experienced project representatives.   
 
Each of the three Wind Farms is proposed to include up to five wind turbines, for a total of up to fifteen turbines 
contained within the study areas shown on the map below.  Each turbine will have a nameplate capacity of 
approximately 2MW.  The electricity produced at each of these three locations could power approximately 3,000 
average Ontario homes. 
 
The Environmental Screening includes an analysis of the potential impacts of the proposed projects on the 
natural, social, and cultural aspects of the environment during the construction, operation and decommissioning 
of the project.  The Open House will address the components to be included in the Screening Report, including 
preliminary results where available, along with some additional project details.  Public consultation is a 
requirement of the Environmental Screening process as outlined in the Ontario Ministry of the Environment’s 
“Guide to Environmental Assessment Requirements for Electricity Projects”. 
 
Please join us anytime between 5:30 pm and 8:30 pm at Matilda Hall, 4421 County Road 16 (Brinston Road) in 
Dixon’s Corners for light refreshments.  Tell us what you think about wind energy and the proposed project, ask 
questions or just have a look around.  If you have any questions, or would like to be informed of any 
developments, please contact: 

Prowind Canada Inc. M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. 
Cathy Weston Caitlyn MacMaster 
215 Sanders St. PO Box 650, 35 Main St. N. 
Kemptville, ON Waterdown, ON 
Tel:  613 258 6700 Tel:  905 689 3900 
Fax: 613 258 6722 Fax:  905 689 8195 
Email: cweston@prowind.ca Email: caitlyn.macmaster@mkince.ca 

 
 

Figure 2 Boundary Wind Farm Figure 1 Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms 
1
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Distribution	  Routes	  for	  Boundary	  Open	  House	  Invitation	  
	  

Road	  Name	   Segment	  Range	   Building	  Count	  

Glen Stewart Rd. Shanley - Carman Rd 35 
Gilmour Rd Carman – Hainsville South Branch 6 
Hainsville South  Branch Rd Gilmour – Hainsvlle Rd 17 
Levere Rd / Hainsville Rd. Webb - Carman 35 
Carman Rd. Hainsville - Branch 20 
Sandy Creek Rd Byker - Carman 16 
Byker Rd Glen Stewart Rd – Branch Rd 0 
Branch Rd Byker - Carman 14 
Dobbie Rd Cty Rd 22 – Byker Rd 9 
New Ross Rd Branch – Sandy Creek 3 
Pitt Rd Glen Stewart - Byker 10 
William Street and Cindy Cres Glen Stewart - Carman 13 
   

SUBTOTAL  178 
TOTAL Subtotal + 10% 196 

	  

Distribution	  Routes	  for	  Brinston	  and	  South	  Branch	  Open	  House	  Invitation	  

	  

Road	  Name	   Segment	  Range	   Building	  Count	  
Cook Road Nine Mile Road - Brinston Road 12 
Dundela Road Brinston Road - Markell Road 14 
Brinston Road Snowbird Road - Cook Road 54 
Branch Road Fulton Road - Brinston Road 2 
Gilmour Road Taylor Road - Brinston Road 38 
Henderson Road Brinston Road - Coons Road 15 
Bell Road Henderson Road - Dundela Road 4 
Smail Road Bell Road - Heritage Road 9 
Payne Road Henderson Road - Smail Road 1 
Willow Road Henderson Road - Payne Road 4 
Coons Road Devies Road - Henderson Road  9 
Devies Road Snowbird Road - Coons Road 3 
      

SUBTOTAL   165 
TOTAL Subtotal + 10% 182 

	  

	  

Total Invitations distributed for the Brinston, South Branch and Boundary Open House  378 
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Subject:  Invitation to Public Open House for Brinston, Boundary and South Branch 
Wind Farms 

Date:  Fri, 16 Jan 2009 09:28:04 -0500 
From:  Cathy Weston <cweston@prowind.ca> 

To:  Caitlyn MacMaster <caitlyn.macmaster@mkince.ca> 
BCC:  Stakeholder mailing list 

 
 
Dear Sir or Madam, 
 
Prowind Canada and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a public 
Open House for the Boundary, Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms on January 29th, 2009. 
 The Open House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results 
from the Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond 
to questions and comments regarding the wind farm projects and wind energy in general.  The 
Open House is intended to partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the 
Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three wind farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each 
capable of producing 2MW of electricity.  The total combined nameplate capacity of the farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW -  enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario homes.  The 
projects are proposed in South Dundas County near Brinston, Ontario. 
 
I’ve attached a copy of the newspaper advertisement that you may have seen in the Morrisburg 
Leader on January 14th inviting all interested parties to join us at the Open House.  
 
For further details on the Boundary, Brinston or South Branch Wind Farm projects, please join us 
any time between 5:30 and 8:30pm on Thursday, January 29, 2009 at Matilda Hall, 4421 County 
Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, ON.  Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Cathy Weston 
--  
Cathy Weston 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
613.258.6700 (t) 
613.258.6722 (f) 
cweston@prowind.ca 
 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON K0G 1J0 
www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Chief 
Algonquins of Pikwàkanagàn 
P.O. Box 100, Pikwakanagan 
Golden Lake, ON K0J 1X0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Kirby Whiteduck, Chief 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Whiteduck 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Director, Ontario Regional Office 
Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency 
55 St. Clair Avenue East, Room 907 
Toronto, ON M4T 1M2 
 
 
Attention:  Ms. Louise Knox, Director, Ontario Regional Office 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Ms. Knox 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Claims Analyst, Specific Claims Branch 
Department of Indian and Northern Affairs 
10 Wellington St, Room 1310 
Gatineau, QC K1A 0H4 
 
 
Attention:  Ms.  Janet Townson, Claims Analyst, Specific Claims Branch 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Ms.  Townson 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Director, Litigation Management and Resolution Branch 
Department of Indian and Northern Affairs 
10 Wellington St 
Gatineau, QC K1A 0H4 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Daniel Ricard, Director, Litigation Management and Resolution Branch 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Ricard 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Acting Director, Comprehensive Claims Branch 
Department of Indian and Northern Affairs 
10 Wellington St, Room 1310 
Gatineau, QC K1A 0H4 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Kevin Clement, Acting Director, Comprehensive Claims Branch 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Clement 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Manager, Environmental Assessment and Federal Programs 
Environment Canada 
867 Lakeshore Road, P.O. Box 5050 
Burlington, ON L7R  4A6 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Rob Dobos, Manager, Environmental Assessment and Federal Programs 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Dobos 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
EA Officer 
Environment Canada, Environmental Protection Operations Division - Ontario 
4905 Dufferin Street 
Toronto, ON M3H 5T4 
 
 
Attention:  Ms. Sheryl Lusk, EA Officer 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Ms. Lusk 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
MPP, Dundas -Stormont-South Gengarry 
Government of Ontario 
20 Montreal Rd, 2nd Flr 
Cornwall, ON K6H 1B1 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Jim Brownell, MPP, Dundas -Stormount-South Gengarry 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Brownell 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Acting Manager Community Planning and Development 
Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing, Municipal Services Office -Eastern Ontario 
Rockwood House, 8 Estate Lane 
Kingston, ON K7M 9A8 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Michael Elms, Acting Manager Community Planning and Development 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Elms 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Council, Crown Law Office-Civil 
Ministry of the Attorney General 
720 Bay St. 8th Floor 
Toronto, ON M5G 2K1 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Grant Wedge, Council, Crown Law Office-Civil 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Wedge 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Grand Chief 
Mohawk Council of Akwesasne 
P.O. Box 579 
Cornwall, ON K6H 5T3 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Timothy Thompson, Grand Chief 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Thompson 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Director, Sustainable Development 
Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte 
R.R. #1, Tyendinaga Mohawk Territory 
, ON K0K 1X0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Jason Neepin, Director, Sustainable Development 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Neepin 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Lands and Estates Program Manager 
Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte 
R.R. #1, Tyendinaga Mohawk Territory 
, ON K0K 1X0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Ken Brant, Lands and Estates Program Manager 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Brant 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
 

19



 

 
January 5, 2009 
 
Chief 
Mohawks of the Bay of Quinte 
R.R. #1, Tyendinaga Mohawk Territory 
, ON K0K 1X0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Donald Maracle, Chief 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Maracle 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Environmental Assessment Officer  
Natural Resources Canada, Renewable and Electrical Energy Division 
615 Booth Street, 1st Floor, Room 160I 
Ottawa, ON K1A 0E9 
 
 
Attention:  Ms. Julie Harris, Environmental Assessment Officer  
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Ms. Harris 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Manager, Facilities and Licensing 
Ontario Energy Board 
P.O. Box 2319, 2300 Yonge Street 
Toronto, ON M4P 1E4 
 
 
Attention:  Mr.  Neil McKay, Manager, Facilities and Licensing 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr.  McKay 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Regional Manager 
Ontario Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs 
59 Ministry Rd. 
Kemptville, ON K0G 1J0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Gary McTavish, Regional Manager 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. McTavish 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Information Assistant 
Ontario Ministry of Economic Development 
8th Floor, Hearst Block, 900 Bay Street 
Toronto, ON M7A 2E1 
 
 
Attention:  Ms. Arta Lena, Information Assistant 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Ms. Lena 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Efficiency Advisor 
Ontario Ministry of Energy - Renewables Office 
3rd Floor, 800 Bay Street 
Toronto, ON M7A 2C1 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Neil Hutchings, Efficiency Advisor 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Hutchings 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Ontario Ministry of Energy and Infrastructure 
900 Bay Street, Hearst Block, 4th Floor 
Toronto, ON M7A 2E1 
 
 
Attention:   General Delivery,  
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear :  Sir or Madam 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Planner 
Ontario Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing, Municipal Services Office -Eastern Ontario 
8 Estate lane 
Kingston, ON K7M 9A8 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. John Macdonald, Planner 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Macdonald 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
District Manager, Kemptville District 
Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources 
10 Campus Drive, PO Bag 2002 
Kemptville, ON K0G 1J0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Alex Gardner, District Manager, Kemptville District 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Gardner 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
EAAB-Eastern Region 
Ontario Ministry of the Environment  
113 Amelia st. First floor 
Cornwall, ON K6H 3P1 
 
 
Attention:  Ms. Terri Forester, EAAB-Eastern Region 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Ms. Forester 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Eastern Region 
Ontario Ministry of the Environment  
1259 Gardiners Road, PO Box 22032 
Kingston, ON K7M 8S5 
 
 
Attention:  Ms. Vicki Michell, Eastern Region 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Ms. Michell 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
District Manager 
Ontario Ministry of the Environment, Environmental Assessment and Approvals Board - Eastern 
Region, Ottawa District 
2430 Don Reid Drive 
Ottawa, ON K1H 1E1 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Steve Burns, District Manager 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Burns 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Director of Eastern Region 
Ontario Ministry of Transportation 
1355 John Counter Boulevard, Postal Bag 4000 
Kingston, ON K7L 5A3 
 
 
Attention:  Ms. Kathryn Moore, Director of Eastern Region 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Ms. Moore 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Senior Policy Advisor 
Ontario Native Affairs Secretariat 
4th Floor, 720 Bay Street 
Toronto, ON M5G 2K1 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. David Pickles, Senior Policy Advisor 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Pickles 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Acting Director of Negotiations 
Ontario Native Affairs Secretariat 
4th Floor, 720 Bay Street 
Toronto, ON M5G 2K1 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Chris Maher, Acting Director of Negotiations 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Maher 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Director, Policy and Relationships Branch 
Ontario Secretariat of Aboriginal Affairs 
720 Bay St. 4th Floor 
Toronto, ON M5G 2K1 
 
 
Attention:  Ms. Pam Wheaton, Director, Policy and Relationships Branch 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Ms. Wheaton 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
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January 5, 2009 
 
General Manager 
South Nation River Conservation Authority 
Box 69 
Berwick, ON K0C 1G0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Dennis O'Grady, General Manager 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. O'Grady 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Mayor 
Township of North Dundas 
13200 County Road #3, RR #2 
Winchester, ON K0C 2K0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Alvin Runnalls, Mayor 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Runnalls 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Deputy Mayor 
Township of North Dundas 
10834 County Road #43, RR #2 
Mountain, ON K0E 1S0 
 
 
Attention:  Ms. Estella Rose, Deputy Mayor 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Ms. Rose 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Councilor 
Township of North Dundas 
447 May St. 
Winchester, ON K0C 2K0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Allan Armstrong, Councilor 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Armstrong 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Councilor 
Township of North Dundas 
10560 Nelson Road 
South Mountain, ON K0E 1W0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Eric Duncan, Councilor 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Duncan 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Councilor 
Township of North Dundas 
61 Chesterville Main St. 
Chesterville, ON K0C 1H0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. John Thompson, Councilor 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Thompson 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Deputy Mayor 
Township of South Dundas 
13902 Willbruck Dr., RR1 
Morrisburg, ON K0C 1X0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Robert Gillard, Deputy Mayor 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Gillard 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Councillor 
Township of South Dundas 
12425 Garlough Rd., RR1 
Williamsburg, ON K0C 2H0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Steven  Byvelds, Councillor 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Byvelds 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Councillor 
Township of South Dundas 
4893 County Rd. 31, RR3 
Williamsburg, ON K0C 2H0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Jim Graham, Councillor 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Graham 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Councillor 
Township of South Dundas 
23 Steward Dr., P.O. Box 1093 
Morrisburg, ON K0C 1X0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Delbert Jones, Councillor 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Jones 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Chief Administrative Officer 
Township of South Dundas 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Stephen McDonald, Chief Administrative Officer 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. McDonald 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Manager, Planning and Enforcement 
Township of South Dundas 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Don J.W. Lewis, Manager, Planning and Enforcement 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Lewis 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
County Planner and Head of Planning Dept. 
United Counties of Stormont, Dundas and Glengarry 
Suite 204, 26 Pitt Street 
Cornwall, ON K6J 3P2 
 
 
Attention:  Mr.  Michael  Otis, County Planner and Head of Planning Dept. 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr.  Otis 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Warden 
United Counties of Stormont, Dundas and Glengarry 
2326 County Road 12 
Berwick, ON K0C 1G0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Dennis Fife, Warden 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Fife 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Planning Assistant 
South Nation Conservation Authority 
P.O. Box 29 38 Victoria Street 
Finch, Ontario K0C 1K0 
 
 
Attention:  Ms. Sandra Mancini, Planning Assistant 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Ms. Mancini 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Planning Assistant 
South Nation Conservation Authority 
P.O. Box 29 38 Victoria Street 
Finch, Ontario K0C 1K0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Nathan Farrell, Planning Assistant 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Farrell 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Planning Assistant 
South Nation Conservation Authority 
P.O. Box 29 38 Victoria Street 
Finch, Ontario K0C 1K0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Mathieu Leblanc, Planning Assistant 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Leblanc 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 
 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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Please	  flip	  over	  to	  continue…	  
 

	  

Brinston,	  South	  Branch	  and	  Boundary	  Wind	  Farms	  –	  Public	  Information	  Open	  House	  #1	  

January	  29th,	  2009,	  5:30	  p.m.	  -‐	  8:30	  p.m.,	  Matilda	  Hall,	  Dixons	  Corners	  

Please	  return	  to:	  	  M.K.	  Ince	  and	  Associates	  Ltd.,	  P.O.	  Box	  650,	  35	  Main	  St.	  N.	  Suite	  32,	  Waterdown,	  Ontario,	  L0R	  2H0	   	  

	  
Your	  feedback	  is	  important	  to	  us!	  We	  appreciate	  the	  time	  taken	  to	  fill	  out	  this	  questionnaire.	  	  

	  

We	  are	  collecting	  this	  information	  to	  help	  us	  understand	  your	  concerns	  and	  improve	  every	  aspect	  of	  our	  project.	  Personal	  information	  (name,	  
contact	  info)	  collected	  as	  part	  of	  this	  questionnaire	  is	  for	  internal	  office	  use	  only	  and	  will	  not	  be	  published	  or	  made	  available	  to	  anyone.	  	  

Your	  comments	  may	  be	  anonymously	  published	  in	  our	  Environmental	  Assessment	  Screening	  Report.	  
	  

Contact	  Information	  
	  

Name:	  	   	  

Place	  of	  Primary	  Residence	  (City/Town):	  	   	  

Place	  of	  Secondary	  Residence	  (if	  applicable):	   	  

Address	  (including	  Postal	  Code):	   	  

Telephone	  Number(s):	   	   E-‐mail:	   	  
	  

Correspondence	  
	  

Would	  you	  like	  to	  be	  placed	  on	  our	  MAILING	  LIST	  to	  receive	  future	  correspondence?	   Yes	   	   No	   	  
	  

How	  would	  you	  prefer	  to	  receive	  correspondence?	   E-‐mail	   	   Mail	   	  
	  

Have	  you	  received	  official	  correspondence	  in	  the	  mail?	   Yes	   	   No	   	  

(Notice	  of	  Commencement,	  Open	  House	  Invite)	  
	  

Have	  you	  seen	  official	  Brinston/South	  Branch/Boundary	  Wind	  Farm	  notices	  in	  the	  newspapers?	   Yes	   	   No	   	  

(Notice	  of	  Commencement,	  Public	  Open	  House	  Ads)	  
	  

Which	  of	  the	  three	  projects	  are	  you	  most	  interested	  in?	  (Check	  all	  that	  apply)	   Brinston	  	   	   South	  Branch	   	   Boundary	   	  

	  
Please	  circle	  the	  most	  appropriate	  response.	  
	   	   NO	   	   Undecided	   	   YES	  

Do	  you	  support	  Wind	  Energy	  in	  general?	  	   	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  

Why	  or	  Why	  Not?	   	   	   	   	   	   	  

	   	   	   	   	   	   	  
	  
Do	  you	  support	  Wind	  Energy	  coming	  to	  your	  Municipality?	  	   	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  

Why	  or	  Why	  Not?	   	   	   	   	   	   	  

	   	   	   	   	   	   	  
	  
Do	  you	  support	  the	  Brinston,	  South	  Branch	  and	  Boundary	  Wind	  Farms?	   	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  

Why	  or	  Why	  Not?	   	   	   	   	   	   	  

	   	   	   	   	   	   	  
	  
Have	  these	  opinions	  changed	  since	  the	  project	  was	  first	  announced?	   	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  

Why	  or	  Why	  Not?	   	   	   	   	   	   	  
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Thank	  You!	  	  	  	  	   We	  Hope	  You	  Enjoyed	  Your	  Visit!	  
 

After	  visiting	  this	  Public	  Information	  Open	  House….	  
	  

	  	  What	  QUESTIONS	  or	  CONCERNS	  do	  you	  still	  have	  about	  Wind	  Energy	  in	  general?	  
	  
	  
	  
	  	  What	  QUESTIONS	  or	  CONCERNS	  do	  you	  still	  have	  about	  the	  Brinston	  Wind	  Farm?	  	  	  
	  
	  
	  
	  	  What	  QUESTIONS	  or	  CONCERNS	  do	  you	  still	  have	  about	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm?	  
	  
	  
	  
	  	  What	  QUESTIONS	  or	  CONCERNS	  do	  you	  still	  have	  about	  the	  Boundary	  Wind	  Farm?	  
	  
	  
	  
	  	  Do	  you	  have	  any	  SUGGESTIONS	  for	  any	  aspect	  of	  the	  project?	  
	  
	  
	  

What	  did	  you	  think	  of	  the	  first	  Public	  Information	  Open	  House?	   	   NO	   	   Impartial	   	   YES	  

Did	  the	  location	  of	  the	  Open	  House	  suit	  you?	  	   	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  

Location	  Preference:	   	  
	  

Did	  the	  time	  and	  date	  of	  the	  Open	  House	  suit	  you?	  	   	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  

Time	  and	  Day	  Preference?	   	  
	  

Do	  you	  think	  this	  event	  was	  timely	  (early	  /	  late	  enough	  in	  the	  project	  process)?	   	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  

Comments:	   	  
	  

Did	  you	  find	  this	  event	  informative?	  Did	  you	  learn	  anything	  new?	   	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  

Comments:	   	  
	  

Did	  you	  learn	  anything	  today	  that	  was	  contrary	  to	  what	  you	  previously	  believed?	   	   1	   2	   3	   4	   5	  

Comments:	   	  
	  
	  

Would	  you	  like	  any	  further	  information?	  
	  

	  	  Please	  check	  the	  topics	  for	  which	  you	  would	  like	  to	  receive	  more	  information,	  and	  complete	  the	  contact	  information	  below.	  
	  

Property	  Values	   	   Infrasound	   	   Ont.	  Public	  Opinion	  Survey	   	   	  
Health	  Studies	   	   Prov.	  Noise	  Regulations	   	   Other	  (Please	  Specify)	   	   	  
	  

	  	  Preferred	  method	  of	  delivery	  for	  requested	  information:	  
	  

Email	   	   Mail	   	   Address:	   	  
	  

Please	  tell	  us	  a	  little	  bit	  about	  yourself!	  
	  

Age:	  	   	   Occupation:	  	   	  

Number	  of	  years	  in	  this	  area:	   	   Amount	  of	  time	  of	  each	  year	  spent	  locally	  (%):	   	  

Do	  you	  have	  children	  attending	  school	  in	  the	  community?	  	   	   Do	  you	  consider	  yourself	  active	  in	  the	  community?	   	  

Do	  you	  belong	  to	  any	  organizations	  in	  the	  area?	  If	  so,	  which	  ones?	  	   	  

What	  qualities	  to	  you	  most	  value	  about	  the	  local	  area	  and	  community?	   	  

	  

Is	  there	  anything	  else	  you’d	  like	  to	  express	  to	  us?	   	  
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Boundary – South Branch – Brinston Windfarms  
Public Open House 
January 29, 2009 
 
Following is a summary of the questions asked by attendees of the Open House meeting for Boundary, 
Brinston and South Branch wind farm projects in Dixon’s Corners, Ontario on January 29, 2009.  
Responses to these questions are also provided for reference. 
 

 
Will the turbines have negative effects on health?  
There is no scientific evidence to indicate a relationship between negative health effects and proximity to 
wind turbines.  Several studies were on-hand in support of this statement. 
  
Will the ground vibrations shake the pipes in a house?  
No this is not an issue. If a distant house were affected by vibrations then the effect of the vibrations on the 
turbine itself would be very detrimental.  
  
Will the turbines kill many birds?  
A typical turbine will kill 1.5 birds per year, which compared to skyscrapers and smokestacks is minimal. 
Even so, the purpose of the EA is to identify important species and to be sure that the location is 
appropriate for a wind farm.  
  
Will the turbines be noisy?  
There are minimum setbacks from houses which must be respected in order to meet noise requirements. In 
addition, noise modeling is performed to ensure noise requirements are met. The turbines will be about as 
noisy as a refrigerator when the wind is blowing.  
  
How will the presence of wind turbines affect property values?  
Studies done in the US have found that there is no effect on property values on houses near wind farms. 
One of these studies was on hand at the meeting.  A study is currently being done in Canada by CanWEA.   
  
Will electromagnetic radiation from the turbines be harmful?  
Electromagnetic radiation is more of a concern with transmission at voltages much higher than the voltages 
that will be used to transmit the electricity generated at the wind farm.  Also, the intensity of the radiation 
diminishes very rapidly with distance from equipment, so that current ambient levels of radiation will not 
be significantly impacted.    
  
How many wind turbines will there be?  
Plans are for up to 5 turbines per farm.  
  
Are there concerns about vibration and infrasound?  
There are many other sources of vibration and infrasound associated with living in the modern world which 
are not a cause for concern.  Relevant studies were on-hand for reference.  
  
How can we be sure that the Community benefits would be fairly administered?  
The asker was encouraged to write this concern on their survey, and to make suggestions as to how they 
think it could be better done.  Prowind will have to solicit feedback from the community and independent 
parties to determine how to manage this.    
  
When will construction begin and other questions about development timeline.  
Questions about the development timeline were referred to Poster 12 which provided expected dates for 
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project milestones.  
  
Where will turbines be placed and where will subsequent roads would be built.  
Turbine siting is a complex undertaking that must account for various factors, some of which won't be fully 
appreciated until the EA is complete and wind studies are sufficient.  
  
Why aren't turbines put out in the wilderness far from communities?   
There are three basic determining factors of any potential wind site; grid access, wind speed, and land 
space.  Further, Prowind is committed to bringing sustainable solutions to the agricultural community. This 
combination makes the proposed sites well suited for a wind farm.  
  
What considerations are being made for wildlife in the area and nearby wetlands?  
The EA is being done to ensure that impacts on wildlife are minimized.    
  
What size, make and model of turbine are being selected?    
A summary of the decision making process was given.  It was indicated that Prowind is exploring the 
possibility of an on-site turbine construction area.  The turbines will likely be 100 m tall and have a rotor 
diameter of 80 m.  The turbine model is not yet known.  
  
How fast do the turbines rotate?   
Depending on the turbine model, up to approximately 20 RPM.  
  
What kind of maintenance is required?  
A regular maintenance program will be necessary. The major components of the turbines should not require 
replacement during the life of the project.  
  
How much power is generated by each turbine?    
Approximately 500 homes per 2MW turbine.  
  
What is the purpose of the Environmental Assessment?  
An environmental assessment is meant to identify the potential effects of a project on the natural and socio- 
economic environment.  The environmental assessment includes in-depth studies of the birds and wildlife 
in the area, vegetation, and sites of cultural or historical importance.  All aspects of a project are considered 
and ways of mitigating potential harmful effects are identified.  
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Survey Response Summary

PIC Attendees (registered) 51
Completed Surveys 13
Survey Response Ratio 25%

Yes 9 69%
Undecided 3 23%
No 1 8%
Yes 7 54%
Undecided 4 31%
No 2 15%
Yes 6 46%
Undecided 4 31%
No 3 23%

Do you support Wind Energy 
in general?

Do you support Wind Energy 
in your Municipality?

Do you support the Brinston, 
South Branch and Boundary 

Wind Farms?
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Brinston and South Branch Public Information Open House #1
Questionnaire Summary

Attendees

# Name Place of Residence Preferred Contact Info Count

How did you 
hear about the 

meeting?
1 Lorne Strader Brinston 11251 Henderson Road, RR#2 1 newspaper
2 Frank Welsh Iroquois 1 Charles Street 1
3 Maureen Welsh Iroquois 1 Charles Street 1
4 Nelson Zandbergen Iroquois nhzandbergen@hotmail.com 1 word of mouth
5 Eddy and Irene Beaudoin Spencerville/Shanly edirenebeaudoin@gmail.com 2 invitation
6 Joan Allison Morrisburg 1
7 Nick Thurler South Mountain 1 newspaper
8 Bruce Albers Shanly 1 invitation
9 Hilary Albers Shanly 406 Pitt Road, RR#4, Spencerville, ON. 1 invitation

10 Dan Collins Hainsville 10351 Hainsville Rd. 1 invitation
11 Cecil McDermott Brinston 10613 South Rd. 1 word of mouth
12 John Ketelaars Hulbert 3564 Brinston Rd.,South Mountain,ON.1 mail
13 Norman Stewart Brinston RR#2 Brinston Rd./     nstewart@ripnet.com1 newspaper
14 Marlene & Gary Lewis Brinston 4178 Brinston Road 2 newspaper
15 Mike Brown Spencerville 524 Pitt Road, Shanly, ON. K0E 1X0  /  leafs1717@live.com1 flyer
16 Kathy Brown Spencerville 524 Pitt Road, Shanly, ON. K0E 1X0  /  leafs1717@live.com1 flyer
17 Blanche Fulton Brinston 10739 Hulbert Road 1
18 Amanda Smith-Millar Winchester reporter@winchesterpress.on.ca 1 newspaper
19 Dale Siner Brinston 10849 Kirker Road 1
20 Heinz & Helena Claus Matilda 11438 Devries Rd., Williamsburg 2 mail
21 Levi DeJong Spencerville 1 mail
22 Mark Packwood Spencerville 316 County Road 21 1 mail
23 Barry Fawcett Iroquois dibafawcett@ripnet.com 1
24 Dave Kleine Brinston 10123 Sandy Cr. Rd., RR# 1 1 mail
25 John Byker Brinston RR# 1 1 mail
26 Les Cruickshank Morrisburg P.O. Box 780 1 paper
27 Mike McInnis Morrisburg P.O. Box 654 1 paper
28 Bruce Fitzpatrick Brinston 10314 Branch Rd., RR# 1,  613-652-26761 paper
29 David Corkner 3448 County Rd. 8,        613-448-24421 paper
30 Calvin Markell 1003 Cook Rd.,     613-577-1575 1
31 Rebecca Comfort rebleader@vianet.ca paper
32 Dave Shaver rebleader@vianet.ca 1 paper
33 Ron Wilson Morrisburg 12705 County Rd. 28 1 paper
34 Lee McCaslin Iroquois RR# 2 1 paper
35 Robbie Giles Iroquois robbie.giles@sympatico.ca 1 mail
36 Peter Byvelds Brinston pbyvelds@hotmail.com 1 mail
37 Neil Ven Iroquois neilv@xplornet.com 1 newspaper
38 Alan Williamsburg RR# 1 1 mail
39 Harold Tibben Iroquois 1 paper
40 Herman DeVries South Dundas RR# 1 Williamsburg 1 flyer
41 Dale Keyes South Dundas 1 flyer
42 Brent Fawcett South Dundas 1 flyer
43 Francis Henderson Brinston 11381 Henderson Rd., RR# 2 1 flyer
44 Cindy Byker Brinston RR# 1 1
45 Troy Wilson Brinston troy5ford@hotmail.com 1 flyer
46 Crystal Mitchell Brinston mitchell-crystal@hotmail.com 1 flyer
47 Steven Byvelds Iroquois 1 invitation
48 John & Rina Groniger Iroquois rgroniger@ripnet.com 2 flyer

Total number of attendees that signed in (counting couples as two people) 51

How did you hear about the meeting?
Mail / E-mail 9 18%
Newspaper 15 29%
Flyer 9 18%
Word of Mouth 2 4%
Unknown 8 16%
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February 20, 2009 

Via Lettermail 
 
Troy Wilson 
10294 Hainsville Road  
Brinston, Ontario  
K0E 1C0 
 
Dear Troy, 
 
 
Re:   Prowind Canada Open House – January 29th, 2009 
Projects: Brinston, South Branch and Boundary Windfarms  

 
 
 
Prowind is happy to learn of your interest in receiving material on wind energy.  As requested, please 
find enclosed herewith the following studies/reports on wind energy: 
 

1. Ontario Ministry of Environment. Noise Guidelines for Wind Farms, Interpretation for 
Applying MOE NPC Publications to Wind Power Generation Facilities. October 2008. 

 
2. Innovative Research Group. Community Survey prepared for the Canadian Wind 

Energy Association.  May 11, 2007. 
 

 
 
 
Additional material is available for interested members of the public, some of which is not available 
online.  Should you wish to receive a hard copy of the following documents, please feel free to contact 
our office: 

 
 

o Ontario Medical Association. The Illness Costs of Air Pollution: 2005-2026 Health & 
Economic Damage Estimates.  June 2005. ISBN 0-919047-54-8. 

 
o Municipality of Chatham-Kent Publich Health Unit.  Information Report on the Health 

Impact of Wind Turbines.  July 2, 2008.   
 

o The Canadian Wind Energy Association. Wind Energy Quick Facts 
 

o The Canadian Wind Energy Association.  Responding to Concerns about Wind 
Energy. January 2009. 

 
o The Canadian Wind Energy Association. Addressing Concerns with Sound from Wind 

Turbines. January 2009. 
 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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o The Canadian Wind Energy Association.  Addressing Concerns with Wind Turbines 
and Human Health.  January 2009.  

 
o Howe Gastmeier Chapnik Limited (HGC Engineering).  Wind Turbines and 

Infrasound. November 29, 2006. 
 

o Blake, Matlock and Marshal Ltd. Property Value Study : The Relationship of Windmill 
Development and Market Prices.  September 2006. 

 
 
 
 

A large number of reliable sources and wind energy topics can be accessed online. Please feel free to 
visit the following sites for more information.  These sources can provide further detail on property 
values, health studies, sound, wildlife, energy, and other useful as well as interesting facts about wind 
energy.   Please note this information was used as a reference for the material provided and used at 
the Open House on January 29th, 2009.  
 
 

1. Environment Canada. Greenhouse Gas Sources and Sinks. 
http://www.ec.gc.ca/pdb/ghg/inventory_report/2004_report/ta9_5_e.cfm 

 
2. Environment Canada. Clean Air Online.   

http://www.ec.gc.ca/cleanair-airpur/Revised_Mortality_Estimates_Due_to_Air_Pollution-
WS2BFC7599-1_En.htm 

 
3. Industry Canada. (2000). Wind Energy Market.  

http://strategis.ic.gc.ca/epic/site/imr-ri3.nsf/en/gr-83539e.html  
 

4. World Wind Energy Association. (2008). Press Release. February 21, 2008. 
http://www.wwindea.org/home/images/stories/pr_statistics2007_210208_red.pdf 

 
5. Venema, H. D., & Barg, S. (2003). The Full Costs of Thermal Power Production in Eastern 

Canada. Winnipeg, Manitoba: International Institute for Sustainable Development. Page 42 
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2003/energy_fca_canada.pdf 

 
6. Canadian Wind Energy Association. (n.d.). Wind Technology.  

http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/2_technology.pdf 
 

7. Global Wind Energy Council. (2005). Opportunities for a Global Industry. 
http://www.gwec.net/index.php?id=31 
 

8. European Wind Energy Association. (2008). Global Statistics. 
http://www.ewea.org/index.php?id=1487. 
 

9. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Wind Energy Wind Facts.                 
http://canwea.ca/wind-energy/windfacts_e.php 
 

10. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Wind Vision 2025, Backgrounders on Wind Energy, 2008. 
http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/Windvision_summary_e.pdf 
 

11. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Community Benefits. 
http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/12_community.pdf 

 
12. Natural Resources Canada. (2006). The Canadian Renewable Energy Network 

http://canren.gc.ca/tech_appl/index.asp?CaId=6&PgId=232 
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13. Canadian Wind Energy Association. (The sights and Sounds of Wind.  

http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/7_visual_sound.pdf 
 

14. Natural Resources Canada, June 2005, Energy Use Data Handbook, 1990 and 1997 to 2003.  
              http://oee.nrcan.gc.ca/Publications/statistics/handbook06/pdf/handbook06.pdf 

 
15. Focus On Energy (2007). Wind Farms and Birds. 

http://www.focusonenergy.com/files/Document_Management_System/Renewables/W_RI_MK
FS_Windturbinesandbirdsv0207.pdf 

 
16. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Birds, Bats and Wind Energy. 

http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/6_wildlife.pdf 
 

17. Peter J. Poletti (Ph.D., MAI), Poletti and Associates, and Illinois Certified General Real Estate 
Appraiser.  Study commissioned by Invenergy Wind LLC.  
http://www.efficientenergy.org/Study-Finds-That-Proximity-to-Wind-Farms-Doesnt-Deminish-a-
Homes-Property-Value 
 

18. Sterzinger, G., Beck, F., & Kostituk, D. (2003). The Effect of Wind Development on Local 
Property Values. Washington D.C.: Renewable Energy Policy Project. 
http://www.repp.org/articles/static/1/binaries/wind_online_final.pdf 

 
 
 
Should you experience difficulty in accessing the material online, please feel free to contact us.  If you 
have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact our office.  Thank you for your interest. 
 
Kindest Regards, 
 
 
 
 
 
Amy Brauneisen 
PROWIND CANADA INC. 
 
/AB 
Encl. 
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February 20, 2009 

Via Lettermail 
 
Kathy Brown 

 

 
Dear Kathy, 
 
 
Re:   Prowind Canada Open House – January 29th, 2009 
Projects: Brinston, South Branch and Boundary Windfarms  

 
 
 
Prowind is happy to learn of your interest in receiving material on wind energy.  As requested, please 
find enclosed herewith the following articles and reports on wind energy: 
 

1. Ontario Ministry of Environment. Noise Guidelines for Wind Farms, Interpretation for 
Applying MOE NPC Publications to Wind Power Generation Facilities. October 2008. 

 
2. Ontario Medical Association. The Illness Costs of Air Pollution: 2005-2026 Health & 

Economic Damage Estimates.  June 2005. ISBN 0-919047-54-8. 
 

3. Municipality of Chatham-Kent Publich Health Unit.  Information Report on the Health 
Impact of Wind Turbines.  July 2, 2008.   

 
4. The Canadian Wind Energy Association. Wind Energy Quick Facts 
 
5. The Canadian Wind Energy Association.  Responding to Concerns about Wind 

Energy. January 2009. 
 
6. The Canadian Wind Energy Association. Addressing Concerns with Sound from Wind 

Turbines. January 2009. 
 
7. The Canadian Wind Energy Association.  Addressing Concerns with Wind Turbines 

and Human Health.  January 2009.  
 
8. Howe Gastmeier Chapnik Limited (HGC Engineering).  Wind Turbines and 

Infrasound. November 29, 2006. 
 
9. Blake, Matlock and Marshal Ltd. Property Value Study : The Relationship of Windmill 

Development and Market Prices.  September 2006. 
 
10. Innovative Research Group. Community Survey prepared for the Canadian Wind 

Energy Association.  May 11, 2007. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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A large number of reliable sources and wind energy topics can be accessed online. Please feel free to 
visit the following sites for more information.  These sources can provide further detail on property 
values, health studies, sound, wildlife, energy, and other useful as well as interesting facts about wind 
energy.   Please note this information was used as a reference for the material provided and used at 
the Open House on January 29th, 2009.  
 
 

1. Environment Canada. Greenhouse Gas Sources and Sinks. 
http://www.ec.gc.ca/pdb/ghg/inventory_report/2004_report/ta9_5_e.cfm 

 
2. Environment Canada. Clean Air Online.   

http://www.ec.gc.ca/cleanair-airpur/Revised_Mortality_Estimates_Due_to_Air_Pollution-
WS2BFC7599-1_En.htm 

 
3. Industry Canada. (2000). Wind Energy Market.  

http://strategis.ic.gc.ca/epic/site/imr-ri3.nsf/en/gr-83539e.html  
 

4. World Wind Energy Association. (2008). Press Release. February 21, 2008. 
http://www.wwindea.org/home/images/stories/pr_statistics2007_210208_red.pdf 

 
5. Venema, H. D., & Barg, S. (2003). The Full Costs of Thermal Power Production in Eastern 

Canada. Winnipeg, Manitoba: International Institute for Sustainable Development. Page 42 
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2003/energy_fca_canada.pdf 

 
6. Canadian Wind Energy Association. (n.d.). Wind Technology.  

http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/2_technology.pdf 
 

7. Global Wind Energy Council. (2005). Opportunities for a Global Industry. 
http://www.gwec.net/index.php?id=31 
 

8. European Wind Energy Association. (2008). Global Statistics. 
http://www.ewea.org/index.php?id=1487. 
 

9. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Wind Energy Wind Facts.                 
http://canwea.ca/wind-energy/windfacts_e.php 
 

10. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Wind Vision 2025, Backgrounders on Wind Energy, 2008. 
http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/Windvision_summary_e.pdf 
 

11. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Community Benefits. 
http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/12_community.pdf 

 
12. Natural Resources Canada. (2006). The Canadian Renewable Energy Network 

http://canren.gc.ca/tech_appl/index.asp?CaId=6&PgId=232 
 

13. Canadian Wind Energy Association. (The sights and Sounds of Wind.  
http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/7_visual_sound.pdf 
 

14. Natural Resources Canada, June 2005, Energy Use Data Handbook, 1990 and 1997 to 2003.  
              http://oee.nrcan.gc.ca/Publications/statistics/handbook06/pdf/handbook06.pdf 

 
15. Focus On Energy (2007). Wind Farms and Birds. 

http://www.focusonenergy.com/files/Document_Management_System/Renewables/W_RI_MK
FS_Windturbinesandbirdsv0207.pdf 
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16. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Birds, Bats and Wind Energy. 
http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/6_wildlife.pdf 

 
17. Peter J. Poletti (Ph.D., MAI), Poletti and Associates, and Illinois Certified General Real Estate 

Appraiser.  Study commissioned by Invenergy Wind LLC.  
http://www.efficientenergy.org/Study-Finds-That-Proximity-to-Wind-Farms-Doesnt-Deminish-a-
Homes-Property-Value 
 

18. Sterzinger, G., Beck, F., & Kostituk, D. (2003). The Effect of Wind Development on Local 
Property Values. Washington D.C.: Renewable Energy Policy Project. 
http://www.repp.org/articles/static/1/binaries/wind_online_final.pdf 

 
 
 
Should you experience difficulty in accessing the material online, please feel free to contact us.  If you 
have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact our office.  Thank you for your interest. 
 
Kindest Regards, 
 
 
 
 
 
Amy Brauneisen 
PROWIND CANADA INC. 
 
/AB 
Encl. 
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February 20, 2009 

Via Lettermail 
 
Ricky Lee 

  

 

 
Dear Ricky, 
 
 
Re:   Prowind Canada Open House 
Projects: Brinston, South Branch and Boundary Windfarms  

 
 
 
Prowind is happy to learn of your interest in receiving material on wind energy.  As requested, please 
find enclosed herewith the following articles and reports on wind energy: 
 

1. Ontario Ministry of Environment. Noise Guidelines for Wind Farms, Interpretation for 
Applying MOE NPC Publications to Wind Power Generation Facilities. October 2008. 

 
2. Ontario Medical Association. The Illness Costs of Air Pollution: 2005-2026 Health & 

Economic Damage Estimates.  June 2005. ISBN 0-919047-54-8. 
 

3. Municipality of Chatham-Kent Publich Health Unit.  Information Report on the Health 
Impact of Wind Turbines.  July 2, 2008.   

 
4. The Canadian Wind Energy Association. Wind Energy Quick Facts 
 
5. The Canadian Wind Energy Association.  Responding to Concerns about Wind 

Energy. January 2009. 
 
6. The Canadian Wind Energy Association. Addressing Concerns with Sound from Wind 

Turbines. January 2009. 
 
7. The Canadian Wind Energy Association.  Addressing Concerns with Wind Turbines 

and Human Health.  January 2009.  
 
8. Howe Gastmeier Chapnik Limited (HGC Engineering).  Wind Turbines and 

Infrasound. November 29, 2006. 
 
9. Blake, Matlock and Marshal Ltd. Property Value Study : The Relationship of Windmill 

Development and Market Prices.  September 2006. 
 
10. Innovative Research Group. Community Survey prepared for the Canadian Wind 

Energy Association.  May 11, 2007. 
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A large number of reliable sources and wind energy topics can be accessed online. Please feel free to 
visit the following sites for more information.  These sources can provide further detail on property 
values, health studies, sound, wildlife, energy, and other useful as well as interesting facts about wind 
energy.   Please note this information was used as a reference for the material provided and used at 
the Open House on January 29th, 2009.  
 
 

1. Environment Canada. Greenhouse Gas Sources and Sinks. 
http://www.ec.gc.ca/pdb/ghg/inventory_report/2004_report/ta9_5_e.cfm 

 
2. Environment Canada. Clean Air Online.   

http://www.ec.gc.ca/cleanair-airpur/Revised_Mortality_Estimates_Due_to_Air_Pollution-
WS2BFC7599-1_En.htm 

 
3. Industry Canada. (2000). Wind Energy Market.  

http://strategis.ic.gc.ca/epic/site/imr-ri3.nsf/en/gr-83539e.html  
 

4. World Wind Energy Association. (2008). Press Release. February 21, 2008. 
http://www.wwindea.org/home/images/stories/pr_statistics2007_210208_red.pdf 

 
5. Venema, H. D., & Barg, S. (2003). The Full Costs of Thermal Power Production in Eastern 

Canada. Winnipeg, Manitoba: International Institute for Sustainable Development. Page 42 
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2003/energy_fca_canada.pdf 

 
6. Canadian Wind Energy Association. (n.d.). Wind Technology.  

http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/2_technology.pdf 
 

7. Global Wind Energy Council. (2005). Opportunities for a Global Industry. 
http://www.gwec.net/index.php?id=31 
 

8. European Wind Energy Association. (2008). Global Statistics. 
http://www.ewea.org/index.php?id=1487. 
 

9. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Wind Energy Wind Facts.                 
http://canwea.ca/wind-energy/windfacts_e.php 
 

10. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Wind Vision 2025, Backgrounders on Wind Energy, 2008. 
http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/Windvision_summary_e.pdf 
 

11. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Community Benefits. 
http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/12_community.pdf 

 
12. Natural Resources Canada. (2006). The Canadian Renewable Energy Network 

http://canren.gc.ca/tech_appl/index.asp?CaId=6&PgId=232 
 

13. Canadian Wind Energy Association. (The sights and Sounds of Wind.  
http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/7_visual_sound.pdf 
 

14. Natural Resources Canada, June 2005, Energy Use Data Handbook, 1990 and 1997 to 2003.  
              http://oee.nrcan.gc.ca/Publications/statistics/handbook06/pdf/handbook06.pdf 

 
15. Focus On Energy (2007). Wind Farms and Birds. 

http://www.focusonenergy.com/files/Document_Management_System/Renewables/W_RI_MK
FS_Windturbinesandbirdsv0207.pdf 
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16. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Birds, Bats and Wind Energy. 
http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/6_wildlife.pdf 

 
17. Peter J. Poletti (Ph.D., MAI), Poletti and Associates, and Illinois Certified General Real Estate 

Appraiser.  Study commissioned by Invenergy Wind LLC.  
http://www.efficientenergy.org/Study-Finds-That-Proximity-to-Wind-Farms-Doesnt-Deminish-a-
Homes-Property-Value 
 

18. Sterzinger, G., Beck, F., & Kostituk, D. (2003). The Effect of Wind Development on Local 
Property Values. Washington D.C.: Renewable Energy Policy Project. 
http://www.repp.org/articles/static/1/binaries/wind_online_final.pdf 

 
 

Furthermore, I understand that you are interested in the results of the bird and bat studies undertaken 
at the three potential project sites.  These studies are still ongoing, but once they are complete we will 
be happy to provide a copy.   
 
Should you experience difficulty in accessing the material online, please feel free to contact us.  If you 
have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact our office.  Thank you for your interest. 
 
Kindest Regards, 
 
 
 
 
 
Amy Brauneisen 
PROWIND CANADA INC. 
 
/AB 
Encl. 
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February 20, 2009 

Via Lettermail 
 
Marlene Lewis 

 
 

 
Dear Marlene, 
 
 
Re:   Prowind Canada Open House – January 29th, 2009 
Projects: Brinston, South Branch and Boundary Windfarms  

 
 
 
Prowind is happy to learn of your interest in receiving material on wind energy.  As requested, please 
find enclosed herewith the following articles and reports on wind energy: 
 

1. Ontario Ministry of Environment. Noise Guidelines for Wind Farms, Interpretation for 
Applying MOE NPC Publications to Wind Power Generation Facilities. October 2008. 

 
2. Ontario Medical Association. The Illness Costs of Air Pollution: 2005-2026 Health & 

Economic Damage Estimates.  June 2005. ISBN 0-919047-54-8. 
 

3. Municipality of Chatham-Kent Publich Health Unit.  Information Report on the Health 
Impact of Wind Turbines.  July 2, 2008.   

 
4. The Canadian Wind Energy Association. Wind Energy Quick Facts 
 
5. The Canadian Wind Energy Association.  Responding to Concerns about Wind 

Energy. January 2009. 
 
6. The Canadian Wind Energy Association. Addressing Concerns with Sound from Wind 

Turbines. January 2009. 
 
7. The Canadian Wind Energy Association.  Addressing Concerns with Wind Turbines 

and Human Health.  January 2009.  
 
8. Howe Gastmeier Chapnik Limited (HGC Engineering).  Wind Turbines and 

Infrasound. November 29, 2006. 
 
9. Blake, Matlock and Marshal Ltd. Property Value Study : The Relationship of Windmill 

Development and Market Prices.  September 2006. 
 
10. Innovative Research Group. Community Survey prepared for the Canadian Wind 

Energy Association.  May 11, 2007. 
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A large number of reliable sources and wind energy topics can be accessed online. Please feel free to 
visit the following sites for more information.  These sources can provide further detail on property 
values, health studies, sound, wildlife, energy, and other useful as well as interesting facts about wind 
energy.   Please note this information was used as a reference for the material provided and used at 
the Open House on January 29th, 2009.  
 
 

1. Environment Canada. Greenhouse Gas Sources and Sinks. 
http://www.ec.gc.ca/pdb/ghg/inventory_report/2004_report/ta9_5_e.cfm 

 
2. Environment Canada. Clean Air Online.   

http://www.ec.gc.ca/cleanair-airpur/Revised_Mortality_Estimates_Due_to_Air_Pollution-
WS2BFC7599-1_En.htm 

 
3. Industry Canada. (2000). Wind Energy Market.  

http://strategis.ic.gc.ca/epic/site/imr-ri3.nsf/en/gr-83539e.html  
 

4. World Wind Energy Association. (2008). Press Release. February 21, 2008. 
http://www.wwindea.org/home/images/stories/pr_statistics2007_210208_red.pdf 

 
5. Venema, H. D., & Barg, S. (2003). The Full Costs of Thermal Power Production in Eastern 

Canada. Winnipeg, Manitoba: International Institute for Sustainable Development. Page 42 
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2003/energy_fca_canada.pdf 

 
6. Canadian Wind Energy Association. (n.d.). Wind Technology.  

http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/2_technology.pdf 
 

7. Global Wind Energy Council. (2005). Opportunities for a Global Industry. 
http://www.gwec.net/index.php?id=31 
 

8. European Wind Energy Association. (2008). Global Statistics. 
http://www.ewea.org/index.php?id=1487. 
 

9. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Wind Energy Wind Facts.                 
http://canwea.ca/wind-energy/windfacts_e.php 
 

10. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Wind Vision 2025, Backgrounders on Wind Energy, 2008. 
http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/Windvision_summary_e.pdf 
 

11. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Community Benefits. 
http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/12_community.pdf 

 
12. Natural Resources Canada. (2006). The Canadian Renewable Energy Network 

http://canren.gc.ca/tech_appl/index.asp?CaId=6&PgId=232 
 

13. Canadian Wind Energy Association. (The sights and Sounds of Wind.  
http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/7_visual_sound.pdf 
 

14. Natural Resources Canada, June 2005, Energy Use Data Handbook, 1990 and 1997 to 2003.  
              http://oee.nrcan.gc.ca/Publications/statistics/handbook06/pdf/handbook06.pdf 

 
15. Focus On Energy (2007). Wind Farms and Birds. 

http://www.focusonenergy.com/files/Document_Management_System/Renewables/W_RI_MK
FS_Windturbinesandbirdsv0207.pdf 
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16. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Birds, Bats and Wind Energy. 
http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/6_wildlife.pdf 

 
17. Peter J. Poletti (Ph.D., MAI), Poletti and Associates, and Illinois Certified General Real Estate 

Appraiser.  Study commissioned by Invenergy Wind LLC.  
http://www.efficientenergy.org/Study-Finds-That-Proximity-to-Wind-Farms-Doesnt-Deminish-a-
Homes-Property-Value 
 

18. Sterzinger, G., Beck, F., & Kostituk, D. (2003). The Effect of Wind Development on Local 
Property Values. Washington D.C.: Renewable Energy Policy Project. 
http://www.repp.org/articles/static/1/binaries/wind_online_final.pdf 

 
 
 
Should you experience difficulty in accessing the material online, please feel free to contact us.  If you 
have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact our office.  Thank you for your interest. 
 
Kindest Regards, 
 
 
 
 
 
Amy Brauneisen 
PROWIND CANADA INC. 
 
/AB 
Encl. 
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February 20, 2009 

Via Lettermail 
 
John Ketelaars 

  
 

 
Dear John, 
 
 
Re:   Prowind Canada Open House – January 29th, 2009 
Projects: Brinston, South Branch and Boundary Windfarms  

 
 
 
Prowind is happy to learn of your interest in receiving material on wind energy.  As requested, please 
find enclosed herewith the following articles and reports on wind energy: 
 

1. Ontario Ministry of Environment. Noise Guidelines for Wind Farms, Interpretation for 
Applying MOE NPC Publications to Wind Power Generation Facilities. October 2008. 

 
2. Blake, Matlock and Marshal Ltd. Property Value Study : The Relationship of Windmill 

Development and Market Prices.  September 2006. 
 
3. Australian Wind Energy Association.  Wind Farms and Property Prices. 2003. 

 
4. Peter J. Poletti (Ph.D., MAI), Poletti and Associates, and Illinois Certified General Real 

Estate Appraiser.  Study commissioned by Invenergy Wind LLC.  
 

 
 
In addition, please find the following report enclosed, regarding the opinions of several communities in 
Ontario : 

 
5. Innovative Research Group. Community Survey prepared for the Canadian Wind 

Energy Association.  May 11, 2007. 
 
 
 

Additional material is available for interested members of the public, some of which is not available 
online.  Should you wish to receive a hard copy of the following documents, please feel free to contact 
our office: 
 

 Ontario Medical Association. The Illness Costs of Air Pollution: 2005-2026 Health & 
Economic Damage Estimates.  June 2005. ISBN 0-919047-54-8. 
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 Municipality of Chatham-Kent Publich Health Unit.  Information Report on the Health 
Impact of Wind Turbines.  July 2, 2008.   

 
 The Canadian Wind Energy Association. Wind Energy Quick Facts 

 
 The Canadian Wind Energy Association.  Responding to Concerns about Wind 

Energy. January 2009. 
 

 The Canadian Wind Energy Association. Addressing Concerns with Sound from Wind 
Turbines. January 2009. 

 
 The Canadian Wind Energy Association.  Addressing Concerns with Wind Turbines 

and Human Health.  January 2009.  
 

 Howe Gastmeier Chapnik Limited (HGC Engineering).  Wind Turbines and 
Infrasound. November 29, 2006. 

 
 
 
A large number of reliable sources and wind energy topics can be accessed online. Please feel free to 
visit the following sites for more information.  These sources can provide further detail on property 
values, health studies, sound, wildlife, energy, and other useful as well as interesting facts about wind 
energy.   Please note this information was used as a reference for the material provided and used at 
the Open House on January 29th, 2009.  
 
 

1. Environment Canada. Greenhouse Gas Sources and Sinks. 
http://www.ec.gc.ca/pdb/ghg/inventory_report/2004_report/ta9_5_e.cfm 

 
2. Environment Canada. Clean Air Online.   

http://www.ec.gc.ca/cleanair-airpur/Revised_Mortality_Estimates_Due_to_Air_Pollution-
WS2BFC7599-1_En.htm 

 
3. Industry Canada. (2000). Wind Energy Market.  

http://strategis.ic.gc.ca/epic/site/imr-ri3.nsf/en/gr-83539e.html  
 

4. World Wind Energy Association. (2008). Press Release. February 21, 2008. 
http://www.wwindea.org/home/images/stories/pr_statistics2007_210208_red.pdf 

 
5. Venema, H. D., & Barg, S. (2003). The Full Costs of Thermal Power Production in Eastern 

Canada. Winnipeg, Manitoba: International Institute for Sustainable Development. Page 42 
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2003/energy_fca_canada.pdf 

 
6. Canadian Wind Energy Association. (n.d.). Wind Technology.  

http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/2_technology.pdf 
 

7. Global Wind Energy Council. (2005). Opportunities for a Global Industry. 
http://www.gwec.net/index.php?id=31 
 

8. European Wind Energy Association. (2008). Global Statistics. 
http://www.ewea.org/index.php?id=1487. 
 

9. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Wind Energy Wind Facts.                 
http://canwea.ca/wind-energy/windfacts_e.php 
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10. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Wind Vision 2025, Backgrounders on Wind Energy, 2008. 
http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/Windvision_summary_e.pdf 
 

11. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Community Benefits. 
http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/12_community.pdf 

 
12. Natural Resources Canada. (2006). The Canadian Renewable Energy Network 

http://canren.gc.ca/tech_appl/index.asp?CaId=6&PgId=232 
 

13. Canadian Wind Energy Association. (The sights and Sounds of Wind.  
http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/7_visual_sound.pdf 
 

14. Natural Resources Canada, June 2005, Energy Use Data Handbook, 1990 and 1997 to 2003.  
              http://oee.nrcan.gc.ca/Publications/statistics/handbook06/pdf/handbook06.pdf 

 
15. Focus On Energy (2007). Wind Farms and Birds. 

http://www.focusonenergy.com/files/Document_Management_System/Renewables/W_RI_MK
FS_Windturbinesandbirdsv0207.pdf 

 
16. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Birds, Bats and Wind Energy. 

http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/6_wildlife.pdf 
 

17. Sterzinger, G., Beck, F., & Kostituk, D. (2003). The Effect of Wind Development on Local 
Property Values. Washington D.C.: Renewable Energy Policy Project. 
http://www.repp.org/articles/static/1/binaries/wind_online_final.pdf 

 
 
 
Should you experience difficulty in accessing the material online, please feel free to contact us.  If you 
have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact our office.  Thank you for your interest. 
 
Kindest Regards, 
 
 
 
 
 
Amy Brauneisen 
PROWIND CANADA INC. 
 
/AB 
Encl. 
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February 23, 2009 

Via Lettermail 
Jene Clingin 

  
 

 
Dear Jene, 
 
Re:   Prowind Canada Open House – January 29th, 2009 
Projects: Brinston, South Branch and Boundary Windfarms  

 
 
It was a pleasure speaking with you today.  Prowind is happy to learn of your interest in receiving 
material on wind energy.  As requested, please find enclosed herewith the following articles and reports 
on wind energy: 
 

1. Ontario Ministry of Environment. Noise Guidelines for Wind Farms, Interpretation for 
Applying MOE NPC Publications to Wind Power Generation Facilities. October 2008. 

 
2. Ontario Medical Association. The Illness Costs of Air Pollution: 2005-2026 Health & 

Economic Damage Estimates.  June 2005. ISBN 0-919047-54-8. 
 

3. Municipality of Chatham-Kent Publich Health Unit.  Information Report on the Health 
Impact of Wind Turbines.  July 2, 2008.   

 
4. The Canadian Wind Energy Association. Wind Energy Quick Facts 
 
5. The Canadian Wind Energy Association.  Responding to Concerns about Wind 

Energy. January 2009. 
 
6. The Canadian Wind Energy Association. Addressing Concerns with Sound from Wind 

Turbines. January 2009. 
 
7. The Canadian Wind Energy Association.  Addressing Concerns with Wind Turbines 

and Human Health.  January 2009.  
 
8. Howe Gastmeier Chapnik Limited (HGC Engineering).  Wind Turbines and 

Infrasound. November 29, 2006. 
 
9. Blake, Matlock and Marshal Ltd. Property Value Study : The Relationship of Windmill 

Development and Market Prices.  September 2006. 
 
10. Innovative Research Group. Community Survey prepared for the Canadian Wind 

Energy Association.  May 11, 2007. 
 
11. Australian Wind Energy Association. Wind Farms and Property Prices.   
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A large number of reliable sources and wind energy topics can be accessed online. Please feel free to 
visit the following sites for more information.  These sources can provide further detail on property 
values, health studies, sound, wildlife, energy, and other useful as well as interesting facts about wind 
energy.   Please note this information was used as a reference for the material provided and used at 
the Open House on January 29th, 2009.  
 
 

1. Environment Canada. Greenhouse Gas Sources and Sinks. 
http://www.ec.gc.ca/pdb/ghg/inventory_report/2004_report/ta9_5_e.cfm 

 
2. Environment Canada. Clean Air Online.   

http://www.ec.gc.ca/cleanair-airpur/Revised_Mortality_Estimates_Due_to_Air_Pollution-
WS2BFC7599-1_En.htm 

 
3. Industry Canada. (2000). Wind Energy Market.  

http://strategis.ic.gc.ca/epic/site/imr-ri3.nsf/en/gr-83539e.html  
 

4. World Wind Energy Association. (2008). Press Release. February 21, 2008. 
http://www.wwindea.org/home/images/stories/pr_statistics2007_210208_red.pdf 

 
5. Venema, H. D., & Barg, S. (2003). The Full Costs of Thermal Power Production in Eastern 

Canada. Winnipeg, Manitoba: International Institute for Sustainable Development. Page 42 
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2003/energy_fca_canada.pdf 

 
6. Canadian Wind Energy Association. (n.d.). Wind Technology.  

http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/2_technology.pdf 
 

7. Global Wind Energy Council. (2005). Opportunities for a Global Industry. 
http://www.gwec.net/index.php?id=31 
 

8. European Wind Energy Association. (2008). Global Statistics. 
http://www.ewea.org/index.php?id=1487. 
 

9. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Wind Energy Wind Facts.                 
http://canwea.ca/wind-energy/windfacts_e.php 
 

10. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Wind Vision 2025, Backgrounders on Wind Energy, 2008. 
http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/Windvision_summary_e.pdf 
 

11. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Community Benefits. 
http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/12_community.pdf 

 
12. Natural Resources Canada. (2006). The Canadian Renewable Energy Network 

http://canren.gc.ca/tech_appl/index.asp?CaId=6&PgId=232 
 

13. Canadian Wind Energy Association. (The sights and Sounds of Wind.  
http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/7_visual_sound.pdf 
 

14. Natural Resources Canada, June 2005, Energy Use Data Handbook, 1990 and 1997 to 2003.  
              http://oee.nrcan.gc.ca/Publications/statistics/handbook06/pdf/handbook06.pdf 

 
15. Focus On Energy (2007). Wind Farms and Birds. 

http://www.focusonenergy.com/files/Document_Management_System/Renewables/W_RI_MK
FS_Windturbinesandbirdsv0207.pdf 
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16. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Birds, Bats and Wind Energy. 
http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/6_wildlife.pdf 

 
17. Peter J. Poletti (Ph.D., MAI), Poletti and Associates, and Illinois Certified General Real Estate 

Appraiser.  Study commissioned by Invenergy Wind LLC.  
http://www.efficientenergy.org/Study-Finds-That-Proximity-to-Wind-Farms-Doesnt-Deminish-a-
Homes-Property-Value 
 

18. Sterzinger, G., Beck, F., & Kostituk, D. (2003). The Effect of Wind Development on Local 
Property Values. Washington D.C.: Renewable Energy Policy Project. 
http://www.repp.org/articles/static/1/binaries/wind_online_final.pdf 

 
 
 
Should you experience difficulty in accessing the material online, please feel free to contact us.  If you 
have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact our office.  Thank you for your interest. 
 
Kindest Regards, 
 
 
 
 
 
Amy Brauneisen 
PROWIND CANADA INC. 
 
/AB 
Encl. 
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February 20, 2009 

Via Lettermail 
 
Mr. & Mrs. E. Beaudoin 

 

 
Dear Ed and Irene, 
 
 
Re:   Prowind Canada Open House – January 29th, 2009 
Projects: Brinston, South Branch and Boundary Windfarms  

 
 
 
Prowind is happy to learn of your interest in receiving material on wind energy.  As requested, please 
find enclosed herewith the following articles and reports on wind energy: 
 

1. Howe Gastmeier Chapnik Limited (HGC Engineering).  Wind Turbines and 
Infrasound. November 29, 2006. 

 
2. Innovative Research Group. Community Survey prepared for the Canadian Wind 

Energy Association.  May 11, 2007. 
 

 
 

Additional material is available for interested members of the public, some of which is not available 
online.  Should you wish to receive a hard copy of the following documents, please feel free to contact 
our office: 
 

 Ontario Medical Association. The Illness Costs of Air Pollution: 2005-2026 Health & 
Economic Damage Estimates.  June 2005. ISBN 0-919047-54-8. 

 
 Municipality of Chatham-Kent Publich Health Unit.  Information Report on the Health 

Impact of Wind Turbines.  July 2, 2008.   
 

 The Canadian Wind Energy Association. Wind Energy Quick Facts 
 

 The Canadian Wind Energy Association.  Responding to Concerns about Wind 
Energy. January 2009. 

 
 The Canadian Wind Energy Association. Addressing Concerns with Sound from Wind 

Turbines. January 2009. 
 

 The Canadian Wind Energy Association.  Addressing Concerns with Wind Turbines 
and Human Health.  January 2009.  
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 Ontario Ministry of Environment. Noise Guidelines for Wind Farms, Interpretation for 
Applying MOE NPC Publications to Wind Power Generation Facilities. October 2008. 

 
 Blake, Matlock and Marshal Ltd. Property Value Study : The Relationship of Windmill 

Development and Market Prices.  September 2006. 
 

 
 
A large number of reliable sources and wind energy topics can be accessed online. Please feel free to 
visit the following sites for more information.  These sources can provide further detail on property 
values, health studies, sound, wildlife, energy, and other useful as well as interesting facts about wind 
energy.   Please note this information was used as a reference for the material provided and used at 
the Open House on January 29th, 2009.  
 
 

1. Environment Canada. Greenhouse Gas Sources and Sinks. 
http://www.ec.gc.ca/pdb/ghg/inventory_report/2004_report/ta9_5_e.cfm 

 
2. Environment Canada. Clean Air Online.   

http://www.ec.gc.ca/cleanair-airpur/Revised_Mortality_Estimates_Due_to_Air_Pollution-
WS2BFC7599-1_En.htm 

 
3. Industry Canada. (2000). Wind Energy Market.  

http://strategis.ic.gc.ca/epic/site/imr-ri3.nsf/en/gr-83539e.html  
 

4. World Wind Energy Association. (2008). Press Release. February 21, 2008. 
http://www.wwindea.org/home/images/stories/pr_statistics2007_210208_red.pdf 

 
5. Venema, H. D., & Barg, S. (2003). The Full Costs of Thermal Power Production in Eastern 

Canada. Winnipeg, Manitoba: International Institute for Sustainable Development. Page 42 
http://www.iisd.org/pdf/2003/energy_fca_canada.pdf 

 
6. Canadian Wind Energy Association. (n.d.). Wind Technology.  

http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/2_technology.pdf 
 

7. Global Wind Energy Council. (2005). Opportunities for a Global Industry. 
http://www.gwec.net/index.php?id=31 
 

8. European Wind Energy Association. (2008). Global Statistics. 
http://www.ewea.org/index.php?id=1487. 
 

9. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Wind Energy Wind Facts.                 
http://canwea.ca/wind-energy/windfacts_e.php 
 
 

10. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Wind Vision 2025, Backgrounders on Wind Energy, 2008. 
http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/Windvision_summary_e.pdf 
 

11. Canadian Wind Energy Association. Community Benefits. 
http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/12_community.pdf 

 
12. Natural Resources Canada. (2006). The Canadian Renewable Energy Network 

http://canren.gc.ca/tech_appl/index.asp?CaId=6&PgId=232 
 

13. Canadian Wind Energy Association. (The sights and Sounds of Wind.  
http://canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/NRCan_-_Fact_Sheets/7_visual_sound.pdf 
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14. Natural Resources Canada, June 2005, Energy Use Data Handbook, 1990 and 1997 to 2003.  

              http://oee.nrcan.gc.ca/Publications/statistics/handbook06/pdf/handbook06.pdf 
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Should you experience difficulty in accessing the material online, please feel free to contact us.  If you 
have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact our office.  Thank you for your interest. 
 
Kindest Regards, 
 
 
 
 
 
Amy Brauneisen 
PROWIND CANADA INC. 
 
/AB 
Encl. 
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NOTICE OF A PROPOSAL and 
NOTICE OF A PUBLIC MEETING 

to be held by Prowind Inc. regarding a Proposal to Engage in a Renewable Energy Project 
Project Name:  South Branch Wind Farm  
Location:  Brinston and Dixon’s Corners, Township of South Dundas, United Counties of Stormont, Dundas and 

Glengarry; and east of Shanly, Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal, United Counties of Leeds & Grenville 
Dated at Kemptville this the 30th of June 2010  
 
Prowind Inc. is planning to engage in a renewable energy project in respect of which the issuance of a renewable energy 
approval is required. The distribution of this notice of a proposal to engage in this renewable energy project, the notice of a 
public meeting, and the project itself are subject to the provisions of the Environmental Protection Act (ACT) Part V.0.1 and 
Ontario Regulation 359/09 (Regulation). This notice must be distributed in accordance with section 15 of the Regulation 
prior to an application being submitted and assessed for completeness by the Ministry of the Environment. This project is 
being proposed in accordance with the requirements of the Act and Regulation. 
 
Meeting Location:  DATE:   Wednesday, August 11th, 2010  TIME: 6:00 pm to 9:00 pm 
    PLACE:  Matilda Hall, 4421 County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario 
 
Project Description:  Pursuant to the Act and Regulation, the facility, in respect of which the project is to be engaged in, is 
considered to be a Wind Energy Facility, Class 4. If approved, this facility would have a total maximum nameplate capacity 
of 30 MW. The project location is described in the map below.  
 
Documents for Public Inspection: This project is being proposed in accordance with the requirements of the Act and 
Regulation. The Draft Project Description Report titled South Branch Wind Farm Project Description Report – DRAFT 
describes the facility as a wind power generation facility with between 10 and 15 turbines on agricultural land.  Each turbine 
will produce a maximum of 3.0 MW of electricity for a total energy output of no more than 30 MW.  A written copy of this 
report is available for public review at www.prowind.ca.   
 
Printed copies are available 
for review at the Municipal 
Offices of South Dundas 
(4291 County Road 31 / 
Main St, Williamsburg, ON) 
and Edwardsburgh-Cardinal 
(18 Centre Street, 
Spencerville, ON). 
 
Project Contacts and 
Information:  
To learn more about the 
project proposal or to relay 
your comments, contact:  

Prowind Canada Inc. 
210 Prescott St, Ste 3 
PO Box 1678  
Kemptville, ON     
K0G 1J0  
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
info@prowind.ca  
www.prowind.ca 

Renewable Energy Approval 
Notice of a proposal to engage in a Renewable Energy Project 

Notice of Meetings s. 15(1)(a)(b) Ontario Regulation 359/09 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Algonquins	  of	  Ontario	  
Consultation	  Office	  
31	  Riverside	  Drive,	  Suite	  101	  
Pembroke,	  Ontario	   K8A	  8R6	  

	  

Robert	  J	  Potts,	  Principal	  Negotiator	  
Blaney	  McMurtry	  Barristers	  &	  Solicitors	  LLP	  
2	  Queen	  Street	  East,	  Suite	  1500	  
Toronto,	  Ontario	   M5C	  3G5	  

Jim	  Hunton,	  Vice	  President	  
Jp2g	  Consultants	  Inc.	  
12	  International	  Drive	  
Pembroke,	  Ontario	   K8A	  6W5	  

	  

Timothy	  Thompson,	  Grand	  Chief	  
Mohawks	  of	  Akwesasne	  
Iroquois	  of	  St.	  Regis	  	  
PO	  Box	  579	  
Cornwall,	  Ontario	   K6H	  5T3	  

Charmaine	  Caldwell	  
Mohawks	  of	  Akwesasne	  
Iroquois	  of	  St.	  Regis	  	  
PO	  Box	  579	  
Cornwall,	  Ontario	   K6H	  5T3	  

	  

Mr.	  Robert	  Pellerin,	  President	  
Ottawa	  Regional	  Métis	  Council	  
1938	  Ranchwood	  Way	  
Ottawa,	  Ontario	   K1C	  7K7	  

Mr.	  Gary	  Lipinski,	  President	  
Métis	  Nation	  of	  Ontario	  
Consultation	  Unit	  
500	  Old	  St.	  Patrick	  St.,	  Unit	  3	  
Ottawa,	  Ontario	   K1N	  9G4	  

	  

Chief	  James	  Marsden	  
Alderville	  First	  Nation	  
Mississaugas	  of	  Alderville	  
PO	  Box	  46	  
11696	  2nd	  Line	  Road	  
Alderville,	  Ontario	   K0K	  2X0	  

Reese	  Simpson,	  Economic	  Development	  Officer	  
Alderville	  First	  Nation	  
Mississaugas	  of	  Alderville	  
PO	  Box	  46	  
11696	  2nd	  Line	  Road	  
Alderville,	  Ontario	   K0K	  2X0	  

	  

Mr.	  Jim	  Fraser	  
Ministry	  of	  Natural	  Resources	  
Kemptville	  District	  Office	  
10	  Campus	  Drive	  
Kemptville,	  ON	   K0G	  1J0	  
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Ms.	  Katherine	  Kirzati	  
Ministry	  of	  Tourism	  and	  Culture	  
Culture	  Services	  Unit	  
400	  University	  Avenue,	  4th	  Floor	  
Toronto,	  ON	   M7A	  2R9	  

	  

Mr.	  Rob	  Dobos	  
Environment	  Canada	  
Head,	  Environmental	  Assessment	  Section	  
867	  Lakeshore	  Road	  
P.O.	  Box	  5050	  
Burlington,	  ON	   L7R	  	  4A6	  

Ms.	  Sandra	  Mancini	  
South	  Nation	  River	  Conservation	  Authority	  
Director	  of	  Planning	  and	  Engineering	  
38	  Victoria	  Street	  
PO	  Box	  29	  
Finch,	  ON	   K0C	  1K0	  

	  

Mr.	  	  Michael	  	  Otis	  
United	  Counties	  of	  Stormont,	  Dundas	  and	  Glengarry	  
County	  Planner	  
Suite	  204,	  26	  Pitt	  Street	  
Cornwall,	  ON	   K6J	  3P2	  

Mr.	  Don	  J.W.	  Lewis	  
Township	  of	  South	  Dundas	  
Manager,	  Planning	  and	  Enforcement	  
4296	  County	  Road	  31	  
P.O.	  Box	  160	  
Williamsburg,	  ON	   K0C	  2H0	  

	  

Ms.	  Lesley	  Todd	  
United	  Counties	  of	  Leeds	  and	  Grenville	  
County	  Clerk	  
25	  Central	  Avenue	  West,	  Suite	  100	  
Brockville,	  ON	   K6V	  4N6	  

Mr.	  Russell	  Trivett,	  CAO	  
Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh	  /	  Cardinal	  
18	  Centre	  Street	  
P.O.	  Box	  129	  
Spencerville,	  ON	   K0E	  1X0	  

	  

Ms.	  Terri	  Forrester	  
Ministry	  of	  the	  Environment	  
Cornwall	  Area	  Office	  
113	  Amelia	  Street	  
First	  Floor	  
Cornwall,	  ON	   K6H	  3P1	  
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Printed and Additional Reference Materials 

from South Branch Wind Farm Public Information Open House – August 11, 2010 

Wind Energy Background and Mechanics 

Fact Sheet:  Wind Power Realities.  (2009). Pembina Institute, Tim Weis. 
http://re.pembina.org/docs/revised‐final‐wind‐factsheet.pdf 
 
World Wind Energy Report 2009. (2010). World Wind Energy Association. 
http://www.wwindea.org/home/images/stories/worldwindenergyreport2009_s.pdf 
 
Wind Energy Fact Sheets. (2008). Canadian Wind Energy Association. 
http://www.canwea.ca/wind‐energy/windfacts_e.php 

Public Opinion 

Wind Power Survey. (2008). The Strategic Counsel. 
http://www.canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/Windpower_Survey.pdf 
 
Wind Energy in Ontario. (2010). Ipsos Reid. 
http://www.canwea.ca/pdf/ipsosreid_ontariosurvey.pdf 

Provincial Policy 

Provincial approvals for Renewable Energy Projects. (2010). Government of Ontario.  
http://www.ene.gov.on.ca/en/business/green‐energy/docs/REP_Guide.pdf 
 
Noise Guidelines for Wind Farms. Interpretation for Applying MOE NPC Publications to Wind Power 
Generation Facilities. (2008).  Ontario Ministry of the Environment. 
http://www.ene.gov.on.ca/publications/4709e.pdf 

Environmental Considerations  

Health 
The Potential Health Impact of Wind Turbines. (2010). Chief Medical Officer of Health (CMOH). 
http://www.health.gov.on.ca/en/public/publications/ministry_reports/wind_turbine/wind_turbine.pdf 
 
Memorandum on Wind Turbines. (2009). Dr. Arlene King, Chief Medical Officer of Health, Ontario Ministry of 
Health and Long Term Care.   
http://www.ottawa.ca/calendar/ottawa/citycouncil/ara/2010/01‐14/WindTurbinesMOHLTC.pdf 
 
Memorandum on Wind Turbines. (2010).  Dr. Isra Levy, Medical Officer of Health, Ottawa Public Health. 
http://www.ottawa.ca/calendar/ottawa/citycouncil/ara/2010/01‐14/A%20‐%20ACS2009‐CCS‐ARA‐0005‐IPD_Memo_Wind_Turbines.htm 

 
Addressing Concerns with Wind Turbines and Human Health.  (2009).  CanWEA 
http://www.canwea.ca/pdf/CanWEA%20‐%20Addressing%20concerns%20with%20wind%20turbines%20and%20human%20health.pdf 

 
No Breathing Room: National Illness Costs of Air Pollution. (2008). Canadian Medical Association. 
http://www.cma.ca/multimedia/CMA/Content_Images/Inside_cma/Office_Public_Health/ICAP/CMA_ICAP_sum_e.pdf 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Sound/Infrasound 
Wind Turbine Sound and Health Effects ‐  An Expert Panel Review.  (2009).  W. David Colby et al. 
http://www.canwea.ca/pdf/talkwind/Wind_Turbine_Sound_and_Health_Effects.pdf 
 
HGC Engineering. (2006). Wind Turbines and Infrasound. 
http://www.canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/CanWEA_Infrasound_Study_Final.pdf 

Property Values 
Wind Energy Study – Effect on Real Estate Values in the Municipality of Chatham‐Kent, Ontario. (2010). 
Canning Consultants Inc. & John Simmons Realty Services Ltd. 
http://www.canwea.ca/pdf/talkwind/PropertyValuesConsultingReportFebruary42010.pdf 
 
The Impact of Wind Power Projects on Residential Property Values in the United States: A Multi‐Site Hedonic 
Analysis.  (2009).  Ben Hoen, et al.   
http://eetd.lbl.gov/ea/ems/reports/lbnl‐2829e.pdf 
  
Property Value Study:  The Relationship of Windmill Development and Market Prices – Township of 
Melancthon. (2006).  Blake, Matlock and  Marshal Ltd.  
http://www.windrushenergy.com/update_sep_2009/Appendix%20F%20‐%20Property%20Value%20Assessment%20‐
%20local%20County‐optimized.pdf 

Stray Voltage 
Stray Voltage Fact Sheet. Canadian Wind Energy Association. 
http://www.canwea.ca/pdf/talkwind/StrayVoltageFactSheet.pdf 

Power Generation and Sale  

Ontario’s Feed‐In‐Tariff Program Backgrounder. (2009).  Ontario Power Authority. 
http://fit.powerauthority.on.ca/Page.asp?PageID=924&ContentID=10616 
  
Feed‐in Tariff Program Overview. (2010). Ontario Power Authority 
http://fit.powerauthority.on.ca/Storage.asp?StorageID=10507 
  
Feed‐in Tariff Program: FIT Rules. (2009).  Ontario Power Authority. 
http://fit.powerauthority.on.ca/Storage.asp?StorageID=10554 

South Branch Wind Farm Materials 

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Project Description Report 
http://www.prowind.ca/downloads/South_Branch_Project_Description_Report_2010‐06‐30.pdf 

 

CONTACT INFORMATION 

Prowind Canada Inc.  
Mail: PO Box 1678, 210 Prescott St., Suite 3, Kemptville, On  K0G 1J0 
Email: info@prowind.ca        Phone : 613‐258‐6700         Fax: 613‐258‐6722         Web: www.prowind.ca 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Public	  Information	  Centre	  for	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  
	  
Date:	   2010	  August	  10	  
Time:	   6pm	  to	  9pm	  
Location:	   Matilda	  Hall,	  Dixon’s	  Corners,	  Ontario	  
	  
Advertisements:	  
	   Mailed	  to	  agency,	  first	  nation	  and	  municipal	  contacts	  
	   Hand	  delivery	  to	  residents	  within	  2km	  of	  the	  project	  location	  on	  July	  8,	  2010	  
	   Advertising	  in	  newspapers:	  
	   	   Indian	  Time	  –	  publication	  July	  8,	  2010	  
	   	   Morrisburg	  Leader	  –	  publication	  July	  7,	  2010	  and	  July	  14,	  2010	  
	   	   	  
Prowind	  Staff	  Present:	  
	   Juan	  Anderson	  
	   Cathy	  Weston	  
	   Rochelle	  Rumney	  
	   Bart	  Geleynse	  
	  
Attendance:	  
	   Approximately	  60	  members	  of	  community,	  local	  municipal	  groups	  and	  

agency	  representatives	  attended.	  
	  
Format:	  
	   Informal	  poster	  session	  with	  Prowind	  staff	  on-‐hand	  to	  answer	  questions	  

and	  provide	  additional	  details	  on	  request.	  	  	  
	  
	   Attendees	  were	  asked	  to	  sign-‐in	  upon	  arrival	  and	  complete	  a	  questionnaire	  

to	  provide	  feedback	  or	  request	  further	  information.	  	  Only	  two	  
questionnaires	  were	  submitted.	  	  	  

	  
	   Posters	  are	  available	  on	  the	  Prowind	  website	  at	  

http://www.prowind.ca/?page=projects-‐south-‐branch	  
	  
	  
	  

23



Summary of Question and Answers  
South Branch Wind Farm Public Meeting  

August 11, 2010 

	  
Question Answer Provided 

Where are the turbines 
going and why are you 
having the meeting before 
you know the final layout? 

We wanted to engage the public as early as possible so you know the 
project is being considered. Prowind feels it is too late in the 
development to consult the public after we have a final layout. Turbine 
siting is a complex undertaking that must account for various factors, 
some of which we won't fully appreciate until the EA is complete and 
our wind studies are sufficient. 

Do we (non-participating 
landowners) have any choice 
as to whether turbines are 
placed on our lands? 

Yes, of course. Prowind had lengthy discussions with each 
participating landowner and a contract must be signed. The decision is 
made between Prowind and the landowner whether or not a turbine is 
placed on their land. 

Are there already 
landowners signed up? 

Yes. 

Why is my land included in 
the study area when I have 
not signed an agreement? 

The study area is the general area that the environmental assessment 
must consider. Some impacts on the environment fall outside the 
specific project lands, so a wider “project area” must be considered. 

What type of turbines are 
you using? 

We haven’t decided on the turbine technology we want to build with. 
Turbine technology has unique characteristics and therefore changes 
the locations.  Once we have developed a final layout we will inform 
the public through the EA process. 

How many turbines are there 
going to be?  

The project is sized to be 30 MW (formerly 3 separate 10MW projects). 
There will be no more than 15 turbines and as few as 10 across the 
entire project area. 

What setbacks will you be 
using? 

Prowind will use the greater of: 
 a. Ontario’s regulated setback of 550 m. 
 b. A setback that results from noise modeling based on a 
noise limit at non-participating residences of 40 dBA. 

How much power will the 
turbines produce? Each turbine will produce between 2 and 3 MW of electricity, enough 

to power approximately 500 homes.  

Will they be loud? Any homes not directly involved in the project are subject to the 
provinces noise regulation. Prowind does in-depth noise studies to 
ensure that nearby homes will not experience noise greater than 40 
dbA, about the level of a quiet library. 

How much shadow flicker 
will be produced? 

Shadow flicker is easy to predict/model and therefore the turbines can 
be placed so that the least amount of shadow flicker is experienced in 
the nearby area. Shadow flicker will never be more than 30 hours 
annually and in most cases, will be well below that level. 
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What about the health 
concerns being raised? 

There is plenty of information on either side of the health concerns 
debate. Be sure to read peer-reviewed scientific reports on these 
issues to get accurate information. As of right now, there is no 
evidence of health effects due to turbines.  The health concerns may 
be coming from a general source of stress from the wind farms, which 
could be attributed to any new development. Prowind and the province 
does not believe that wind farms are a health concerns to those living 
nearby. Referred them to Chatham-Kent Health Impacts Report. 

What is the expected date of 
construction? 

A timeline was provided on one of the posters. If the process goes 
smoothly, construction may begin as early as March 2010. Many were 
surprised to hear that the project was not ‘definitely moving ahead’ or 
‘set in stone’. 

How will property values be 
impacted?  

We have several studies referencing property values and wind 
turbines. Please indicate if you’d like to receive one via email on your 
questionnaire. In general, study results seem to indicate that property 
value changes are neutral on average. 

Will the wind farm cause 
stray voltage? 

Stray voltage can be a problem on farms with or without a wind farm 
nearby. Stray voltage is a grounding problem that lies in the provincial 
or local network or the farming equipment system itself. Since our 
project is connecting via the distribution system, Hydro One will require 
us to upgrade the neutral to a sufficient size as to minimize the 
likelihood of stray voltage.  If stray voltage occurs after the wind farm is 
installed contact your local utility company and they are required to 
repair the problem. Wind farms are not the cause of stray voltage. 

Will the wind farm disrupt 
livestock in the area? 

Livestock have been living amongst wind turbines for decades in 
Europe and for some time in Canada. There is no indication that wind 
turbines disrupt or cause stress to livestock. Livestock often use the 
turbines for shade. 

Will there be any vibration or 
effects from infrasound? 

Consider the benign nature of other sources of vibration that occur as 
part of living in the natural world. Infrasound from natural sources 
occurs at levels equal to that from a wind turbine.  Referenced the 
studies available for more information.  

Why don't we put turbines 
out in the wilderness far 
from communities?  

There are three basic determining factors of any potential wind site; 
grid access, wind speed, and land space. Further, Prowind is 
committed to bringing sustainable solutions to the agricultural 
community. This combination has led us to South Branch. 

What is the Green Energy 
Act and what role does it 
play in your development 
process? 

The GEA provides a more stringent set of rules under which we 
develop.  If we meet and exceed these new provincial rules the 
permitting process is streamlined. 
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210	  Prescott	  Street,	  Suite	  3	  
PO	  Box	  1678	  
Kemptville,	  Ontario	   K0G	  1J0	  
	  

Phone:	  	   613.258.6700	  
Fax:	  	   613.258.6722	  
Email:	  	   info@prowind.ca	  

 

	   www.prowind.ca	  	  

August	  12,	  2010	  

Mayor	  Larry	  Dishaw	  
	  
	   	  

	  
	  
Re:	   South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  –	  Public	  Meeting	  
	  

Dear	  Mayor	  Dishaw,	  

Thanks	  for	  your	  attendance	  at	  last	  night’s	  meeting	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  and	  for	  taking	  the	  time	  to	  
complete	  a	  survey	  as	  we	  do	  appreciate	  your	  feedback	  on	  the	  proposed	  project.	  

We’re	  pleased	  to	  report	  that	  your	  name	  was	  drawn	  this	  morning	  from	  those	  that	  completed	  surveys	  and	  you	  
have	  won	  a	  Prowind	  t-‐shirt.	  	  

In	  your	  responses	  you	  had	  requested	  some	  further	  information	  about	  the	  Canadian	  content	  regulations.	  	  
Onshore	  wind	  projects	  such	  as	  South	  Branch,	  with	  target	  commissioning	  dates	  that	  are	  beyond	  January	  1,	  2012	  
are	  subject	  to	  a	  50%	  Domestic	  Content	  requirement	  as	  part	  of	  the	  FIT	  contractual	  obligations.	  	  The	  OPA	  has	  
established	  a	  scoring	  system	  for	  different	  major	  components	  weigh	  toward	  an	  overall	  DC	  level.	  	  Note	  that	  the	  
requirements	  are	  for	  at	  least	  50%	  of	  these	  components	  to	  be	  sourced	  in	  Ontario.	  	  I	  have	  included	  the	  OPA	  
scoring	  grid	  for	  domestic	  content	  for	  your	  reference.	  

You	  had	  also	  asked	  whether	  Prowind	  is	  planning	  another	  project	  after	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  	  At	  this	  
time,	  there	  are	  no	  plans	  to	  expand	  the	  South	  Branch	  project	  beyond	  its	  current	  30MW	  scope,	  nor	  to	  create	  
new	  projects	  in	  the	  neighbouring	  areas.	  	  Prowind	  does	  have	  separate	  projects	  in	  the	  Lansdowne	  and	  
Winchester	  areas,	  named	  Upper	  Canada	  Wind	  Farm	  and	  Kerr’s	  Ridge	  Wind	  Farm	  respectively.	  	  These	  projects	  
have	  not	  received	  FIT	  contracts	  and	  as	  a	  result	  are	  on	  hold	  pending	  results	  of	  the	  next	  Economic	  Connection	  
Test	  due	  to	  be	  completed	  by	  the	  OPA	  within	  the	  next	  6	  months.	  

Hopefully	  this	  has	  answered	  your	  questions.	  	  Thanks	  again	  for	  your	  participation	  in	  last	  night’s	  meeting.	  	  We	  
hope	  to	  see	  you	  at	  our	  final	  open	  house,	  tentatively	  scheduled	  for	  January	  2011.	  

Sincerely,	  

Cathy	  Weston	  
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210	  Prescott	  Street,	  Suite	  3	  
PO	  Box	  1678	  
Kemptville,	  Ontario	   K0G	  1J0	  
	  

Phone:	  	   613.258.6700	  
Fax:	  	   613.258.6722	  
Email:	  	   info@prowind.ca	  

 

	   www.prowind.ca	  	  

August	  12,	  2010	  

Hugh	  Cameron	  
	  

	   	  
	  
	  
Re:	   South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  –	  Public	  Meeting	  
	  

Dear	  Mr.	  Cameron,	  

Thanks	  for	  your	  attendance	  at	  last	  night’s	  meeting	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  and	  for	  taking	  the	  time	  to	  
complete	  a	  survey	  as	  we	  do	  appreciate	  your	  feedback	  on	  the	  proposed	  project.	  

We’re	  pleased	  to	  report	  that	  your	  name	  was	  drawn	  this	  morning	  from	  those	  that	  completed	  surveys	  and	  you	  
have	  won	  a	  Prowind	  t-‐shirt.	  	  

We	  were	  also	  grateful	  to	  see	  your	  positive	  comments	  about	  renewable	  energy	  and	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  
Farm.	  	  We	  hope	  all	  questions	  you	  may	  have	  had	  were	  answered	  by	  last	  night’s	  session.	  	  If	  you	  have	  any	  
additional	  questions	  or	  comments,	  please	  don’t	  hesitate	  to	  contact	  us.	  	  	  

Thanks	  again	  for	  your	  participation	  in	  last	  night’s	  meeting.	  	  We	  hope	  to	  see	  you	  at	  our	  final	  open	  house,	  
tentatively	  scheduled	  for	  January	  2011.	  

Sincerely,	  

Cathy	  Weston	  
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NOTICE OF FINAL PUBLIC MEETING 
To be held by Prowind Canada Inc. regarding a  

Proposal to Engage in a Renewable Energy Project 
 

Project Name:   SOUTH BRANCH WIND FARM  
Location:   Brinston, Ontario and surrounding areas in the Township of South Dundas, United Counties of Stormont, Dundas & 

Glengarry; Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal, United Counties of Leeds & Grenville 
Dated at:  Township of South Dundas this the 25th of July 2011.  

Prowind Canada Inc. in conjunction with South Branch Windfarm Inc. has engaged in a renewable energy project in respect of which 
the issuance of a Renewable Energy Approval is required. The distribution of this notice of a final public meeting and the project itself 
are subject  to  the provisions of  the Environmental Protection Act  (Act) Part V.0.1 and Ontario Regulation 359/09  (Regulation). This 
notice must be distributed in accordance with section 15 of the Regulation prior to an application being submitted and assessed for 
completeness by the Ministry of the Environment.  

Meeting Location:  DATE:   Thursday, September 29th, 2011     
  TIME:  6:00 pm to 9:00 pm 
    PLACE:   Matilda Hall, 4421 County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario 

  The meeting will be in an Open House format, allowing attendees to visit any time during the event. 

Project Description:  Pursuant to the Act and Regulation, the facility, in respect of which the project is to be engaged, is considered to 
be a Class 4 Wind Energy Facility.  If approved, this facility would have a total maximum nameplate capacity of 30 MW. The project 
location is described in the map below.  

Documents for Public Inspection:  The Draft Project Description titled South Branch Wind Farm Project Description Report describes 
the  facility  as  a wind  power  generation  facility with  up  to  15  turbines  and  ancillary  facilities  including  electrical  collector  systems, 
turbine access roads, a transformer substation and construction staging areas.   A written copy of this report was made available on 
July 7, 2010 on the South Branch Wind Farm website: www.prowind.ca/?page=projects‐south‐branch  

Further, Prowind Canada Inc. has also prepared the following supporting documents in order to comply with the Act and Regulation: 

Design  and  Operations  Report;  Construction  Plan  Report;  Decommissioning  Plan  Report;  Turbine  Specifications 
Report; Natural Heritage Assessment  Report;  Archaeological  and Heritage Resources Assessment  Report; Water 
Assessment Report; and Abutting Property Assessment Report. 

 

Printed  copies  of  the  draft 
supporting  documents  will  be 
made  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Municipal 
Offices  of  South  Dundas  (4291 
County  Road  31, Williamsburg) 
and Edwardsburgh/Cardinal (18 
Centre Street, Spencerville) and 
the  project website  on  July  31, 
2011. 

Project Contacts and 
Information:  
To learn more about the 
project proposal or to relay 
your comments, please contact:  

Prowind Canada Inc. 
226 ½ James St. N, Unit A   
Hamilton, ON  L8R 2L3   
Phone:  905‐528‐1747 
Fax:    866‐203‐6516 
Email:    info@prowind.ca  
Web:     www.prowind.ca 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South Branch Wind Farm Public Meeting 

Summary of Distribution of Notices of Draft REA and Public Meeting 
 
	  
Jul	  27,	  2011	  	  	   -‐	  Published	  in	  local	  paper	  Morrisburg	  Leader	  	  

Jul	  28	  2011	  	  	   -‐	  Delivery	  of	  Notices	  by	  Canada	  Post	  to	  Brinston	  Rural	  Route	  area	  

Jul	  31,	  2011	  	  	   -‐	  Notice	  emailed	  to	  public,	  agency	  and	  First	  Nations	  stakeholder	  
distribution	  list	  	  

Jul	  31,	  2011	  	  	   -‐	  Draft	  REA	  documents	  and	  Notice	  to	  South	  Branch	  website	  

Aug	  2,	  2011	  	   -‐	  Delivery	  of	  Notices	  by	  hand	  to	  non-‐Brinston	  Rural	  Route	  homes	  

Aug	  2,	  2011	  (AM)	  -‐	  Hard	  copies	  of	  Draft	  REAs	  delivered	  to	  Township	  offices:	  

Township	  of	  South	  Dundas	  	  
4296	  County	  Rd.	  31/Bank	  St.	  
Williamsburg,	  ON	  
	  K0C	  2H0	  

Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal	  
18	  Centre	  St.	  
Spencerville,	  ON	  
K0E	  1X0	  

	  
Aug	  3,	  2011	  	   -‐	  Mailed	  hard	  copies	  of	  Notice	  to	  non-‐Brinston	  route	  homes	  without	  

mailbox	  (addresses	  below)

Occupant	  
11022	  County	  Rd	  5	  
RR	  1	  
Inkerman,	  ON	  	  	  K0E	  1J0	  
	  
Occupant	  
208	  Dobbie	  Rd	  
RR	  3	  
Spencerville,	  ON	  	  	  K0E	  1X0	  

	  

Occupant	  
98	  County	  Rd	  21	  
RR	  4	  
Spencerville,	  ON	  	  	  K0E	  1X0	  
	  
Occupant	  
115	  County	  Rd	  21	  
RR	  4	  
Spencerville,	  ON	  	  	  K0E	  1X0	  

Aug	  3,	  2011	  	   -‐	  Published	  in	  local	  paper	  Morrisburg	  Leader	  
	  
Aug	  4,	  2011	   -‐	  Published	  in	  First	  Nations	  paper	  Indian	  Time	  
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Please use the back of the form if additional space is needed.  All responses are optional. 
 

1. Name: ______________________________________________ 2. Email: ___________________________________________ 
 

3. Mailing Address: ________________________________________________________________________________________ 

4. Would you like to be added the mailing list to receive future updates on the project?                    YES                      NO 

5. How close to the South Branch Wind Farm do you live?                  0‐5km    6‐10km  11‐20km  >20 km 

6. Would you like any additional information (studies, reports, handouts, etc.) sent to you? If yes, on what topic(s)?  
    Please be sure to include your contact information above. 

 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

7. Do you have any comments about the South Branch Wind Farm? 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

 
This information is collected to help us understand your concerns and improve every aspect of our project.  Personal information collected is for internal 

office use only and will not be published or otherwise disclosed.  Your comments may be anonymously published in our Consultation Report. 

 

South Branch Wind Farm – Public Information Open House 

  Date:    Thursday, September 29, 2011   Location:  Matilda Hall  

  Time:    6:00 pm to 9:00 pm       4421 Brinston Rd. (CR 16), Dixon’s Corners, ON 

Please return completed surveys to Prowind Canada Inc. 

Address: 226 ½ James St. N., Unit A, Hamilton ON L8R 2L3   Fax: 866‐203‐6516  Email: info@prowind.ca 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Prowind
Canada - 150 MW 

Romania - 800 MW 

Australia - 50 MW 

Ireland - 100 MW 

France - 40 MW 

England - 80 MW 

Italy - 4 MW 

Germany - 50 MW  

Development approach
We develop renewable power generation in close consultation with landowners. Our responsible approach to development 
has gained us a reputation regionally, nationally and internationally as trustworthy and competent. 

The construction of a wind farm is not only assembling a group of wind turbines - it is building relationships with the 
community and the landowners that will last for generations.  

About Prowind
Prowind Canada Inc. is a Canadian corporation based in Hamilton, Ontario with a mandate to develop and operate wind 
power generation facilities in Ontario and across Canada. Prowind Canada is a wholly owned subsidiary of Prowind GmbH 
(Osnabrück, Germany). Prowind has successfully developed 22 wind power projects in Germany for a total of over 114 
megawatts (MW) of installed capacity. Global expansion includes development in many countries across four continents 
with over 1,000 MW of wind and solar projects at various stages of development. 

Developing for the future
We develop and operate power plants driven by renewable sources. We have over 10 years’ experience planning, financing, 
constructing, building and operating power plants that produce renewable energy. Wind energy is our focus, and we plan 
to develop and operate wind farms across Canada for years to come. 

Contact Information

Prowind Canada Inc.
226 ½ James St. North, Unit A
Hamilton, Ontario   L8R 2L3
T: 905.528.1747  F: 866.203.6516   

For media:
Cathy Weston
cweston@prowind.ca
T: 613.894.4656
   

For all other inquiries:
Rochelle Rumney
rrumney@prowind.ca
T: 905.528.1747

   

Global development projects
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South Branch  
Wind Farm

The South Branch Wind Farm is proposed as a 30 megawatt 
(MW) renewable energy generation facility. Once constructed, 

the facility will be able to produce enough renewable electricity 
to power approximately 7,500 homes per year.

Make and model
To be determined 

Maximum rated output
2.0 to 3.0 MW per turbine

Tower and blade height
≤ 199 m

Rotor diameter
≤ 118 m

Blade sweep area
≤ 10,930 m2

Range of rotational speeds
5-20 RPM

Approximate foundation diameter
22 m

Maximum quantity required 
for South Branch project 14

Fall 2011 Submit Renewable Energy 
Approval (REA) application 

Summer 2012 REA approval 

Fall 2012 Detailed design and engineering 

Spring 2013 Construction begins

Fall 2013 Wind farm commissioning

DM
Database

Building permit and other permits secured

Project Schedule

Turbine Specifications

Location

Brinston, Township of South 
Dundas, United Counties of 
Stormont, Dundas and Glengarry; 
and east of Shanly, theTownship 
of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal, United 
Counties of Leeds and Grenville

Capacity 

30 megawatts (MW)

Wind turbines

Up to 14 (make and model to be 
determined)

Power purchase agreement 

Ontario Power Authority

Study area

1,413 hectares 

Full commercial operation 

Fall 2013
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SOUTH BRANCH OPEN HOUSE 

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS FROM COMMUNITY STAKEHOLDERS AT PUBLIC MEETING 

Date: September 29, 2011      Time: 6:00p.m. - 9:00p.m.      Location: Matilda Hall, Dixon’s Corners 

Comment Response 

The aerial view map of the project shows 
two houses on Bell road and there is only 
one. 

Thank you for pointing that out, we will fix that for the 
final version of the report. 

Concerns about noise and sickness with 
reference to a CBC story about the 
Shelburne Wind Farm.  

There is no evidence in peer reviewed scientific articles 
to support that wind turbines cause health impacts. The 
situation in Shelburne is difficult comment on without 
knowing all the facts. Some reports are indicating that 
health impacts are due to stress from a personal 
reaction to the wind turbines and not anything the wind 
turbine itself is emitting.  

Concerns about the bird studies and 
referenced the wind farm on Wolfe Island 
as an example. They are concerned 
about the flocks of birds that sit on the 
cornfields in the project area. 

The wind farm on Wolfe Island is not an appropriate 
comparison for this location. That wind farm is located 
on a shoreline that is used a migration pathway for many 
birds as well. The South Branch Wind Farm is located 
many kilometers from a shoreline water body and is an 
agricultural area that has limited natural habitat for bird 
species. It is not a migration corridor or an important 
bird area. Many studies have been conducted to 
determine this. The birds in the cornfields are primarily 
Canadian Geese and they are not a species of concern 
and can generally navigate around the turbines.  

Concerns about their property values and 
asked if the developer is going to 
compensate the locals for the decrease 
in their property values 

Prowind will not compensate for decreased property 
value. Peer reviewed studies indicate that there is no 
distinct trend in decreasing house prices near wind 
farms. Property values are based on so many factors, 
that it is hard to determine the reason for decreased 
property value, if it does occur.  

One famer who owns horses is 
concerned about the low frequency noise 
and how his horses will react to it. 

There’s no evidence to suggest that livestock are 
affected by wind turbines. Many livestock live amongst 
turbines now in Europe and are not impacted negatively 
by them.  

What happens if Prowind goes bankrupt 
part way through construction?  Who is 
responsible for the cost of dismantling? 

Once constructed, the project will be making money, so 
if Prowind goes bankrupt, another company will take 
over and manage the wind farm. 

Is the concern over birds and bats a real 
one? 

There is some bird mortality from wind turbine and 
certainly there is a higher risk if placed in sensitive bird 
areas, but the impact to bird does seem to have been 
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 overestimated. Wind farms are becoming more 
sensitively located to avoid major bird mortality 
numbers. A lot of the emphasis now for permitting is on 
post-construction monitoring and if it is found that large 
numbers of bird are being killed, serious mitigation 
measures will be required. 

I’m concerned about impacts on my 
health and property values 

There is no evidence to support either of those claims. 
Health impacts are not proven and many in Europe have 
been living with them for decades without concern. 
Property values similarly, there is no distinct trench 
toward decreased property value within proximity to wind 
farms. 

I’m a landowner (1 turbine).  Will it bring 
my property value down? 

No, the turbine on your land will bring revenue from the 
land lease payment and will increase the value of your 
land.  

Has there been a change in the access 
roads?  (from a local councilor) 

 

One area has been changed, just off of Snowbird Road 
where we changed two access road entrances to just 
one. The access to the turbines will branch off from a 
common entrance point. The rest of the access roads 
remain the same from the original submission of the 
draft REA.  

I heard you closed your Kemptville office 
and moved out west.  Does this mean 
you’re pulling out of this area (or in 
trouble)? 

No, it was just an internal office decision due to some 
staff changes. Our interest in the South Branch Wind 
Farm and other wind farm proposals in this area are still 
part of Prowind’s future, but there are also projects in 
Southern Ontario, so the Hamilton office made sense in 
that way.   

What happens if I go to sell my house in 
5 years from now and my property value 
has decreased?  Will Prowind 
compensate me? 

Prowind will not compensate you for decreased property 
value. Peer reviewed studies indicate that there is no 
distinct trend in decreasing house prices near wind 
farms. Property values are based on so many factors, 
that it is hard to determine the reason for decreased 
property value, if it does occur.  

What happens if we develop health 
issues?  Who do we report it to?  What if 
we have to abandon our home?  Who will 
compensate us? 

 

 

If any problems develop as a result of the wind farm, 
please contact us. We will have a toll free phone number 
and a website available where you can file complaints. 
Alternatively, you can contact the MOE with any 
complaints. We don’t expect that you will have any 
health problems as a result of the wind farms that will 
cause you to have to abandon your home.  Studies 
indicate there is nothing emitted from the turbines that 
could cause health impacts.  
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South Branch Windfarm - Public information Open House 
Date: Thursdau September29 2011  Location: Matilda Hall 

Time : 6:00 pm to 9:00 pm  4421 Brinston Rd (cr16) dixon's Corners ON 
 

Please return completed surveys to Prowind Canada Inc. 
Address: 226 1/2 James St.N unit A Hamilton ON L8R 2L3  

 fax:866-203-6516 e-mail:info@prowind.ca 
 

1:Name   2:e-mail:  
3: Mailing address:  
4:Woulkd I like to be added to the mailing list to receive future updates on the projest? 
Yes  
5: How close to the South Branch wind farm do you live?  We live 0-5km  
6: Would you like any additional information (studies, reports, handouts etc) sent to you ? 
If yes on what topics ? 
I wish to get all the studies on the health issues that have been reported on from the wind 
mills and the civil cases pending, and the status of any injunction awarded by the court, to 
make sure all issues have been resolved? I also would like to see the reports where we 
have seen property values affected by the installations of these wind mills and the case of 
where the communities have sued the property owner for leasing his land to the projects. 
I also would like to see the engineering reports as to how these 600ft high windmills will 
be anchored to the soil and how it will affect the water table as we have a very high table 
here and is easily contaminated. Also the costs of having to be able to service these in 
event of fire or other emergency. The services to do this are not what the community 
should bear at all. I am not willing to have these project here as I live less then a 3 
thousand ft from these and am in the direct line of them as the wind mostly blows from 
these directly on to my home. This then means I am probably one of the 10 most affected 
by these windmills. What guarantee that I will not suffer any health issues or costs in any 
way, whether it be property value or uncovered health issues? I am not wishing for this 
project to move forward and am with our community to oppose this. But the land owner 
will be sued for many of the things I have said and so would your company. Before you 
go ahead I would say that you should look at buying out all those who would be with in 
the 1.5 km of this project.  
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From: Rochelle Rumney [mailto:rrumney@prowind.ca]  
Sent: October 24, 2011 8:55 AM 
To:  
Subject: Survey from public meeting 
 
	  

Hi	   	  	  

Thank	  you	  for	  filling	  in	  a	  comment	  sheet	  from	  the	  recent	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  open	  house.	  
We	  appreciate	  your	  feedback	  and	  are	  happy	  to	  send	  you	  some	  recent	  studies.	  I’ve	  added	  you	  to	  
the	  mailing	  list	  and	  you’ll	  receive	  all	  future	  updates	  on	  the	  project.	  

I’ll	  address	  each	  of	  the	  topics	  you’ve	  inquired	  about	  separately.	  	  

Health	  Concerns	  

The	  most	  recent	  paper	  to	  come	  out	  on	  this	  topic	  is	  titled	  “Health	  effects	  and	  wind	  turbines:	  A	  
literature	  review”;	  I	  have	  attached	  it	  to	  this	  email	  for	  you.	  This	  report	  concludes	  that	  reported	  
health	  impacts	  from	  people	  living	  near	  wind	  turbines	  have	  more	  to	  do	  with	  their	  attitude	  
toward	  wind	  turbines,	  than	  physiological	  effects.	  Impacts	  felt	  by	  individuals	  living	  near	  turbines	  
are	  more	  often	  health	  impacts	  from	  anxiety	  and	  stress	  from	  a	  negative	  attitude	  toward	  wind	  
farms	  than	  a	  direct	  impact	  from	  the	  turbine	  itself.	  	  

“...wind	  turbine	  annoyance	  and	  some	  reported	  health	  effects	  (e.g.,	  sleep	  disturbance)	  have	  
been	  statistically	  associated	  with	  wind	  turbine	  noise	  especially	  when	  found	  at	  sound	  pressure	  
levels	  greater	  than	  40	  db(A),	  but	  found	  to	  be	  more	  strongly	  related	  to	  subjective	  factors	  like	  
visual	  impact,	  attitude	  to	  wind	  turbines	  in	  general	  and	  sensitivity	  to	  noise.”	  	  

This	  report	  references	  an	  important	  study	  that	  measured	  infrasound	  in	  Alberta	  homes	  that	  were	  
within	  600	  m	  of	  wind	  turbines	  and	  determines:	  

“...	  that	  results	  of	  their	  study	  suggest	  that	  there	  should	  be	  no	  adverse	  public	  health	  effects	  from	  
infrasound	  or	  low	  frequency	  noise	  at	  distances	  greater	  than	  305	  meters	  from	  the	  two	  wind	  
turbine	  types	  measured.”	  

Any	  new	  wind	  farm	  built	  in	  Ontario	  is	  required	  to	  be	  below	  a	  40	  dbA	  sound	  level	  at	  nearby	  
homes	  and	  at	  least	  550	  m	  (1,804	  ft)	  away.	  	  	  

Court	  Cases	  

Earlier	  this	  year,	  a	  private	  citizen	  took	  the	  Ministry	  of	  Energy’s	  Green	  Energy	  Act	  to	  court	  over	  
the	  550-‐metre	  setback,	  claiming	  that	  they	  did	  not	  use	  the	  precautionary	  principle	  for	  
determining	  a	  setback	  distance.	  The	  Ontario	  Divisional	  Court	  dismissed	  this	  case	  and	  stated	  that	  
the	  setback	  was	  passed	  with	  authority	  and	  was	  not	  unconstitutional.	  	  
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In	  February	  2011	  a	  wind	  farm	  renewable	  energy	  approval	  was	  taken	  to	  the	  Environmental	  
Review	  Tribunal	  stating	  that	  the	  project	  would	  pose	  serious	  harm	  to	  human	  or	  environmental	  
health.	  The	  ERT’s	  decision	  came	  in	  July	  and	  stated	  that	  the	  case	  did	  not	  conclusively	  prove	  
serious	  harm	  to	  human	  or	  environmental	  health	  and	  was	  dismissed.	  	  

Neither	  Prowind	  nor	  CanWEA	  is	  aware	  of	  any	  court	  cases	  in	  which	  the	  property	  owner	  has	  been	  
sued	  for	  leasing	  land	  to	  the	  project	  developer.	  	  	  

Property	  Value	  

The	  most	  recent	  and	  local	  study	  that	  has	  been	  prepared	  regarding	  property	  value	  is	  from	  
Chatham-‐Kent	  in	  2010.	  This	  study	  does	  not	  find	  any	  conclusive	  support	  for	  the	  claim	  that	  wind	  
turbines	  reduce	  property	  value	  of	  homes	  within	  the	  viewshed	  of	  the	  turbine.	  This	  report	  is	  
attached.	  

Additionally,	  a	  large,	  multi-‐state	  study	  in	  the	  US	  conducted	  in	  2009,	  that	  is	  recognized	  in	  the	  
industry	  as	  the	  most	  thorough,	  concludes:	  	  

“Based	  on	  the	  data	  and	  analysis	  presented	  in	  this	  report,	  no	  evidence	  is	  found	  that	  home	  prices	  
surrounding	  wind	  facilities	  are	  consistently,	  measurably,	  and	  significantly	  affected	  by	  either	  the	  
view	  of	  wind	  facilities	  or	  the	  distance	  of	  the	  home	  to	  those	  facilities.	  Although	  the	  analysis	  
cannot	  dismiss	  the	  possibility	  that	  individual	  or	  small	  numbers	  of	  homes	  have	  been	  or	  could	  be	  
negatively	  impacted,	  if	  these	  impacts	  do	  exist,	  they	  are	  either	  too	  small	  and/or	  too	  infrequent	  to	  
result	  in	  any	  widespread	  and	  consistent	  statistically	  observable	  impact.”	  	  	  

This	  study	  was	  written	  by	  Ben	  Hoen	  et	  al.	  and	  can	  be	  accessed	  here:	  
http://eetd.lbl.gov/ea/ems/reports/lbnl-‐2829e.pdf.	  	  

One	  final	  study	  conducted	  in	  the	  United	  States	  in	  2010	  concludes	  that	  property	  value	  dropped	  in	  
the	  area	  around	  a	  proposed	  wind	  farm	  before	  it	  was	  constructed	  and	  rebounded	  once	  the	  wind	  
farm	  was	  built.	  This	  supports	  the	  “wind	  farm	  area	  stigma	  theory”	  meaning	  the	  property	  values	  
diminish	  due	  to	  fear	  of	  the	  unknown	  and	  then	  rebound	  once	  fears	  are	  allayed	  by	  actual	  
experience.	  This	  study	  is	  attached.	  	  

Foundation	  design	  and	  effects	  on	  water	  table	  

The	  engineered	  designs	  for	  the	  foundations	  of	  the	  turbines	  have	  not	  yet	  been	  drawn	  up.	  This	  
will	  require	  detailed	  soil	  analysis	  that	  will	  not	  be	  conducted	  until	  permitting	  has	  been	  secured	  
and	  we	  are	  closer	  to	  the	  construction	  date.	  	  	  

The	  foundation	  construction	  process	  does	  not	  pose	  any	  more	  risk	  of	  contamination	  than	  that	  of	  
a	  house	  foundation.	  Typical	  foundations	  for	  wind	  turbines	  are	  constructed	  of	  a	  wire	  rebar	  frame	  
filled	  with	  poured	  concrete.	  They	  are	  20	  –	  22	  m	  in	  diameter	  (depending	  on	  soil	  conditions	  and	  
buoyancy	  forces)	  and	  3	  m	  deep.	  The	  turbines	  will	  all	  be	  located	  outside	  of	  the	  floodplain	  
surrounding	  the	  South	  Nation	  River	  as	  required	  by	  South	  Nation	  Conservation.	  	  
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The	  foundation	  design	  will	  be	  signed	  and	  stamped	  by	  a	  professional	  engineer	  and	  reviewed	  by	  
the	  Township	  as	  part	  of	  the	  building	  permit	  process.	  	  

Further	  details	  on	  foundation	  design	  will	  be	  posted	  in	  the	  Construction	  Plan	  Report	  in	  
Renewable	  Energy	  Approval	  package	  that	  will	  be	  posted	  online	  in	  the	  upcoming	  weeks.	  Now	  
that	  you	  are	  on	  our	  mailing	  list	  you	  will	  receive	  notification	  when	  these	  documents	  are	  available.	  

Emergency	  Services	  

Due	  the	  highly	  specialized	  nature	  of	  wind	  turbines,	  local	  emergency	  services	  are	  not	  responsible	  
for	  any	  emergency	  event	  taking	  place	  “up-‐tower”.	  The	  trained	  Operations	  and	  Maintenance	  
staff	  are	  qualified	  and	  prepared	  to	  deal	  with	  emergency	  situations	  and	  these	  costs	  are	  borne	  by	  
the	  developer.	  Local	  emergency	  services	  will	  be	  responsible	  up	  to	  a	  point	  on	  the	  ground	  that	  is	  
agreed	  upon	  in	  advance	  of	  wind	  farm	  construction.	  	  

An	  Emergency	  Response	  Plan	  is	  outlined	  in	  the	  Design	  and	  Operations	  Report	  that	  is	  part	  of	  the	  
Renewable	  Energy	  Approval	  package.	  This	  will	  be	  available	  in	  the	  upcoming	  weeks	  for	  your	  
review	  as	  mentioned	  above.	  	  

	  	  

Thanks	  again	  for	  your	  comments	  and	  questions.	  I	  hope	  I	  have	  addressed	  everything	  adequately,	  
but	  if	  not,	  please	  do	  not	  hesitate	  to	  contact	  me	  using	  the	  contact	  info	  below.	  	  

	  

Sincerely,	  

Rochelle	  Rumney	  

	  

Attachments:	  

USA-‐2010-‐Hinman-‐Wind-‐Farm-‐Proximity-‐and-‐Property-‐Values.pdf	  	  
Chatham	  Kent	  Property	  Value	  Study	  2010.pdf	  	  
Health	  effects	  and	  wind	  turbines	  2011	  09	  14.pdf	  
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From: Rochelle Rumney [mailto:rrumney@prowind.ca]  
Sent: October 27, 2011 9:58 AM 
To:  
Subject: Information Requested at South Branch Wind Farm public meeting 
 
	  
	  
Hello	   	  
	  	  
Thank	  you	  for	  your	  comments	  and	  attendance	  at	  the	  recent	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  open	  
house.	  	  
	  	  
Community	  Contributions	  
You	  requested	  some	  additional	  information	  on	  the	  community	  fund	  and	  how	  else	  the	  South	  
Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  will	  give	  back	  to	  community.	  
	  	  
The	  community	  investment	  fund	  will	  be	  managed	  by	  a	  committee	  made	  up	  of	  local	  community	  
members,	  including	  local	  residents,	  business	  owners,	  municipal	  government,	  etc.	  This	  
community	  fund	  consists	  of	  $25,000	  each	  year	  the	  wind	  farm	  is	  in	  operation,	  which	  is	  
contracted	  to	  be	  20	  years.	  Over	  the	  lifetime	  of	  the	  project,	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  will	  
contribute	  $500,000	  to	  the	  local	  community.	  	  
	  	  
A	  charter	  and/or	  committee	  guidelines	  have	  not	  yet	  been	  established,	  but	  will	  be	  formalized	  
prior	  to	  commercial	  operation	  of	  the	  wind	  farm.	  	  Interested	  participants	  may	  have	  to	  apply	  or	  be	  
elected	  to	  the	  position	  (depending	  on	  number	  of	  people	  interested	  in	  participating)	  to	  ensure	  
that	  the	  committee	  is	  made	  up	  of	  a	  representative	  selection	  of	  people	  that	  appropriately	  
represents	  the	  interests	  of	  the	  community.	  	  
	  	  
The	  committee’s	  responsibility	  would	  be	  to	  identify	  and	  prepare	  a	  proposal	  for	  these	  funds	  each	  
year.	  	  The	  proposal	  could	  include	  any	  initiative	  the	  community	  feels	  is	  appropriate.	  We	  have	  
heard	  that	  the	  local	  baseball	  diamond	  is	  closed	  because	  it	  doesn’t	  have	  insurance	  –	  this	  is	  
maybe	  something	  that	  can	  be	  purchased	  with	  this	  fund.	  Maybe	  the	  local	  church	  needs	  a	  new	  
roof	  or	  the	  community	  centre	  needs	  upgrades.	  The	  money	  should	  go	  towards	  something	  that	  
benefits	  the	  whole	  community,	  not	  just	  a	  select	  few	  individuals,	  that	  is	  our	  only	  stipulation.	  	  If	  
you	  are	  interested	  in	  applying	  to	  be	  on	  the	  committee,	  please	  let	  me	  know	  and	  I’ll	  add	  your	  
name	  to	  the	  list.	  	  
	  	  
In	  addition	  to	  the	  community	  fund,	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  will	  contribute	  tens	  of	  
thousands	  of	  dollars	  to	  the	  local	  tax	  base,	  contributing	  to	  roads,	  emergency	  services,	  and	  all	  
other	  services	  that	  taxes	  make	  possible.	  The	  construction	  of	  the	  wind	  farm	  will	  also	  bring	  
hundreds	  of	  jobs,	  locally	  sourced	  where	  possible	  and	  2-‐3	  permanent	  jobs	  for	  the	  operation	  and	  
maintenance	  of	  the	  wind	  farm.	  	  	  
	  	  
Property	  Value	  
As	  to	  your	  comments	  regarding	  property	  value,	  I	  have	  attached	  a	  couple	  of	  studies	  and	  
referenced	  one	  additional	  study	  for	  your	  review.	  
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The	  most	  recent,	  local	  study	  that	  has	  been	  prepared	  regarding	  property	  value	  is	  from	  Chatham-‐
Kent	  in	  2010.	  This	  study	  does	  not	  find	  any	  conclusive	  support	  for	  the	  claim	  that	  wind	  turbines	  
reduce	  property	  value	  of	  homes	  within	  the	  viewshed	  of	  the	  turbine.	  
	  	  
Another	  study	  conducted	  in	  the	  United	  States	  in	  2010	  concludes	  that	  property	  value	  dropped	  in	  
the	  area	  around	  a	  proposed	  wind	  farm	  before	  it	  was	  constructed	  and	  rebounded	  once	  the	  wind	  
farm	  was	  built.	  This	  supports	  the	  “wind	  farm	  area	  stigma	  theory”	  meaning	  the	  property	  values	  
diminish	  due	  to	  fear	  of	  the	  unknown	  and	  then	  rebound	  once	  fears	  are	  allayed	  by	  actual	  
experience.	  	  
	  	  
Additionally,	  a	  large,	  multi-‐state	  study	  in	  the	  US	  conducted	  in	  2009,	  that	  is	  recognized	  in	  the	  
industry	  as	  the	  most	  thorough,	  concludes:	  	  
	  	  
“Based	  on	  the	  data	  and	  analysis	  presented	  in	  this	  report,	  no	  evidence	  is	  found	  that	  home	  prices	  
surrounding	  wind	  facilities	  are	  consistently,	  measurably,	  and	  significantly	  affected	  by	  either	  the	  
view	  of	  wind	  facilities	  or	  the	  distance	  of	  the	  home	  to	  those	  facilities.	  Although	  the	  analysis	  
cannot	  dismiss	  the	  possibility	  that	  individual	  or	  small	  numbers	  of	  homes	  have	  been	  or	  could	  be	  
negatively	  impacted,	  if	  these	  impacts	  do	  exist,	  they	  are	  either	  too	  small	  and/or	  too	  infrequent	  to	  
result	  in	  any	  widespread	  and	  consistent	  statistically	  observable	  impact.”	  	  
	  
This	  study	  was	  written	  by	  Ben	  Hoen	  et	  al.	  and	  can	  be	  accessed	  here	  -‐
http://eetd.lbl.gov/ea/ems/reports/lbnl-‐2829e.pdf.	  	  
	  	  
I	  hope	  this	  information	  has	  been	  helpful.	  If	  you	  require	  any	  additional	  information	  or	  have	  
additional	  comments,	  please	  don’t	  hesitate	  to	  contact	  me.	  	  
	  	  
We	  have	  added	  you	  to	  our	  mailing	  list	  and	  you	  will	  be	  informed	  of	  project	  updates	  and	  
upcoming	  meetings	  when	  that	  information	  is	  released.	  We	  will	  be	  announcing	  the	  dated	  and	  
locations	  of	  additional	  open	  houses	  shortly.	  	  
	  	  
Thanks	  again	  for	  your	  comments	  and	  interest	  in	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  
	  	  
Take	  care,	  	  
	  	  
Rochelle	  Rumney	  
	  
Attachments:	  
USA-‐2010-‐Hinman-‐Wind-‐Farm-‐Proximity-‐and-‐Property-‐Values.pdf	  	  
Chatham	  Kent	  Property	  Value	  Study	  2010.pdf	  	  
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETINGS 
To be held by Prowind Canada Inc. regarding a  

Proposal to Engage in a Renewable Energy Project 
 

Project Name:   SOUTH BRANCH WIND FARM  
Location:   Brinston, Ontario and surrounding areas in the Township of South Dundas, United Counties of Stormont, Dundas & 

Glengarry; Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal, United Counties of Leeds & Grenville 
Dated at:  City of Hamilton this the 3rd of November 2011.  

Prowind Canada Inc. in conjunction with South Branch Windfarm Inc. has engaged in a renewable energy project in respect of which 
the issuance of a Renewable Energy Approval is required. The distribution of this notice of public meetings and the project itself are 
subject to the provisions of the Environmental Protection Act (Act) Part V.0.1 and Ontario Regulation 359/09 (Regulation). This notice 
must  be  distributed  in  accordance  with  section  15  of  the  Regulation  prior  to  an  application  being  submitted  and  assessed  for 
completeness by the Ministry of the Environment.  

Meetings in Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal  Meeting in Township of South Dundas 

Location:  Drummond Building, 22 Ryan St., Spencerville  Location:  Matilda Hall, 4421 County Rd. 16, Dixon’s Corners 
Dates:   Monday, December 12th, 2011    ‐ 6:00 pm to 9:00 pm  Date:   Tuesday, January 10th, 2012 ‐ 6:00 pm to 9:00 pm 
  Wednesday, January 11th, 2012   ‐ 6:00 pm to 9:00 pm 

  The meetings will be in an Open House format, allowing attendees to visit any time during the event. 

Project Description:  Pursuant to the Act and Regulation, the facility, in respect of which the project is to be engaged, is considered to 
be a Class 4 Wind Energy Facility.  If approved, this facility would have a total maximum nameplate capacity of 30 MW. The project 
location is described in the map below.  

Documents for Public Inspection:  The Draft Project Description titled South Branch Wind Farm Project Description Report describes 
the  facility  as  a wind power  generation  facility with  up  to  14  turbines  and  ancillary  facilities  including  electrical  collector  systems, 
turbine access roads, a transformer substation and construction staging areas.  A written copy of this report was made available on 
November 9th, 2011 on the South Branch Wind Farm website: www.prowind.ca/?page=projects‐south‐branch  

Further, Prowind Canada Inc. has also prepared the following supporting documents in order to comply with the Act and Regulation: 

 Design and Operations Report; Construction Plan Report; Decommissioning Plan Report; Turbine Specifications Report; Natural Heritage Assessment  
 Report; Archaeological and Heritage Resources Assessment Report; Water Assessment Report; and Abutting Property Assessment Report. 

 

Printed  copies  of  the  draft 
supporting  documents  will  be 
made  available  for  public 
inspection at  the Municipal Offices 
of  South  Dundas  (4296  County 
Road  31,  Williamsburg)  and 
Edwardsburgh/ Cardinal (18 Centre 
Street,  Spencerville)  and  the 
project  website  on  November  9th, 
2011. 

Project Contacts and Information:  
To  learn  more  about  the  project 
proposal  or  to  relay  your 
comments, please contact:  

Prowind Canada Inc. 
226 ½ James St. N, Unit A 
Hamilton, ON  L8R 2L3 
Phone:  905‐528‐1747 
Fax:    866‐203‐6516 
Email:    info@prowind.ca  
Web:     www.prowind.ca 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NOTICE Otr PUBLIC METTINGS
To be held by Frowind Canada lnc. regarding a

. Proposalto Engage in * ilenewable Fnergy Project

Proiect Name: SOUTH BRANCH WINB FARM

locatian: Brinston, Ontario and surrounding areas in the Township of South Dundas, United Counties of Stormont, Dundas &
Slengarry; Township of f;dwandsburghlCardinal, United Counties of Leeds & Srenville
City of Hamilton this the 3'd of November 201L.

Meeting ln Township of South Dundas

Location; Matilda Hall,4427County Rd. 16, Dixsnjs Corners

Date: Tuesday,January 10th,2012 - 5;00 pm to 9i00 pm

Dated at:

Prowind Canada lnc. in conjunction with South Branch Windfarm lnc. has engaged in a renewable energy project in respect of which
the issuance sf a Renewable Energy Apprcval is required. The distribi.rtion of this notice of public meetings and.the project itself are
subject to the provisions of the fnvironm entsl Protectian Act {Act} Part V.0.1 and Ontario Regulation 35*/09 {Regutation}. This notice
must be distributed in accordance with $ection l-5 of the Regulation prior tu an application being submitted and assessed for
completeness by the Ministry of the Environment.

Meeting* in Township of tdwardsburgh/Cardinal

lccation: Orummond Building,22 Ryan St., Spencerville

Dates: Monday, December 12th" 2011 - 6:00 pm to 9:00 pm

Wednesday, January tL*,2012 - 6:00 prn tc 3:00 pm

The meetings will be in an Open Hause format, ollowing ottendees to vlsil any time during the event.

Project Description: Pursuant ta th€ Act and Regulation, the facility, in respect of which the project is to be engaged, is considered to
be a Class 4 Wind Energy Facility. lf approved, this facility would have a total maxirnum nameplate capacity of 30'MW. The prnject

location is described in the map below.

Documents for Public lnspection: The Draft Project Description titled Soufh Branch Wind Farm Project Descriptian Report describes

the facility as a wind power generation facility with up to 14 turbines and ancillary facilities including electrical csllector sYstems,

turbine access roads, a transformer substaiion and c*nstruction staging areas, A written copy of this report was rnade available on

November gth, 2011 on the Sauth Branch \Alind Farm website: www.prowind.cal?page=prcjects-south-branch

Further, Prowind Canada lnc. has also prepared the following suppsrting documents in arder to comply with the Act and Regulation:

Design ond Aperotions Report; Construction Plon Repart; Decomnissioning Plon Repart; Turbine Spedlications Re.port; Naturst Heritage Assessment

Bepart; Archaeolagin! and Heritage Resources Asses$rnenf Report; Wofer Assessment Report; and Abutting Properfy Assessment geport,

Printed copies of the .draft
srpporting dccuments wilt be
rnade available for public

insp*ction at the Municipal Offices
of South Dundas (4296 County
Road 31, Williamsburg) and

Edwardsburgh/ Cardinal t18 Centre
Street, Spencerville) and the
project website ory-Nguember 9th,

'ol,t--''---'
Proje* Contacts and lnformation:
To fearn more about the project
proposal or to relay your
comments, please contact:

Prowind Canada lnc.
226 14 James St. N, Unit A
Hamilton, ON L8R 213

Phone: 905-528-1747
Fax: 866-203-6516
Email: info@prowind.ca
Web: www.prowind.ca 2
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SOUTH	  BRANCH	  WIND	  FARM	  PUBLIC	  MEETING	  	  

SUMMARY	  OF	  DISTRIBUTION	  OF	  NOTICES	  OF	  PUBLIC	  MEETINGS	  

	  

Nov	  7,	  2011	   -‐	  Notice,	  letter,	  summaries	  of	  reports,	  electronic	  versions	  of	  reports	  mailed	  to	  First	  
Nations	  Stakeholders	  

Nov	  8,	  2011	   -‐	  Draft	  REA	  reports	  posted	  on	  website	  

Nov	  8,	  2011	   -‐	  Hard	  copies	  of	  Draft	  REAs	  delivered	  to:	  

Township	  of	  South	  Dundas	  
4296	  County	  Rd.	  31/Bank	  St.	  	  
Williamsburg,	  ON	  
K0C	  2H0	  

	  

Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal	  
18	  Centre	  St.	  	  
Spencerville,	  ON	  
K0E	  1X0	  

Nov	  9,	  2011	   -‐	  Delivered	  to	  local	  area	  via	  Canada	  Post	  

Nov	  9,	  2011	   -‐	  Emailed	  Notice	  to	  First	  Nations	  agency	  and	  community	  stakeholder	  list	  

Nov	  9,	  2011	   -‐	  Published	  in	  local	  paper	  Morrisburg	  Leader	  	  

Nov	  9,	  2011	   -‐	  Published	  in	  local	  paper,	  Prescott	  Journal	  

Nov	  10,	  201	   -‐	  Published	  in	  local	  paper,	  Kemptville	  Advance	  

Nov	  10,	  2011	   -‐	  Published	  in	  First	  Nations	  paper	  Indian	  Time	  

Jan	  4,	  2011	   -‐	  Reminder	  ad	  emailed	  to	  First	  Nations,	  Agency	  and	  Community	  stakeholders	  list	  

Jan	  4,	  2011	   -‐	  Reminder	  ad	  published	  in	  local	  paper	  Prescott	  Journal	  

Jan	  5,	  2011	   -‐	  Reminder	  ad	  published	  in	  local	  paper	  Morrisburg	  Leader	  

Jan	  10,	  2011	   -‐	  Reminder	  email	  sent	  out	  to	  First	  Nations,	  Agency	  and	  Community	  stakeholders	  
list	  
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South Branch  
Wind Farm

The South Branch Wind Farm is proposed as a 30 megawatt 
(MW) renewable energy generation facility. Once constructed, 

the facility will be able to produce enough renewable electricity 
to power approximately 7,500 homes per year.

Make and model
To be determined 

Maximum rated output
2.0 to 3.0 MW per turbine

Tower and blade height
≤ 199 m

Rotor diameter
≤ 118 m

Blade sweep area
≤ 10,930 m2

Range of rotational speeds
5-20 RPM

Approximate foundation diameter
22 m

Maximum quantity required 
for South Branch project 14

Fall 2011 Submit Renewable Energy 
Approval (REA) application 

Summer 2012 REA approval 

Fall 2012 Detailed design and engineering 

Spring 2013 Construction begins

Fall 2013 Wind farm commissioning

DM
Database

Building permit and other permits secured

Project Schedule

Turbine Specifications

Location

Brinston, Township of South 
Dundas, United Counties of 
Stormont, Dundas and Glengarry; 
and east of Shanly, theTownship 
of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal, United 
Counties of Leeds and Grenville

Capacity 

30 megawatts (MW)

Wind turbines

Up to 14 (make and model to be 
determined)

Power purchase agreement 

Ontario Power Authority

Study area

1,413 hectares 

Full commercial operation 

Fall 2013
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Prowind
Canada - 150 MW 

Romania - 800 MW 

Australia - 50 MW 

Ireland - 100 MW 

France - 40 MW 

England - 80 MW 

Italy - 4 MW 

Germany - 50 MW  

Development approach
We develop renewable power generation in close consultation with landowners. Our responsible approach to development 
has gained us a reputation regionally, nationally and internationally as trustworthy and competent. 

The construction of a wind farm is not only assembling a group of wind turbines - it is building relationships with the 
community and the landowners that will last for generations.  

About Prowind
Prowind Canada Inc. is a Canadian corporation based in Hamilton, Ontario with a mandate to develop and operate wind 
power generation facilities in Ontario and across Canada. Prowind Canada is a wholly owned subsidiary of Prowind GmbH 
(Osnabrück, Germany). Prowind has successfully developed 22 wind power projects in Germany for a total of over 114 
megawatts (MW) of installed capacity. Global expansion includes development in many countries across four continents 
with over 1,000 MW of wind and solar projects at various stages of development. 

Developing for the future
We develop and operate power plants driven by renewable sources. We have over 10 years’ experience planning, financing, 
constructing, building and operating power plants that produce renewable energy. Wind energy is our focus, and we plan 
to develop and operate wind farms across Canada for years to come. 

Contact Information

Prowind Canada Inc.
226 ½ James St. North, Unit A
Hamilton, Ontario   L8R 2L3
T: 905.528.1747  F: 866.203.6516   

For media:
Cathy Weston
cweston@prowind.ca
T: 613.894.4656
   

For all other inquiries:
Rochelle Rumney
rrumney@prowind.ca
T: 905.528.1747

   

Global development projects
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D*{M
south Branch wind Farm - Public lnformation open House

Date: MondaY, December t2,zOIt

Time: 6:00 pm to 9:00 pm

Location: DrummondBuilding

22 RYan Street, SPencerville, ON

Please return completed surveys to Prowind Canada lnc'

Address: 226YzJames Street North, Unit A, Hamilton, ON L8R 213 Fax: 866-203-65L6 Email: info@prowind'ca

Pleaseusethebackoftheformifadditional spaceisneeded. All responsesareoptional'

1. Name:

3. Mailing Address

4. Would you like to be added the mailing list to receive future updates on the project?

5. How close to the South Branch Wind Farm do you live?
./

0-2km !.. 2-5km

,YES

5-20km

NO

>20 km

6, Would you like any additional information (studies, reports, handouts, etc.)sent to you? lf yes, on what topic{s)?

Please be sure to include your contact information above.

7. A portion of the annual revenue of the completed wind farm will be donated to community-based programs, organizations,

resources or events. Please provide your suggestions for suitable recipients.

8. The majority, but not all, of construction activity will occur at the proposed turbine sites and away from residences. This will
help mitigate sound impacts from machinery at residences. There will be periods, such as when frequent deliveries are being

made by heavy trucks on some local roads, that sound impacts will be greater. At what time in the morning do you consider it
appropriate "';"";;0"''";:;l'''"" ":H:"J.':l-> a c3 c +,t1rL'J

--t .--
rf you feet there shoutd be a different time for weekends ptease indicate tne time, 'r7 il)0() ' () 99 I-

\-ee-'4+'*---'

9. At what time in the evening do you consider it appropriate for noise producing construction activity to conclude?

(q:re*ry-M>

/

8:00 PM 9:00 PM

lf you feel there should be a different time for weekends please indicate the time:

tg () 100 () +no

This information is collected to help us record and understand your questions and concerns about the project. Personal information collected is for internal
office use only and will not be published or otherwise disclosed. Your comments may be anonymously published in our Consultation Report.
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Subject: South Branch Wind Farm - Requested Information
From: Rochelle Rumney <rrumney@prowind.ca>
Date: 12-02-14 10:25 AM
To: 

Hello	  
	  
Thanks	  for	  a3ending	  one	  of	  the	  previous	  open	  houses	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  You	  requested	  some	  addiBonal
informaBon	  on	  medical	  issues,	  and	  property	  value.

Health

The	  first	  report	  is	  Btled	  “Health	  effects	  and	  wind	  turbines:	  A	  review	  of	  the	  literature”.	  The	  report	  was	  wri3en	  by	  Loren	  Knopper

and	  Chris	  Ollson.	  If	  you	  a3ended	  the	  public	  meeBng	  on	  January	  10th	  or	  11th	  of	  this	  year,	  you’ll	  recall	  that	  Mr.	  Knopper	  was	  there
presenBng	  the	  findings	  of	  this	  report	  and	  addressing	  health	  related	  quesBons.
	  
Here	  is	  an	  excerpt	  from	  the	  report	  that	  highlights	  the	  results:
 
“In peer reviewed studies, wind turbine annoyance has been statistically associated with wind turbine noise, but found to be more strongly related
to visual impact, attitude to wind turbines and sensitivity to noise. To date, no peer reviewed articles demonstrate a direct causal link between
people living in proximity to modern wind turbines, the noise they emit and resulting physiological health effects. If anything, reported health
effects are likely attributed to a number of environmental stressors that result in an annoyed/stressed state in a segment of the population.”
 
Property	  Value

There	  have	  been	  recent	  numerous	  studies	  conducted	  in	  the	  vicinity	  of	  constructed	  wind	  farms	  that	  indicate	  no	  disBnct	  trend
linking	  proximity	  to	  wind	  farms	  to	  property	  value	  loss.	  	  	  I	  have	  a3ached	  a	  recent	  report	  on	  this	  topic.	  This	  is	  a	  2010	  report	  from
Chatham-‐Kent,	  Ontario	  that	  concludes:
	  
“No statistical inference to demonstrate that wind farms negatively affect rural residential market values in Chatham-Kent was
apparent in this analysis. Furthermore, this study did not find any consistent evidence from the analyzed data that such a negative
correlation exists in the municipality of Chatham-Kent. During the course of gathering data, there were no unusual quantities of
rural residential properties listed for sale in the study area. Four unrelated data processes were used in studying the property sales
information for Chatham-Kent. The only consistency was that each evaluation methodology found that it was highly unlikely that
any type of a causal relationship exists between wind farms and the market values of rural residential real estate.” 
	  
There	  is	  also	  another	  study	  that	  is	  even	  more	  recent,	  2011,	  but	  was	  conducted	  in	  Illinois.	  This	  study	  is	  Btled	  “The	  Effect	  of	  Wind
Farms	  on	  Residen?al	  Property	  Values	  in	  lee	  County,	  Illinois”	  wri3en	  by	  J.	  Carter.	  Similar	  concerns	  about	  property	  devaluaBon	  arose
in	  that	  area	  and	  this	  study	  was	  conducted	  in	  response	  to	  those	  concerns.	  The	  abstract	  from	  this	  study	  is	  copied	  below.	  It	  can	  be
downloaded	  here:	  h3p://renewableenergy.illinoisstate.edu/wind/publicaBons
/2011%20Wind%20Farms%20Effect%20on%20Property%20Values%20in%20Lee%20County.pdf	  
	  
“Lee County, Illinois experienced significant wind energy development over the last decade. The county is home to the first
commercial wind farm constructed in Illinois, which began operation in November of 2003. Additional wind farms began operating
in April of 2007 and December of 2009. Although the County has been living with wind development for several years, there is
still debate about its effect on residential property values. This study utilizes a hedonic price model to assess the impacts on 1,298
real estate transactions from 1998 to 2010. The analysis indicates that residential properties located near wind turbines in Lee
County have not been affected by their presence.”
	  
AddiBonally	  a	  large	  study	  was	  conducted	  in	  2009	  in	  the	  United	  States	  that	  looked	  at	  10	  different	  states	  and	  14	  different	  CounBes
to	  idenBfy	  trends	  in	  property	  value	  near	  wind	  farms.	  The	  study	  is	  “The	  Impact	  of	  Wind	  Power	  Projects	  on	  Residen?al	  Property
Values	  in	  the	  United	  States:	  A	  Mul?-‐Site	  hedonic	  Analysis”	  by	  B.	  Hoen	  et	  al.	  It	  can	  be	  downloaded	  here	  h3p://eetd.lbl.gov/ea/ems
/reports/lbnl-‐2829e.pdf
	  
Below	  is	  an	  excerpt	  from	  the	  Conclusion	  of	  the	  ExecuBve	  Summary.
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“Though each of the analysis techniques used in this report has strengths and weaknesses, the results as a whole are strongly
consistent in that none of the models uncovers conclusive evidence of the presence of any of the three property value stigmas that
might be present in communities surrounding wind power facilities. Therefore, based on the data sample and analysis presented
here, no evidence is found that home prices surrounding wind facilities are consistently, measurably, and significantly affected by
either the view of wind facilities or the distance of the home to those facilities. Although the analysis cannot dismiss the possibility
that individual homes or small numbers of homes have been or could be negatively impacted, it finds that if these impacts do exist,
they are either too small and/or too infrequent to result in any widespread, statistically observable impact. Moreover, to the degree
that homes and wind facilities in this sample are similar to homes and facilities in other areas of the United States, the results
presented here are expected to be transferable to other areas.
 
	  
I	  hope	  this	  informaBon	  is	  helpful	  in	  addressing	  your	  concerns.	  If	  you’d	  like	  addiBonal	  informaBon	  on	  any	  topic,	  please	  don’t
hesitate	  to	  contact	  me.
	  
Thanks	  very	  much,
	  
The	  Prowind	  Team

--

Prowind Canada Inc.
226 1/2 James St. N., Unit A
Hamilton, ON L8R 2L3
www.prowind.ca

Office: 905.528.1747
Fax: 866.203.6516

Attachments:

Health effects and wind turbines 2011 09 14.pdf 226 KB
Chatham Kent Property Value Study 2010.pdf 541 KB
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P^,;&i**t
South Branch Wind Farm - Public lnformation Open House

Thursday, September ?.9,2O1.,! Location: Matilda HallDate:

Time: 6:00 pm to 9:00 pm 4421 Brinston Rd. (CR 16), Dixon's Corners, ON

Address: 226% James St. N., Unit A, Hamilton ON LgR 213

Please return completed surveys to Prowind Canada lnc.

Fax: 866-203-6516 Email: info@ prowind.ca

Please use the back ofthe form if additional space is needed. All responses are optional.

1. Name: 2. Emait:          

3. Mailing Address:

4. Would you like to be added the mailing list to receive future updates on the project?

5. How close to the South Branch Wind Farm do you live? 6-1okm LL-20km >20 km

6. Would you like any additional information {studies, reports, handouts, etc.} sent to you? lf yes, on what topic(s)?

Please be sure to include your contact information above.

Eg+tVO 4rvD T6'cl<Nic4L lrvFo alv cllo,EM (Au/75

t@# /)4q;NFE/aEME f{\o6t?AY5,Ar/p tu{/*f i7.-

C eltg(rr, oF w l+4 Tf.+nDowM Ca/vstsfs oF

L,t/ l+ /z tV D /r*n s is uP ArVD ftEPtDL/AL

CE/1 prvf P4SE AuD ft o+DJ

.Do

I
you have any comments about the South Branch Wind Farm?

cEJFcr fa T#E U/Sz+L F>LL un c'(V

CF t,Y 89tr 7-# l'M GS , PR"pE Rrf u4Lut S

lnrctN& t#f t31 CCpsr-W ILL D n" p ia lT-la H oitJ z

[)/?o p " F,+ nq L4tlD lutt 
(-t+T Dnup tu/fEl/ 7tE luBBituEs

Ptafunr, w l{E [v atr TtE Fo*eR w E ltEp o ca tv BE

This information is collected to help us understand your concerns and improve every aspect of our project. Personal information collected is for internal

office use only and will not be published or otherwise disclosed. Your comments may be anonymously published in our Consultation Report.
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Subject: South Branch Wind Farm - requested information
From: Rochelle Rumney <rrumney@prowind.ca>
Date: 12-02-14 1:53 PM

Hello	  
	  
Thank	  you	  for	  a6ending	  one	  of	  the	  previous	  open	  houses	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  You	  requested	  some	  addiBonal
informaBon	  on	  the	  turbine	  unit	  details,	  maintenance	  programs	  and	  decommissioning	  process.
	  
Turbine	  Selec,on
	  
At	  this	  point	  in	  Bme	  we	  do	  not	  have	  a	  turbine	  model	  selected	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  Prowind	  wants	  to	  ensure	  that	  we
find	  a	  turbine	  that	  is	  both	  right	  for	  the	  area’s	  wind	  regime	  and	  that	  meets	  Ontario	  domesBc	  content	  regulaBons.	  DomesBc	  content
regulaBons	  require	  that	  50%	  of	  the	  project	  costs	  be	  spent	  in	  Ontario.	  Not	  all	  turbine	  manufacturers	  can	  meet	  this	  target	  today,
although	  it's	  improving.	  AddiBonally,	  new	  technologies	  and	  quieter,	  more	  powerful	  machines	  are	  becoming	  available,	  so	  we	  want
to	  make	  sure	  we	  have	  the	  best	  of	  all	  these	  opBons	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.
	  
Maintenance	  Program
	  
The	  turbine	  manufacturer	  is	  typically	  contracted	  to	  perform	  OperaBons	  and	  Maintenance	  (O&M)	  work	  for	  the	  first	  2-‐15	  years	  of
the	  project.	  AWer	  that	  Bme,	  the	  services	  may	  be	  assumed	  directly	  by	  the	  project	  owner	  or	  contracted	  to	  another	  specialized
company	  with	  the	  proper	  skills	  and	  infrastructure.
	  
We	  have	  proposed	  to	  use	  a	  local	  building	  to	  serve	  as	  the	  O&M	  office	  for	  the	  project.	  Depending	  on	  the	  approach	  taken	  by	  the
manufacturer,	  operaBons	  and	  maintenance	  staff	  can	  be	  staBoned	  on-‐site	  at	  all	  Bmes,	  or	  operate	  out	  of	  a	  regional	  service	  centre
for	  all	  or	  part	  of	  the	  Bme.	  It	  is	  common	  for	  projects	  like	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  to	  have	  staff	  on-‐site	  for	  a	  porBon	  of	  the	  day.
In	  the	  early	  months	  of	  the	  project	  there	  tend	  to	  be	  more	  maintenance	  staff	  on-‐site	  as	  new	  turbines	  require	  a	  series	  of	  inspecBons
and	  bolt	  re-‐Bghtening	  aWer	  the	  first	  few	  hundred	  hours	  of	  operaBon.
	  
Once	  those	  types	  of	  acBviBes	  are	  complete,	  maintenance	  is	  generally	  comprised	  of	  planned	  and	  unplanned	  acBviBes:

Planned	  maintenance	  can	  be	  acBviBes	  such	  as	  lubricaBon	  of	  moving	  parts,	  fluid	  changes,	  replacement	  of	  certain	  parts
aWer	  a	  set	  Bme	  span,	  or	  a	  reacBon	  to	  advanced	  warning	  from	  sensors	  that	  a	  part	  is	  wearing	  out.

Unplanned	  maintenance	  can	  be	  acBviBes	  such	  as	  invesBgaBng	  sensor	  feedback,	  manually	  restarBng	  turbines	  that	  go	  into
an	  auto	  shutdown,	  or	  making	  repairs	  that	  become	  necessary	  with	  li6le	  warning.	  The	  vast	  majority	  of	  these	  acBviBes	  can
be	  addressed	  using	  on-‐site	  equipment	  such	  as	  the	  hoists	  installed	  in	  the	  turbine	  nacelle.	  However,	  if	  a	  major	  component
such	  as	  a	  blade,	  gearbox,	  or	  generator	  needs	  replacement,	  a	  crane	  may	  need	  to	  be	  brought	  to	  the	  site.	  It	  is	  possible	  that
this	  could	  occur	  several	  Bmes	  over	  the	  exisBng	  20-‐year	  contract.	  	  	  	  

	  
Decommissioning
	  
The	  contract	  for	  the	  power	  purchase	  agreement	  with	  the	  Province	  for	  this	  project	  is	  20	  years,	  but	  the	  project	  will	  not	  necessarily
be	  decommissioned	  in	  20	  years.	  At	  that	  Bme	  the	  wind	  farm	  operator	  may	  be	  able	  to	  sign	  a	  new	  contract	  and	  conBnue	  the	  wind
farm	  for	  another	  contract	  length.	  That	  is	  a	  policy	  decision	  at	  the	  Provincial	  level	  and	  we	  are	  unable	  to	  predict	  what	  the	  appeBte
for	  wind	  energy	  will	  be	  at	  that	  Bme.
	  
When	  the	  wind	  farm	  does	  get	  decommissioned,	  it	  is	  essenBally	  the	  reverse	  of	  the	  construcBon	  process	  and	  include	  the	  following
acBviBes:
	  

·       lay-‐down	  area	  is	  reconstructed	  and	  a	  crane	  brought	  in
·       blades	  are	  removed	  and	  dismantled
·       nacelle	  is	  removed	  and	  dismantled
·       tower	  secBons	  are	  removed	  in	  pieces
·       foundaBon	  is	  broken	  up	  to	  a	  depth	  of	  3	  or	  4	  feet	  (below	  plough	  depth)	  and	  the	  remainder	  of	  the	  foundaBon	  is	  leW	  in	  the
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ground
·       cables	  can	  be	  leW	  in	  the	  ground	  or	  removed
·       aggregate	  from	  the	  roads	  and	  lay-‐down	  areas	  is	  removed	  and	  topsoil	  is	  returned	  to	  those	  areas
·       any	  scrap	  material	  that	  can	  be	  sold	  (ie.	  gravel,	  steel,	  copper,	  etc.)	  will	  be	  sold	  to	  help	  with	  decommissioning	  costs

	  
Money	  is	  set	  aside	  by	  Prowind	  in	  escrow	  to	  contribute	  to	  decommissioning	  costs.	  This	  is	  in	  the	  amount	  of	  $1,000/MW/yr	  for	  the
lifeBme	  of	  the	  project.	  At	  the	  end	  of	  20	  years	  this	  will	  be	  $600,000,	  not	  including	  interest.
	  
AddiBonal	  details	  about	  decommissioning	  can	  be	  found	  in	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  Decommissioning	  Report	  available	  for
download	  on	  our	  website.	  (h6p://prowind.ca/downloads/SBWF_REA2_2
/07_South_Branch_Wind_Farm_Decommissioning_Report_2011-‐07-‐30.pdf)
 
Property Values
 
There	  have	  been	  recent	  numerous	  studies	  conducted	  in	  the	  vicinity	  of	  constructed	  wind	  farms	  that	  indicate	  no	  disBnct	  trend
linking	  proximity	  to	  wind	  farms	  to	  property	  value	  loss.	  	  A	  report	  Btled	  “Wind	  Energy	  Study	  –	  Effect	  on	  Real	  Estate	  Values	  in	  the
Municipality	  of	  Chatham-‐Kent,	  Ontario”	  prepared	  by	  L.J.	  Simmons	  and	  G.	  Canning	  was	  wri6en	  in	  2010.	  I	  have	  a6ached	  this	  report
to	  this	  email.	  The	  report	  concludes:
	  
“No statistical inference to demonstrate that wind farms negatively affect rural residential market values in Chatham-Kent was
apparent in this analysis. Furthermore, this study did not find any consistent evidence from the analyzed data that such a negative
correlation exists in the municipality of Chatham-Kent. During the course of gathering data, there were no unusual quantities of
rural residential properties listed for sale in the study area. Four unrelated data processes were used in studying the property sales
information for Chatham-Kent. The only consistency was that each evaluation methodology found that it was highly unlikely that
any type of a causal relationship exists between wind farms and the market values of rural residential real estate.” 
	  
There	  is	  also	  a	  more	  recent	  study	  from	  2011,	  conducted	  in	  Illinois.	  This	  study	  is	  Btled	  “The	  Effect	  of	  Wind	  Farms	  on	  Residen5al
Property	  Values	  in	  Lee	  County,	  Illinois”	  wri6en	  by	  J.	  Carter.	  Similar	  concerns	  about	  property	  devaluaBon	  arose	  in	  that	  area	  and	  this
study	  was	  conducted	  in	  response	  to	  those	  concerns.	  The	  abstract	  from	  this	  study	  is	  copied	  below.	  The	  report	  in	  its	  enBrety,	  can	  be
downloaded	  here:	  h6p://renewableenergy.illinoisstate.edu/wind/publicaBons
/2011%20Wind%20Farms%20Effect%20on%20Property%20Values%20in%20Lee%20County.pdf	  	  

	  
“Lee County, Illinois experienced significant wind energy development over the last decade. The county is home to the first
commercial wind farm constructed in Illinois, which began operation in November of 2003. Additional wind farms began operating
in April of 2007 and December of 2009. Although the County has been living with wind development for several years, there is
still debate about its effect on residential property values. This study utilizes a hedonic price model to assess the impacts on 1,298
real estate transactions from 1998 to 2010. The analysis indicates that residential properties located near wind turbines in Lee
County have not been affected by their presence.”
	  
AddiBonally	  a	  large	  study	  was	  conducted	  in	  2009	  in	  the	  United	  States	  that	  looked	  at	  10	  different	  states	  and	  14	  different	  CounBes
to	  idenBfy	  trends	  in	  property	  value	  near	  wind	  farms.	  The	  study	  is	  Btled	  “The	  Impact	  of	  Wind	  Power	  Projects	  on	  Residen5al
Property	  Values	  in	  the	  United	  States:	  A	  Mul5-‐Site	  hedonic	  Analysis”	  by	  B.	  Hoen	  et	  al.	  It	  can	  be	  downloaded	  here	  h6p://eetd.lbl.gov
/ea/ems/reports/lbnl-‐2829e.pdf
	  
Below	  is	  an	  excerpt	  from	  the	  Conclusion	  of	  the	  ExecuBve	  Summary.
	  
“Though each of the analysis techniques used in this report has strengths and weaknesses, the results as a whole are strongly
consistent in that none of the models uncovers conclusive evidence of the presence of any of the three property value stigmas that
might be present in communities surrounding wind power facilities. Therefore, based on the data sample and analysis presented
here, no evidence is found that home prices surrounding wind facilities are consistently, measurably, and significantly affected by
either the view of wind facilities or the distance of the home to those facilities. Although the analysis cannot dismiss the possibility
that individual homes or small numbers of homes have been or could be negatively impacted, it finds that if these impacts do exist,
they are either too small and/or too infrequent to result in any widespread, statistically observable impact. Moreover, to the degree
that homes and wind facilities in this sample are similar to homes and facilities in other areas of the United States, the results
presented here are expected to be transferable to other areas.”

34



I	  hope	  this	  informaBon	  is	  helpful	  in	  addressing	  your	  concerns.	  If	  you’d	  like	  addiBonal	  informaBon	  on	  any	  topic,	  please	  don’t
hesitate	  to	  contact	  us.
	  
Thanks	  very	  much,

The	  Prowind	  Team

--

Prowind Canada Inc.
226 1/2 James St. N., Unit A
Hamilton, ON L8R 2L3
www.prowind.ca

Office: 905.528.1747
Fax: 866.203.6516

Attachments:

Chatham Kent Property Value Study 2010.pdf 541 KB
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P*i,fu South Branch Wind Farm - Public Information Open House

Date: Monday, December 12,20'J,1

Time: 6:00 pm to 9:00 pm

Location: DrummondBuilding

22 Ryan Street, Spencerville, ON

Please return completed surveys to Prowind Canada lnc.

Address: 226% James Street North, Unit A, Hamilton, ON L8R 213 Fax: 866-203-651-6 Email: info@prowind.ca

1. Name:

Pleaseusethebackoftheformifadditional spaceisneeded. All responsesareoptional.

3. Mailing Address:

4. Would you like to be added the mailing"list to receive future updates on the project?

5. How close to the South Branch Wind Farm do you live? o-2km') 2-5km
\,,--*-""-/

Gi.,
5-20km

NO

>20 km

6. Would you like any additional information (studies, reports, handouts, etc.) sent to you? lf yes, on what topic(s)?
Please be sure to include your contact information above.

7. A portion of the annual revenue of the completed wind farm will be donated to community-based programs, organizations,

resources or events. Please provide your suggestions for suitable recipients.

8. The majority, but not all, of construction activity will occur at the proposed turbine sites and away from residences. This will
help mitigate sound impacts from machinery at residences. There will be periods, such as when frequent deliveries are being
made by heavy trucks on some local roads, that sound impacts will be greater. At what time in the morning do you consider it
appropriate for noise producing construction activity to begin?

7:00 AM 7:30 AM 8:00 AM

lf you feel there should be a different time for weekends please indicate the time:

9. At what time in the evening do you consider it appropriate for noise producing construction activity to conclude?

8:00 PM 9:00 PM 10:00 PM

lf you feel there should be a different time for weekends please indicate the time:

Thisinformationiscollectedtohelpusrecordandunderstandyourquestionsandconcernsabouttheproject. Personal informationcollectedisforinternal
office use only and will not be published or otherwise disclosed. Your comments may be anonymously published in our Consultation Report.
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10. We will conduct a formal question-and-answer session during
7:30pm on each night. Priority will be given to advance questions
you would like us to answer at this session.

January to be held between 6 and
residents. Please provide any questions

our final meetings in
in writing from local

11. Do you have additional comrnents about South Branch Wind Farm that you wish to share with us?

This information is collected to help us record and understand your questions and concerns about the project. Personal information collected is for internal
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February	  13,	  2012	  
	  
Dear	   	  	  	  
	  	  
Thank	  you	  for	  attending	  the	  Open	  House	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  At	  the	  meeting	  in	  
December,	  you	  completed	  a	  survey	  requesting	  additional	  information.	  	  
	  	  
You	  asked	  about	  the	  following	  subjects:	  	  
1)	  Health	  Effects	  	  
2)	  Devaluation	  of	  Property	  	  
3)	  Herd	  health	  (ie	  cattle	  and	  poultry)	  	  
4)	  Vibration	  of	  Ground	  	  
5)	  Contamination	  of	  well	  water	  	  	  
	  	  
Health	  Effects	  

	  	  
An	  excellent	  resource	  for	  information	  related	  to	  health	  effect	  from	  wind	  turbines	  is	  titled	  
“Health	  effects	  and	  wind	  turbines:	  A	  review	  of	  the	  literature”	  by	  Loren	  Knopper	  and	  Chris	  Ollson.	  
If	  you	  attended	  the	  public	  meeting	  on	  January	  10th,	  you	  may	  recall	  that	  Mr.	  Knopper	  was	  there	  
presenting	  the	  findings	  of	  this	  report	  and	  addressing	  health	  related	  questions.	  I	  have	  included	  
this	  report	  with	  this	  letter.	  	  
	  
Here	  is	  an	  excerpt	  from	  the	  report	  that	  highlights	  the	  results:	  	  
	  	  
“In peer reviewed studies, wind turbine annoyance has been statistically associated with wind 
turbine noise, but found to be more strongly related to visual impact, attitude to wind turbines and 
sensitivity to noise. To date, no peer-reviewed articles demonstrate a direct causal link between 
people living in proximity to modern wind turbines, the noise they emit and resulting 
physiological health effects. If anything, reported health effects are likely attributed to a number 
of environmental stressors that result in an annoyed/stressed state in a segment of the population.” 
	  	  
Additionally,	  a	  study	  from	  Massachusetts	  was	  just	  released	  in	  January	  2012	  and	  comes	  to	  a	  
similar	  conclusion.	  That	  study	  can	  be	  downloaded	  here:	  
http://www.mass.gov/dep/energy/wind/turbine_impact_study.pdf	  
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Devaluation	  of	  Property	  	  
	  	  

There	  have	  been	  recent	  numerous	  studies	  conducted	  in	  the	  vicinity	  of	  constructed	  wind	  farms	  
that	  indicate	  no	  distinct	  trend	  linking	  proximity	  to	  wind	  farms	  to	  property	  value	  loss.	  	  A	  2010	  
report	  from	  Chatham-‐Kent,	  Ontario	  that	  concludes:	  	  
	  
“No statistical inference to demonstrate that wind farms negatively affect rural residential market 
values in Chatham-Kent was apparent in this analysis. Furthermore, this study did not find any 
consistent evidence from the analyzed data that such a negative correlation exists in the 
municipality of Chatham-Kent. During the course of gathering data, there were no unusual 
quantities of rural residential properties listed for sale in the study area. Four unrelated data 
processes were used in studying the property sales information for Chatham-Kent. The only 
consistency was that each evaluation methodology found that it was highly unlikely that any type 
of a causal relationship exists between wind farms and the market values of rural residential real 
estate.”   
	  
There	  is	  also	  another	  study	  that	  is	  even	  more	  recent,	  2011,	  but	  was	  conducted	  in	  Illinois.	  This	  
study	  is	  titled	  “The	  Effect	  of	  Wind	  Farms	  on	  Residential	  Property	  Values	  in	  lee	  County,	  Illinois”	  
written	  by	  J.	  Carter.	  Similar	  concerns	  about	  property	  devaluation	  arose	  in	  that	  area	  and	  this	  
study	  was	  conducted	  in	  response	  to	  those	  concerns.	  The	  abstract	  from	  this	  study	  is	  copied	  
below.	  It	  can	  be	  downloaded	  here:	  
http://renewableenergy.illinoisstate.edu/wind/publications/2011%20Wind%20Farms%20Effect
%20on%20Property%20Values%20in%20Lee%20County.pdf	  	  	  
	  
“Lee County, Illinois experienced significant wind energy development over the last decade. The 
county is home to the first commercial wind farm constructed in Illinois, which began operation 
in November of 2003. Additional wind farms began operating in April of 2007 and December of 
2009. Although the County has been living with wind development for several years, there is still 
debate about its effect on residential property values. This study utilizes a hedonic price model to 
assess the impacts on 1,298 real estate transactions from 1998 to 2010. The analysis indicates that 
residential properties located near wind turbines in Lee County have not been affected by their 
presence.”  
	  
Additionally	  a	  large	  study	  was	  conducted	  in	  2009	  in	  the	  United	  States	  that	  looked	  at	  10	  different	  
states	  and	  14	  different	  Counties	  to	  identify	  trends	  in	  property	  value	  near	  wind	  farms.	  The	  study	  
is	  “The	  Impact	  of	  Wind	  Power	  Projects	  on	  Residential	  Property	  Values	  in	  the	  United	  States:	  A	  
Multi-‐Site	  hedonic	  Analysis”	  by	  B.	  Hoen	  et	  al.	  It	  can	  be	  downloaded	  here:	  
http://eetd.lbl.gov/ea/ems/reports/lbnl-‐2829e.pdf	  
	  
Below	  is	  an	  excerpt	  from	  the	  Conclusion	  of	  the	  Executive	  Summary.	  	  
	  
“Though each of the analysis techniques used in this report has strengths and weaknesses, the 
results as a whole are strongly consistent in that none of the models uncovers conclusive evidence 
of the presence of any of the three property value stigmas that might be present in communities 
surrounding wind power facilities. Therefore, based on the data sample and analysis presented 
here, no evidence is found that home prices surrounding wind facilities are consistently, 
measurably, and significantly affected by either the view of wind facilities or the distance of the 
home to those facilities. Although the analysis cannot dismiss the possibility that individual 
homes or small numbers of homes have been or could be negatively impacted, it finds that if 
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these impacts do exist, they are either too small and/or too infrequent to result in any widespread, 
statistically observable impact. Moreover, to the degree that homes and wind facilities in this 
sample are similar to homes and facilities in other areas of the United States, the results presented 
here are expected to be transferable to other areas.” 
	  	  
Herd	  Health	  	  

	  	  
We	  are	  not	  aware	  of	  any	  credible	  evidence	  to	  suggest	  that	  farm	  animals	  are	  negatively	  impacted	  
by	  sound	  from	  wind	  turbines,	  and	  current	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval	  requirements	  do	  not	  
identify	  farm	  animal	  health	  as	  a	  potential	  impact	  from	  wind	  projects.	  We	  note	  that	  many	  farm	  
animals	  are	  exposed	  to	  sound	  and	  vibration	  from	  barn	  ventilation	  systems,	  milking	  equipment,	  
tractors,	  corn	  dryers	  etc.	  And	  livestock	  can	  often	  be	  found	  grazing	  beneath	  wind	  turbines	  in	  
their	  pastures.	  	  	  
	  
A	  study	  from	  Norway	  in	  2004	  titled	  “Effects	  of	  wind	  turbines	  on	  area	  use	  and	  behaviours	  of	  semi-‐
domestic	  reindeer	  in	  enclosures”	  written	  by	  K.	  Flydal,	  S.	  Eftestøl,	  E.	  Reimers	  &	  J.	  E.	  Colman,	  looks	  
at	  just	  this	  with	  a	  popularly	  farmed	  species	  that	  is	  very	  similar	  to	  cows/horses	  in	  this	  area.	  This	  
report	  can	  be	  downloaded	  here:	  
http://septentrio.uit.no/index.php/rangifer/article/viewFile/301/282.	  	  
	  
An	  excerpt	  from	  the	  abstract	  is	  below:	  	  
	  
“Five different groups of reindeer in a 450 m long, 8 hectare, enclosure close to a wind turbine 
were manipulated by turning the wind turbine rotor on and off, and compared with reindeer in a 
control enclosure without wind turbine exposure.  When exposed to rotor movement, two groups 
used locations farther from the wind turbine, two groups showed no shift, while one group moved 
closer to the wind turbine. The reindeer showed no systematic differences in the measured 
behaviour patterns between the two enclosures that could indicate fright or stress as a 
consequence of the wind turbine or rotor movement. We conclude that semi-domestic reindeer in 
an enclosure showed no negative behavioural response and little or no aversion towards a wind 
turbine.” 	  	  
	  	  
Vibration	  of	  ground	  	  

	  	  
Any	  vibration	  transferred	  from	  a	  wind	  turbine	  to	  the	  ground	  is	  expected	  to	  be	  dampened	  by	  the	  
surrounding	  soil	  and	  mitigated	  by	  the	  setbacks	  from	  residences.	  	  	  

	  	  
Contamination	  of	  well	  water	  	  
	  
The	  possibility	  of	  contamination	  of	  surface	  water	  was	  investigated	  in	  the	  Design	  and	  Operations	  
report,	  the	  Construction	  Report,	  and	  the	  Decommissioning	  Report.	  You	  can	  find	  these	  reports	  
at:	  http://prowind.ca/?page=projects-‐south-‐branch-‐REA.	  

	  	  
You	  can	  also	  view	  a	  hard	  copy	  of	  the	  reports	  at:	  

	  	  
·∙	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Township	  of	  South	  Dundas	  Municipal	  Office,	  4296	  County	  Road	  31,	  Williamsburg	  
·∙	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal	  Municipal	  Office,	  18	  Centre	  Street,	  Spencerville	  
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The	  project	  was	  designed	  to	  minimize	  any	  impacts	  to	  surface	  water.	  Impacts	  to	  underground	  
water	  are	  no	  more	  likely	  than	  they	  are	  with	  regular	  building	  construction.	  Best	  practices	  will	  be	  
followed	  during	  all	  construction	  works	  to	  ensure	  that	  no	  contamination	  occurs.	  	  	  	  
	  	  
	  
I	  hope	  this	  information	  is	  helpful	  in	  addressing	  your	  concerns.	  If	  you’d	  like	  hard	  copies	  of	  any	  of	  
the	  above	  referenced	  reports,	  please	  let	  us	  know.	  	  Please	  don’t	  hesitate	  to	  contact	  us	  if	  you	  
require	  additional	  information	  on	  any	  topic.	  
	  	  
	  
Thanks	  very	  much,	  	  
	  	  
	  
	  
The	  Prowind	  Team	  
	  
	  
Encl.:	  	  
Knopper,	  L	  and	  Ollson,	  C.	  (2011).	  Health	  effects	  and	  wind	  turbines:	  A	  review	  of	  the	  literature.	  
Environmental	  Health	  2011,	  10:78.	  
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P*fu South Branch Wind Farm -
Date: Monday, December 12,2011,

Time: 6:00 pm to 9:00 pm

Public lnformation Open House

Location: DrummondBuilding

22 Ryan Street, Spencerville, ON

Please return completed surveys to Prowind Canada lnc.

Address: 226%James Street North, Unit A, Hamilton, ON L8R 213 Fax: 866-203-651-6 Email: info@prowind.ca

1. Name:

Please use the back of the form if additional space is needed. All responses are optional

2. Email:

3.

4.

5.

Mailing Address:

Would you like to be added the mailing list to receive future updates on the project?C\v\ {R
How close to the South Branch Wind Farm do you live? 2-5km 5-20km

NO

>20 km

6. Would you like any additional information (studies, reports, handouts, etc.) sent to you? lf yes, on what topic(s)?
Please be sure to include your contact information above.

7. A portion of the annual revenue of the completed wind farm will be donated to community-based programs, organizations,

resources or events. Please provide your suggestions for suitable recipients. r*l'grI\ \rn+ei.\ \o

8. The majority, but not all, of construction activity will occur at the proposed turbine sites and away from residences. This will
help mitigate sound impacts from machinery at residences. There will be periods, such as when frequent deliveries are being
made by heavy trucks on some local roads, that sound impacts will be greater. At what time in the morning do you consider it
appropriate for noise producing construction activity to begin?

7:OO AM 7:30 AM Cq!UD \ \
lf you feel there should be a different time for weekends please indicate tne time:hQ, Q- t\$$ e\:."* N Nb\\., \-.f,:rN-s.-\,
9. At what time in the evening do you consider it appropriate for noise producing construction activity to conclude?

,F " -------,:-?,q$ry e:oo PM 1o:oo PM

lf you feel there should be a different time for weekends please indicate tfre time'N-SlNt (\]{* N

N q5*\,;i\-^,

Thisinformationiscollectedtohelpusrecordandunderstandyourquestionsandconcernsabouttheproject. Personal informationcollectedisforinternal
office use only and will not be published or otherwise disclosed. Your comments may be anonymously published in our Consultation Report.
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10. We will conduct a formal question-and-answer session during
7:30pm on each night. Priority will be given to advance questions

January to be held between 6 and

residents. Please provide any questions
our final meetings in
in writing from local

you would like us to answer at this session.

11. Do you have additional comments about South Branch Wind Farm that you wish to share with us?

This information is collected to help us record and understand your questions and concerns about the project. Personal information collected is for internal
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Subject: South Branch Wind Farm - requested information
From: Rochelle Rumney <rrumney@prowind.ca>
Date: 12-02-14 11:21 AM

Hello 
 
Thank you for attending our previous open houses for the South Branch Wind Farm. At the meeting in December you
requested some additional information on ice throw and blade throw.
 
Ice Throw
 
In response to some concerns by both the municipalities and comments like your own, we commissioned an ice throw
report from a specialized consultant, Zephyr North. Their analysis used several conservative assumptions along with
the wind and weather conditions in this area and came up with a statement of risk for ice throw at the South Branch
Wind Farm.
 
The report included an analysis of the risk to Byker Rd. To account for future upgrades and increased future traffic flow,
the risk included the assumption that 100 cars a day traveled down this road.
 
If ice is thrown from a blade while the turbine is spinning, “…the annual likelihood of an ice-vehicle impact is 0.0013,
i.e., one impact every 785 years.”  As discussed at the previous meeting, it is preferable and good practice for safety
and to prevent machine damage to shut the turbine down if ice is detected. When the turbine is stationary, “ …the
annual likelihood of vehicle impact … reduces to 0.0010, or one impact every 985 years.”
 
As you can see, the risk from ice throw is very low even when traffic conditions are assumed to be higher than the
current volume. I have attached the full report for your review.
 
Blade Throw
 
Blade throw is a very rare occurrence, but has happened at other wind farms in the past. I do want to stress that it is
very rare considering the number of turbines in the world. A literature review titled “Recommendations for Risk
Assessments of Ice Throw and Blade Failure in Ontario” was prepared by Garrard Hassan and can be downloaded
here: http://www.canwea.ca/images/uploads/File/GH-RiskAssessment-38079or01a(1).pdf.
 
It states that the maximum distance a full blade can be thrown is 150 m from the tower and the maximum distance that
a piece of the blade can be thrown is 500 m from the tower, which is less than the minimum setback in Ontario between
a turbine and non-participating residence.
 
Floodplain
 
You also asked how we attained permission to build turbines in a floodplain.
 
We have had extensive consultation with South Nation Conservation regarding the floodplain. It was verified that
turbines are not allowed to be placed within the floodplain, but roads and cables are allowed, with the proper permitting.
We must ensure we do not change the grade of the surface so as to not impact drainage patterns of the land.
 

I hope this information is helpful in addressing your concerns. If you’d like additional information on any topic, please
don’t hesitate to contact us.
 
Thanks very much,

The Prowind Team
 
--

Prowind Canada Inc.
226 1/2 James St. N., Unit A
Hamilton, ON L8R 2L3
www.prowind.ca

Office: 905.528.1747
Fax: 866.203.6516
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Attachments:

South Branch Wind Farm Ice Throw Report 2012 01 23.pdf 490 KB
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P""a)*
South Branch Wind Farm - Public lnformation Open House

Date: Monday, December L2,201,1

Time: 6:00 pm to 9:00 pm

Location: DrummondBuilding

22 Ryan Street, Spencerville, ON

Please return completed surveys to Prowind Canada lnc.

Address: 226% James Street North, Unit A, Hamilton, ON L8R 213 Fax: 866-203-6516 Email: info@prowind.ca

Pleaseusethebackoftheformifadditional spaceisneeded. All responsesareoptional.

3. Mailing Address:

4. Would you like to be added the mailing list to receive future updates on the project?

5. How close to the South Branch Wind Farm do you live? 0-2km 2-5km

YES L---"' NO

,5frkfr >20 km(__-------'

6. Would you like any additional information (studies, reports, handouts, etc.) sent to you? lf yes, on what topic(s)?
Please be sure to include your contact information above.

7. A portion of the annual revenue of the completed wind farm will be donated to community-based programs, organizations,

resources or events. Please provide your suggestions for suitable recipients.

8. The majority, but not all, of construction activity will occur at the proposed turbine sites and away from residences. This will
help mitigate sound impacts from machinery at residences. There will be periods, such as when frequent deliveries are being
made by heavy trucks on some local roads, that sound impacts will be greater. At what time in the morning do you consider it
appropriate for noise producing construction activity to begin?

7:00 AM 7:30 AM 8:00 AM //A
lf you feel there should be a different time for weekends please indicate the time:

9. At what time in thr
------€Sning 

do you consider it appropriate for noise producing construction activity to conclude?

( s,oo ey 9:oo pM lo:oo pM

lf you feel there should be a different time for weekends please indicate the time:

Thisinformationiscollectedtohelpusrecordandunderstandyourquestionsandconcernsabouttheproject. Personal informationcollectedisforinternal
office use only and will not be published or otherwise disclosed. Your comments may be anonymously published in our Consultation Report.
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February	  14,	  2012	  
	  
Dear	   	  	  	  
	  
Thank	  you	  for	  attending	  the	  Open	  House	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  	  
	  
At	  the	  meeting	  in	  December,	  you	  completed	  a	  survey	  requesting	  additional	  information	  about	  
bird	  and	  bat	  kills.	  	  	  
	  
The	  area	  around	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  has	  been	  investigated	  for	  the	  presence	  of	  birds	  
and	  bats.	  Results	  of	  both	  studies	  indicate	  that	  the	  site	  is	  in	  an	  area	  of	  low	  risk	  to	  bird	  and	  bat	  
populations.	  Further	  information	  can	  be	  found	  in	  the	  Natural	  Heritage	  Report.	  	  The	  Bird	  and	  Bat	  
Pre-‐construction	  Survey	  Reports	  can	  be	  accessed	  online	  at	  the	  following	  links:	  
	  
http://prowind.ca/downloads/SBWF_REA2_2/03_C-‐SBWF_Pre-‐Construction_Avian_Surveys.pdf	  
http://prowind.ca/downloads/SBWF_REA2_2/03_D-‐SBWF_Pre-‐Construction_Bat_Surveys.pdf	  
	  
or	  viewed	  in	  hard	  copy	  a	  the	  following	  locations:	  
	  
• Township	  of	  South	  Dundas	  Municipal	  Office,	  4296	  County	  Road	  31,	  Williamsburg	  
• Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal	  Municipal	  Office,	  18	  Centre	  Street,	  Spencerville	  
	  
Investigation	  and	  monitoring	  of	  the	  situation	  continues	  after	  the	  project	  is	  constructed.	  A	  
protocol	  for	  post-‐construction	  monitoring	  of	  bird	  and	  bat	  mortality	  has	  been	  developed	  in	  
consultation	  with	  the	  Ministry	  of	  Natural	  Resources	  (MNR).	  This	  protocol	  involves	  regular	  
surveys	  searching	  for	  bird	  and	  bat	  carcasses	  for	  the	  first	  three	  years	  following	  construction.	  The	  
results	  of	  these	  surveys	  are	  summarized	  in	  a	  report	  that	  will	  be	  submitted	  annually	  to	  the	  MOE	  
and	  MNR.	  	  The	  monitoring	  protocol	  contains	  a	  contingency	  plan	  should	  an	  unforeseen	  large-‐
scale	  mortality	  event	  occur.	  If	  this	  occurs,	  MNR	  and/or	  MOE	  will	  be	  notified	  and	  mitigation	  
measures	  will	  be	  considered.	  Some	  mitigation	  measures,	  approved	  by	  MNR	  are	  discussed	  in	  the	  
South	  Branch	  Avian	  and	  Chiropteran	  Post-‐Construction	  Monitoring	  Plan.	  	  You	  can	  see	  hard	  
copies	  at	  the	  locations	  noted	  above	  or	  download	  a	  copy	  of	  the	  Post-‐Construction	  Monitoring	  
Plan	  here:	  http://prowind.ca/downloads/SBWF_REA2_2/03_I-‐
SBWF_PostConstructionMonitoring-‐Birds_and_Bats_2011-‐10-‐27.pdf.	  
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Contingency	  plans	  to	  mitigate	  large	  number	  of	  bird	  and	  bat	  kills	  include	  feathering	  the	  blades	  of	  
the	  turbines	  or	  stopping	  the	  turbines	  at	  certain	  times	  of	  the	  day	  or	  year	  when	  high	  mortality	  has	  
been	  recorded.	  High	  mortality	  of	  birds	  and	  bats	  are	  not	  expected	  at	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  
Farm,	  and	  a	  plan	  is	  in	  place	  to	  verify	  that	  expectation.	  	  
	  
	  
Thank	  you	  again	  for	  your	  comments.	  I	  hope	  that	  this	  letter	  has	  answered	  your	  questions.	  Should	  
you	  have	  any	  further	  questions	  or	  comments,	  please	  don't	  hesitate	  to	  contact	  us.	  	  	  
	  
Sincerely,	  
	  
	  
	  
The	  Prowind	  Team	  	  
	  

48



P*fu South Branch Wind Farm - Public lnformation Open House

Date: Monday, December'J.2,2O'J,1

Time: 6:00 pm to 9:00 pm

Location: DrummondBuilding

22 Ryan Street, Spencerville, ON

Please return completed surveys to Prowind Canada lnc.

Address: 226%James Street North, Unit A, Hamilton, ON L8R 213 Fax: 866-203-6516 Email: info@prowind.ca

 ofthe form ifadditional space is needed. 

1. Name:

3. Mailing Address:

4. Would you like to be added the mailing listto receive future updates onlhe project?
-/

5. How close to the South Branch Wind Farm do you live? yg-Z(n 2-5km

YES

5-20km

NO

>20 km

6. Would you like any additional information (studies, reports, handouts, etc.) sent to you? lf yes, on what topic(s)?
Please be sure to include your contact information above.

7. A portion of the annual revenue of the completed wind farm will be donated to community-based programs, organizations,

resources or events. Please provide your suggestions for suitable recipients.

8. The majority, but not all, of construction activity will occur at the proposed turbine sites and away from residences. This will
help mitigate sound impacts from machinery at residences. There will be periods, such as when frequent deliveries are being
made by heavy trucks on some local roads, that sound impacts will be greater. At what time in the morning do you consider it
appropriate for noise producing construction activity to begin?

7:00 AM 7:30 AM 8:00 AM

lf you feel there should be a different time for weekends please indicate the time:

9. At what time in the evening do you consider it appropriate for noise producing construction activity to conclude?

8:00 PM 9:00 PM 10:00 PM

lf you feel there should be a different time for weekends please indicate the time:

This information is collected to help us record and understand your questions and concerns about the project. Personal information collected is for internal
office use only and will not be published or otherwise disclosed. Your comments may be anonymously published in our Consultation Report.
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10. We will conduct a formal question-and-answer session during our final meetings in January to be held between 6 and
7:30pm on each night. Priority will be given to advance questions in writing from local residents. Please provide any questions
you would like us to answer at this session.

e
o

This information is collected to help us record and understand your questions and concerns about the project. Personal information collected is for internal
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Subject: South Branch Wind Farm - requested information
From: Rochelle Rumney <rrumney@prowind.ca>
Date: 12-02-14 10:19 AM

Hello	  
	  
Thank	  you	  for	  a5ending	  our	  previous	  open	  houses	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  At	  the	  meeBng	  in	  December	  you	  requested
some	  addiBonal	  informaBon	  on:	  

1.	  	  	  	  	  Noise	  and	  Shadow	  Flicker	  effects	  on	  people
2.	  	  	  	  	  VibraBon	  and	  low	  frequency	  noise	  on	  farm	  animals
3.	  	  	  	  	  Flight	  paths	  of	  ducks	  and	  geese	  and	  bats	  (spring	  and	  fall)
4.	  	  	  	  	  Proven	  health	  issues	  that	  are	  aggravated	  or	  arise
5.	  	  	  	  	  DevaluaBon	  of	  property	  values	  short	  and	  long	  term	  

	  
1.	  	  	  	  	  Noise	  and	  Shadow	  Flicker	  effects	  on	  people	  
	  
In	  Ontario	  the	  regulated	  setback	  is	  550	  m	  from	  any	  non-‐parBcipaBng	  residence	  and	  the	  noise	  limit	  is	  40	  decibels	  (dB).	  The	  40	  dB
number	  is	  based	  on	  the	  World	  Health	  OrganizaBons’	  Night	  Noise	  Guidelines	  for	  Europe.	  This	  can	  be	  downloaded	  here:
h5p://www.euro.who.int/__data/assets/pdf_file/0017/43316/E92845.pdf.	  

Within	  the	  introducBon	  of	  the	  report	  it	  is	  stated:	  
	  
“Considering the scientific evidence on the thresholds of night noise exposure ... 40 dB should be the target of the night noise
guideline (NNG) to protect the public, including the most vulnerable groups such as children, the chronically ill and the elderly.”
	  
Setbacks	  are	  above	  the	  minimum	  required	  by	  the	  Province	  and	  all	  non-‐parBcipaBng	  residences	  are	  below	  40	  dB,	  using
conservaBve	  modeling.	  At	  550	  m	  and	  40	  dB	  the	  local	  area	  residents	  should	  not	  experience	  and	  negaBve	  effects,	  health	  or
otherwise,	  from	  noise.	  
	  
Shadow	  flicker	  is	  most	  concentrated	  in	  the	  area	  immediately	  surrounding	  a	  turbine	  and	  this	  impact	  is	  heavily	  miBgated	  by	  the
setbacks	  in	  Ontario.	  The	  shadow	  flicker	  effect	  decreases	  in	  intensity	  as	  distance	  from	  the	  turbine	  increases.	  	  Based	  on	  local
meteorological	  condiBons,	  shadow	  flicker	  is	  expected	  to	  be	  less	  than	  an	  average	  of	  20	  hours	  annually	  at	  any	  non-‐parBcipaBng
residence.	  According	  to	  the	  Epilepsy	  FoundaBon	  of	  America,	  flickering	  or	  flashing	  light	  can	  trigger	  seizures	  at	  frequencies	  of	  5-‐30
Hz,	  while	  other	  sources	  cite	  frequencies	  as	  low	  as	  3	  Hz	  as	  being	  problemaBc.	  The	  maximum	  RPM	  of	  a	  wind	  turbine	  at	  the	  South
Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  is	  proposed	  to	  be	  20	  RPM,	  which	  corresponds	  to	  a	  flicker	  frequency	  of	  1	  Hz,	  well	  below	  the	  3	  Hz	  threshold.
(Epilepsy	  FoundaBon	  of	  America.	  2010.	  Accessed	  Jan	  5,	  2012	  from	  www.epilepsyfoundaBon.org/aboutepilepsy/seizures
/photosensiBvity/index.cfm).	  
	  
2.	  	  	  	  	  Vibra:on	  and	  Low	  frequency	  Noise	  of	  farm	  animals	  

We	  are	  not	  aware	  of	  any	  credible	  evidence	  to	  suggest	  that	  farm	  animals	  are	  negaBvely	  impacted	  by	  sound	  from	  wind	  turbines,
and	  current	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval	  requirements	  do	  not	  idenBfy	  farm	  animal	  health	  as	  a	  potenBal	  impact	  from	  wind
projects.	  We	  note	  that	  many	  farm	  animals	  are	  exposed	  to	  sound	  and	  vibraBon	  from	  barn	  venBlaBon	  systems,	  milking	  equipment,
tractors,	  corn	  dryers	  etc.	  And	  livestock	  can	  ofen	  be	  found	  grazing	  beneath	  wind	  turbines	  in	  their	  pastures.	  	  A	  study	  from	  Norway
in	  2004	  Btled	  “Effects	  of	  wind	  turbines	  on	  area	  use	  and	  behaviours	  of	  semi-‐domes7c	  reindeer	  in	  enclosures”	  wri5en	  by	  K.	  Flydal,	  S.
Efestøl,	  E.	  Reimers	  &	  J.	  E.	  Colman,	  looks	  at	  just	  this	  with	  a	  popularly	  farmed	  species	  that	  is	  very	  similar	  to	  cows/horses	  in	  this
area.	  This	  report	  can	  be	  downloaded	  here:	  h5p://septentrio.uit.no/index.php/rangifer/arBcle/viewFile/301/282.	  From	  the
abstract:
	  
“Five different groups of reindeer in a 450 m long, 8 hectare, enclosure close to a wind turbine were manipulated by turning the
wind turbine rotor on and off, and compared with reindeer in a control enclosure without wind turbine exposure.  When exposed to
rotor movement, two groups used locations farther from the wind turbine, two groups showed no shift, while one group moved
closer to the wind turbine. The reindeer showed no systematic differences in the measured behaviour patterns between the two
enclosures that could indicate fright or stress as a consequence of the wind turbine or rotor movement. We conclude that
semi-domestic reindeer in an enclosure showed no negative behavioural response and little or no aversion towards a wind turbine.” 
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3.	  	  	  	  	  Flight	  paths	  of	  ducks	  and	  geese	  and	  bats	  (spring	  and	  fall)
	  
Please	  refer	  to	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  documents	  outlining	  the	  details	  of	  the	  pre-‐construcBon	  bird	  survey	  and	  the
pre-‐construcBon	  bat	  surveys.	  	  All	  reports	  indicate	  the	  site	  is	  in	  an	  area	  of	  low	  risk	  to	  bird	  and	  bat	  populaBons.
h5p://prowind.ca/downloads/SBWF_REA2_2/03_C-‐SBWF_Pre-‐ConstrucBon_Avian_Surveys.pdf	  h5p://prowind.ca/downloads
/SBWF_REA2_2/03_D-‐SBWF_Pre-‐ConstrucBon_Bat_Surveys.pdf	  
	  
InvesBgaBon	  and	  monitoring	  of	  the	  impact	  to	  birds	  and	  bats	  conBnues	  afer	  the	  project	  is	  constructed.	  A	  protocol	  for
post-‐construcBon	  monitoring	  of	  bird	  and	  bat	  mortality	  has	  been	  developed	  in	  consultaBon	  with	  the	  Ministry	  of	  Natural	  Resources
(MNR).	  This	  protocol	  involves	  regular	  surveys	  searching	  for	  bird	  and	  bat	  carcasses	  for	  the	  first	  three	  years	  following	  construcBon.
The	  results	  of	  these	  surveys	  are	  summarized	  in	  a	  report	  that	  will	  be	  submi5ed	  annually	  to	  the	  MOE	  and	  MNR.	  	  The	  monitoring
protocol	  contains	  a	  conBngency	  plan	  should	  an	  unforeseen	  large-‐scale	  mortality	  event	  occur.	  If	  this	  occurs,	  MNR	  and/or	  MOE	  will
be	  noBfied	  and	  miBgaBon	  measures	  will	  be	  considered.	  Some	  miBgaBon	  measures,	  approved	  by	  MNR	  are	  discussed	  in	  the	  South
Branch	  Avian	  and	  Chiropteran	  Post-‐ConstrucBon	  Monitoring	  Plan.	  These	  include	  feathering	  the	  blades	  of	  the	  turbines	  to	  reduce
likelihood	  of	  collision	  or	  stopping	  the	  turbines	  at	  certain	  Bmes	  of	  the	  day	  or	  year	  when	  high	  mortality	  has	  been	  recorded.	  You	  can
access	  hard	  copies	  of	  these	  reports	  at	  the	  above	  noted	  locaBons	  or	  download	  a	  copy	  of	  the	  Post-‐ConstrucBon	  Monitoring	  Plan
here:	  h5p://prowind.ca/downloads/SBWF_REA2_2/03_I-‐SBWF_PostConstrucBonMonitoring-‐Birds_and_Bats_2011-‐10-‐27.pdf.
	  
High	  mortality	  of	  birds	  and	  bats	  are	  not	  expected	  at	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm,	  and	  a	  plan	  is	  in	  place	  to	  ensure	  that	  expectaBon
is	  accurate.
	  
4.	  	  	  	  	  Proven	  health	  issues	  that	  are	  aggravated	  or	  arise
	  
This	  quesBon	  assumes	  that	  there	  are	  proven	  health	  issues	  from	  wind	  turbines,	  which	  is	  not	  true	  at	  this	  point.	  	  Evidence	  conBnues
to	  come	  in	  supporBng	  that	  “health	  issues”	  from	  wind	  turbines	  are	  more	  closely	  linked	  to	  antude	  toward	  wind	  turbines	  and
annoyance	  from	  environmental	  change	  than	  anything	  the	  turbine	  itself	  is	  eminng.	  A	  report	  is	  a5ached	  Btled	  “Health	  effects	  and
wind	  turbines:	  A	  review	  of	  the	  literature”	  by	  Loren	  Knopper	  and	  Chris	  Ollson.	  I	  recall	  that	  you	  a5ended	  the	  public	  meeBng	  on
January	  10th,	  so	  you	  know	  that	  Mr.	  Knopper	  was	  there	  presenBng	  the	  findings	  of	  this	  report	  and	  addressing	  health	  related
quesBons.	  	  Here	  is	  an	  excerpt	  from	  the	  report	  that	  highlights	  the	  results:
	  
“In peer reviewed studies, wind turbine annoyance has been statistically associated with wind turbine noise, but found to be more
strongly related to visual impact, attitude to wind turbines and sensitivity to noise. To date, no peer-reviewed articles demonstrate a
direct causal link between people living in proximity to modern wind turbines, the noise they emit and resulting physiological
health effects. If anything, reported health effects are likely attributed to a number of environmental stressors that result in an
annoyed/stressed state in a segment of the population.” 
	  
AddiBonally,	  a	  study	  from	  Massachuse5s	  was	  just	  released	  in	  January	  2012	  and	  comes	  to	  a	  similar	  conclusion.	  That	  study	  can	  be
downloaded	  here:	  h5p://www.mass.gov/dep/energy/wind/turbine_impact_study.pdf	  	  
	  
5.	  	  	  	  	  Devalua:on	  of	  property	  values	  short	  and	  long	  term
	  
There	  have	  been	  recent	  numerous	  studies	  conducted	  in	  the	  vicinity	  of	  constructed	  wind	  farms	  that	  indicate	  no	  disBnct	  trend
linking	  proximity	  to	  wind	  farms	  to	  property	  value	  loss.	  	  A	  2010	  report	  from	  Chatham-‐Kent,	  Ontario	  that	  concludes:
	  
“No statistical inference to demonstrate that wind farms negatively affect rural residential market values in Chatham-Kent was
apparent in this analysis. Furthermore, this study did not find any consistent evidence from the analyzed data that such a negative
correlation exists in the municipality of Chatham-Kent. During the course of gathering data, there were no unusual quantities of
rural residential properties listed for sale in the study area. Four unrelated data processes were used in studying the property sales
information for Chatham-Kent. The only consistency was that each evaluation methodology found that it was highly unlikely that
any type of a causal relationship exists between wind farms and the market values of rural residential real estate.” 
	  
There	  is	  also	  another	  study	  that	  is	  even	  more	  recent,	  2011,	  but	  was	  conducted	  in	  Illinois.	  This	  study	  is	  Btled	  “The	  Effect	  of	  Wind
Farms	  on	  Residen7al	  Property	  Values	  in	  lee	  County,	  Illinois”	  wri5en	  by	  J.	  Carter.	  Similar	  concerns	  about	  property	  devaluaBon	  arose
in	  that	  area	  and	  this	  study	  was	  conducted	  in	  response	  to	  those	  concerns.	  The	  abstract	  from	  this	  study	  is	  copied	  below.	  It	  can	  be
downloaded	  here:	  h5p://renewableenergy.illinoisstate.edu/wind/publicaBons
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“Lee County, Illinois experienced significant wind energy development over the last decade. The county is home to the first
commercial wind farm constructed in Illinois, which began operation in November of 2003. Additional wind farms began operating
in April of 2007 and December of 2009. Although the County has been living with wind development for several years, there is
still debate about its effect on residential property values. This study utilizes a hedonic price model to assess the impacts on 1,298
real estate transactions from 1998 to 2010. The analysis indicates that residential properties located near wind turbines in Lee
County have not been affected by their presence.”
	  
AddiBonally	  a	  large	  study	  was	  conducted	  in	  2009	  in	  the	  United	  States	  that	  looked	  at	  10	  different	  states	  and	  14	  different	  CounBes
to	  idenBfy	  trends	  in	  property	  value	  near	  wind	  farms.	  The	  study	  is	  “The	  Impact	  of	  Wind	  Power	  Projects	  on	  Residen7al	  Property
Values	  in	  the	  United	  States:	  A	  Mul7-‐Site	  hedonic	  Analysis”	  by	  B.	  Hoen	  et	  al.	  It	  can	  be	  downloaded	  here	  h5p://eetd.lbl.gov/ea/ems
/reports/lbnl-‐2829e.pdf
	  
Below	  is	  an	  excerpt	  from	  the	  Conclusion	  of	  the	  ExecuBve	  Summary.
	  
“Though each of the analysis techniques used in this report has strengths and weaknesses, the results as a whole are strongly
consistent in that none of the models uncovers conclusive evidence of the presence of any of the three property value stigmas that
might be present in communities surrounding wind power facilities. Therefore, based on the data sample and analysis presented
here, no evidence is found that home prices surrounding wind facilities are consistently, measurably, and significantly affected by
either the view of wind facilities or the distance of the home to those facilities. Although the analysis cannot dismiss the possibility
that individual homes or small numbers of homes have been or could be negatively impacted, it finds that if these impacts do exist,
they are either too small and/or too infrequent to result in any widespread, statistically observable impact. Moreover, to the degree
that homes and wind facilities in this sample are similar to homes and facilities in other areas of the United States, the results
presented here are expected to be transferable to other areas.”
 
	  
	  
I	  hope	  this	  informaBon	  is	  helpful	  in	  addressing	  your	  concerns.	  If	  you’d	  like	  addiBonal	  informaBon	  on	  any	  topic,	  please	  don’t
hesitate	  to	  contact	  us.	  
	  
Thanks	  very	  much,	  
	  
The	  Prowind	  Team	  

--

Prowind Canada Inc.
226 1/2 James St. N., Unit A
Hamilton, ON L8R 2L3
www.prowind.ca

Office: 905.528.1747
Fax: 866.203.6516

Attachments:

Health effects and wind turbines 2011 09 14.pdf 226 KB
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P*ifu South Branch Wind Farm - Public lnformation Open House

Date:

Time:

Monday, December 1-2, 2ott
6:00 pm to 9:00 pm

location: DrummondBuilding

22 Ryan Street, SPencerville, ON

Please return completed surveys to Prowind Canada lnc.

Address: 226%James Street North, Unit A, Hamilton, ON L8R 213 Fax: 856-203-6516 Email: info@prowind.ca

Please use the back of the form if additional space is needed. All responses are optional.

1. Nam 2. Email:  

3. Mailing Address:

5. How close to the South Branch Wind Farm do you live? @!D 2-5km

d9
5-20k

NO

>20 km

4. Would you like to be added the rhailing list to receive future updates on the project?

6. Would you like anyadditionalinformation (studies, reports, handouts, etc.)senttoyou? lf yes, on whattopic(s)?
Please be sure to include your contact information above.

7. A portion of the annual revenue of the completed wind farm will be donated to community-based programs, organizations,

resources or events. Please provide your suggestions for suitable recipients.

8. The majority, but not all, of construction activity will occur at the proposed turbine sites and away from residences. This will
help mitigate sound impacts from machinery at residences. There will be periods, such as when frequent deliveries are being
made by heavy trucks on some local roads, that sound impacts will be greater. At what time in the morning do you consider it
appropriate for noise producing construction activity to begin?

7:00 AM 7:30 AM (. _q:*1yrj
lf you feel there should be a different time for weekends please indicate the time: ? ' OO ,Cfq

9. At what time in the evening do you consider it appropriate for noise producing construction activity to conclude?

(t1@ e:ooPM 10:00 PM

lf you feel there should be a different time for weekends please indicate the time: L> : OD J2fl

Tl-liS SrtcuuO inJCU,rpE lDrlS€ ?Zc>erc6l> BV zt+€ -zUf6zae5.

This information is collected to help us record and understand your questions and concerns about the project. Personal information collected is for internal
office use only and will not be published or otherwise disclosed. Your comments may be anonymously published in our Consultation Report.

54



Subject: South Branch Wind Farm - requested information
From: Rochelle Rumney <rrumney@prowind.ca>
Date: 12-02-14 2:37 PM

Dear 
 
Thank you for attending the Open Houses for the South Branch Wind Farm.  At the meeting in December, you
completed a survey requesting additional information regarding emergency preparedness and fire prevention.
 
As part of the approvals process for the South Branch Wind Farm, we will be required to create an emergency
response and communication plan closer to the construction date. Some procedures will be finalized in collaboration
with the turbine manufacturer, the local emergency services, and the turbine construction, operation, and
decommissioning team. A sample Emergency Preparedness and Fire Prevention template as adapted by General
Electric to each specific wind farm is included as an appendix to the Design and Operations report for reference. This
template gives the general idea of what will be prepared once a turbine model is selected and negotiations with local
services have been completed.
 
Local emergency services will not be responsible for emergencies within the turbines itself. The trained Operations and
Maintenance staff will be solely responsible for turbine emergencies.  Local emergency services may be responsible for
ensuring fires do not spread to areas outside the turbine and/or taking over a designated point on the ground.
 
Thank you again for your comments. I hope that this message has answered your questions. Should you have any
further questions or comments, please don't hesitate to contact us.
 
Sincerely,
 
The Prowind Team

--

Prowind Canada Inc.
226 1/2 James St. N., Unit A
Hamilton, ON L8R 2L3
www.prowind.ca

Office: 905.528.1747
Fax: 866.203.6516
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P*fu South Branch Wind Farm - Public lnformation Open House

Date: Monday, December 12,20LI
Time: 6:00 pm to 9:00 pm

Location: DrummondBuilding

22 Ryan Street, Spencerville, ON

Please return completed surveys to Prowind Canada lnc.

Address: 226% James Street North, Unit A, Hamilton, ON L8R 213 Fax: 866-203-6516 Email: info@prowind.ca

Pleaseusethebackoftheformifadditional spaceisneeded. All responsesareoptional.

t. Name: 2. Emait:

3. Mailing Address:

4. Would you like to be added the mailing list to receive future updates-on the project?

5. How close to the South Branch Wind Farm do you live? { 0-2km 2-5km

YES

5-20km

NO

>20 km

6. Would you like anyadditionalinformation (studies, reports, handouts, etc.)senttoyou? lf yes, on whattopic(s)?
Please be sure to include your contact information above.

7. A portion of the annual revenue of the completed wind farm will be donated to community-based programs, organizations,

resources or events. Please provide your suggestions for suitable recipients.

8. The majority, but not all, of construction activity will occur at the proposed turbine sites and away from residences. This will
help mitigate sound impacts from machinery at residences. There will be periods, such as when frequent deliveries are being
made by heavy trucks on some local roads, that sound impacts will be greater. At what time in the morning do you consider it
appropriate for noise producing construction activity to begin?

7:00 AM 7:30 AM k;00 AM '

lf you feel there should be a different time for weekends please indicate the time:

9. At what time in the"evening do you consider it appropriate for noise producing construction activity to conclude?

q8:00 PM ) 9:00 PM 1-O:00 PM

lf you feel there should be a different time for weekends please indicate the time:

This information is collected to help us record and understand your questions and concerns about the project. Personal information collected is for internal
office use only and will not be published or otherwise disclosed. Your comments may be anonymously published in our Consultation Report.
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10. We will conduct a formal question-and-answer session during
7:30pm on each night. Priority will be given to advance questions
you would like us to answer at this session.

our final meetings in
in writing from local

January to be held between 6 and

residents. Please provide any questions

11. Do you have additional comments about South Branch Wind Farm that you wish to share with us?

Thisinformationiscollectedtohelpusrecordandunderstandyourquestionsandconcernsabouttheproject. Personal informationcollectedisforinternal
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DO YOU STILT OWN THE RIGHTS TO THE PROIECT OR HAVE yOU SOrD TO
ANOTHER COMPANY TO INSTALL ?

WHO PAYS THE AMOUNT OF TAXES ON THE WIND TURBINES - IS IT BASED ON
MARKET VALUE OR HOW IS IT ASSESSED.

IS IT BASED ON REAL VALUE OF THE INSTALLATION?

WHY IS THE TURBINES SPREAD OUT? IT THEIR A SECOND PHAZE.

DO YOU CHANGE THE LAND OWENSHIP TO COMMERCIAL PROPERTY OR DOES

THE LANDOWNER CHANGE THE ZONNING.

DEBRIS,EG ICE THROW HOW FAR CAN IT FLY IF NOTTURNED OFF
IMMEDICIATELY?

WHY IS THERE NO LOCAL PLANNING FOR WIND TRUBINES EVEN THE NUMBER
OF TURBINES BY THE LOCAL PUBLIC. WE CANNOT SEEM TO CHANGE ANYTHING
ONCE IT IS IMPLEMENTED. I HAVE EXPRESSED CONCERN ABOUT PLACEMENT IN
THE BRINSTON , DIXON AREA AS IT AFFECTES A NUMBER OF HOMES.
MANY OF THE EUROPEAN COUNTY'S ARE USING A LARGER SET BACK FROM THE
HOMES , WHY ARE NOT INCORPERATING THIS IN YOUR PLANS. MOST WOULD
LIKE TO SEE 2 K OR 1..5 KAWAY FROM BUILDINGS. SHOULD NOT THE SET BAC K
BE BASED ON THE SIZE OF WIND TURBINE.
HOW FAR DOES THE FLICKER REACH?

EVEN THOUGH YOU EXPRESS IT WILL NOT AFFECT THE PROPERTY VALES IT HAS
BEEN PROVEN THAT HOMES CTOSES TO THE TURBINES ARE SLOW TO SELL AND
USUALLY SOLD AT A REDUCED RATE. SOMETIMES THE TURBINES COMPANY'S
HAS PURCHASED THE HOMES WITH A CLAUSE THAT THE PURCHASER CAN NOT
COMPLAIN. NO RECOURSE.
WHAT ABOUT COMPENSATION FOR THE HOUSES NEAREST TO THE WIND
TURBINES. MOST OF USARE NEAR RETIREMENTAND PLAN TO SELL PROPERTY
FORA RETIREMENT INCOME. HOW DO YOU PLAN TO HELP US. IT HAS BEEN
PROVEN THAT HOMES CLOSEST TO THE TURBINES ARE REDUCED DO TO PEOPLE
NOT WANTING TO PURCHASE HOME CLOSE TO THE TURBINES.

BY PLACING THIS TURBINE THERE CAN BE NO MORE NEW CONSTRUCTION IN
THE BRINSTON DIXON AREA DUE TO PLACMENT OF THE WIND TURBINE.
FUTURE LOSS OF INCOME FOR THE TOWNSHIP. IF THE TURBINES WERE MOVED
TO THE FARM LAND TO THE NORTH IT WOULD PROVIDE A OPEN AREA TO
POSSIBLE DEVELOPMENT.
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WHAT IS THE DOTTED LINES AREA AROUND OUR HOMES.

HOW FAR ARE THE WIND TURBINES FROM IVTY PROPERTY. HOW FAR FROM MY
FARM LAND _ IT ISACROSS THE ROAD FROM MY PROPERTY

 
 

 

   

SUBSTATION - HOW MUCH MORE NOISE POLUTION WILL BE HEARD FROM IT.
HOW LARGE IS THE OVERHEAD CABLES RUNNINGALONG THE ROADWAYS. \
WOULD YOU CONSIDER DROPPING THE TURBINE BETWEEN BRINSTON AND
DIXON DUE TO NUMBER OF HOMES LOCATED IN THE AREA. I AM CONCERNED
ABOUT HEALTH EFFECTS NOW IT HAS BEEN DOCUMENTED THAT IT CAN AFFECT
OUR HEALTH AND PROPERryVALUES. PLEASE RECONSIDER OUR REQUESTAS I
WILL REGISTURE A FORMAL REQUEST.
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G(0PV
SdS/UVr4,filOflq, CAOlW-llwuq

TEIEPHO,IE: (f l9 9{ l-100?
FAIC (519)941-1t02

IXNG PNCE, Dtudoe oI hthlic Votls
ROAI)S TEIIPHONE: (st9) 941-1065
FA)C (519)941-1802

Aprit 5, 2011

RR I Orrogcvillg ON L9W 223

Honourable John Wilkinson
Minister of the Environment
77 Wellesley Street West
1ltr Floor, Ferguson Elock
Toronto, Ontario M7A 2T5

Honourable John lVilkinson:

Let us first express our appreciation for the time that you and your colleagueq
spent with us at the Good Roads Conferenoe in Toronto. We would like to take
this opportunity to summarize our pr,esentation and our understanding of the many
discussion points.

Points to Register:

l. The Amaranth Council has always been fully in support of all Green Enerry
sourc€s. The question is where are these projects best located so that they do
not negatively affect neighbonring residents

2. Amaranth Council at the start of the Environmental Assessment process fior

a wind turbine farm many years ago fomrally requested by motion to your
Minisuy that human and animal health baseline studies and real estate

baseline studies be included in the Environmental Assessment Process. The
need for these strrdies was rejected.

3. The current wind fann in the Township of Arnaranth was approved through
an Ontario Municipal Board process.

60



4.

5.

Page2

There is no question ttrat the impact of wind turbines and the transforurer

that connects this power to the grid have negatively affectedthe health and

wealth of neighbouing residents.

The Councit of ttre Township of Anaranth is opposed to any firflher wind

hrbine projects rurtil the negative impacts of the culent wind farm are

corrected.

Issue l:

We cannot support any development project where the tenants (lessee's) have

more power under the Green Energr Act to negatively disrupt the health and

wealth of permanent residents of this Province. [t is incumbent upon

you and your Ministry toforce wind farrns into permanent land ownership

arrangements whereby the disnrption to neigtrbours is minimized. In other words,

wind farm owners shoutd be forced to buy the land like any other developer with

appropriate compensation for adjacent neighbours. Spreading wind turbines across

the landscape negatively impacts the health and wealth of 5-10 neighbouring

landowners per ffibin€/transformer, their families and their animals. This solution

of land ownership and amalgamation of turbines on that land is clearly within
your Provincial powers and a moratorium should be enacted immediately to

implement this solution.

Issue 2:

The health and wealth impacts of the transformer on three neighbouing families

has been well documented and repeatedly articulated by this Council, the residents

and your Ministry representatives. Your Ministry failed to issue a Certificate of
Approvat nor did they undertake athorougb Environmental Assessment at the time

of installation and operation of the transfo-nner. This was discovered much later

during the Ontario Municipal Board hearings. In other words, due diligence,

procedures and rules were not followed by yorrr Ministry and three families are

sufffering the consequence. Two of the families have had to leave their homes.

Many expert solutions have been tried to alleviate the low frequency noise and

vibration problems and alt have failed. In other words, there is no question that the
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Page 3

fransformer is negatively impacting the health and wealth of ttuee neighbouring
families. The solution is really quite simple - It is clearly your Ministly's
responsibitity to find the ways and means to either relocate the transformer
or the neighbouring families.

fssue 3:

The setbacks in the Cneen Energy Act are not sufficient to protect the health and
Wedlth of nei$hbouring famities. The Sffi: Se66ck in fhetake dirtictly invalidar-s
the setback of 550 meters on land. The excuse that the science is not well
understciod to protect drinking water in the lake is no different from that on land.
In this ar€a, we all drink from the groundwafer and if 73,000 Litres of radioactive
water spilled into Lake Ontario and apparently this will not darnage the,drinking
water, then clearly aS km. offshore wind farm is the leastof your worries. Clearly,
the setbacks of wind turbines on land are not sufficient from houses, property lines
and roadways. Our experience supports this eonclusion and the impacts of wind
twbines have negatively affected the health and wealth of neighbouring farrities.
The wind turbines need to relocate onto lands purchased by the developer
with appropriate compensetion for neighbourning families along with greater
setbacks. For example, the newly proposed Whittington wind farm in the
municipality of Amaranth will negatively impact workers in the neighbouring
industrial spinach farm operations. Workers will not work in conditions
detrimental to their health.

Issue 4:

Why would anyone locate wind turbines in the tornado capital of Canada? Yes,
Dufferin County is the tornado capital of Canada The atnospheric wind studies
that are undertaken for two years on site are incapable of detecting long term
repetitive extrerne wind and freezing rain/icing conditions. Only through long-
term climatological studies do the risk to human and animal lives become apparent
and hence, the reasons to avoid spreading hrrbines across the tandscape in the
tornado capital of Canada. These facts should have emerged during the
Environmental Assessment process conducted by your Ministry. Not only should
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this area be prohibited from the development of future wind turbines but the
existiag need to be relocated together and away fiom neighbouring families.

Issue 5:

Because the wind hrbines are scattered throughout the landscape, adjacent
properties and their future building envelopes have been sterilized by the neamess

to the existing wind turbines. This reverse setback has negative impacts on
pmipetry offirers wishingro-tleve-loprlreh-proeniesan l i-nnanY@r6ffiuild- --
tlpir retirement home. These sterilized properties of landowners, owing to
adjacent wind turbines tenants, are cleady a negative impact and qgain raises the

fundamental question of the rights of a permanent landowner v€rsus a tenant in the

Province of Ontario under the Green Energy Act. The solution is simple - Force
the wind fa,rm developers to adhere to the same planning process as other
developers.

Issue 6:

As you axe aware, there has been aS}o/oreduction in landowner's property taxes

because of the noise and vibration impacts on his properly, his health and wealth.
This adds to the undisputed proof and responsibility for your Ministry to take

action. In addition, houses have been purchased by the wind farm because of the

noise and vibration from the nearby turbines. Likewise, the hours of operation of a
number of wind turbines have been curtailed, and one house adjacent to aturbine
was deemed uninhabitable and the company bougfut out the owners. It is
unacceptable that an industrial use should force the residents to have to uptoot and

leave the area. Cotlectively, your Ministry, knowing all of this information,
need not sidestep the negative impacts on neighbours' health and wealth
issues any longer. The time for serious corrective action is already overdue.
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Issue 7:

It was reassuring to hear you indicate that the views and conclusion of our

municipality will be taken into account in any new proposed wind enerry

development. Given the negative impacts of the current wind farm in the

Township of Amaranth, it is understandable that this Council does not
support any future wind turbine instatlations (eg. Whittington Wind Farm)
until signif;icant problems with the current wind turbines and transformer

* 
eF€-fosolvGl-6-y the Minisqy;

Thank you again for the opporarrity to meet with you and your colleagues during
the Ontario Good Roads conference in Toronto. We look forward to your response

to our many issues and if we can assist with further explanations or discussions
please let us know.

Mayor Don Maclver
Council of the Township of Amaranth
Province of Ontario

Sincerely
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Subject: South Branch Wind Farm - requested information
From: Rochelle Rumney <rrumney@prowind.ca>
Date: 12-02-14 2:48 PM

Dear	  

Thank	  you	  for	  a4ending	  the	  Open	  Houses	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  I	  understand	  that	  you	  have	  had	  the	  chance	  to	  ask
many	  of	  these	  quesEons	  in	  person.	  I	  hope	  the	  included	  informaEon	  below	  is	  also	  helpful.	  Please	  don't	  hesitate	  to	  contact	  us	  if	  you
have	  any	  further	  quesEons.
	  
At	  the	  meeEng	  in	  December,	  you	  completed	  a	  survey	  requesEng	  addiEonal	  informaEon,	  and	  a4ached	  a	  number	  of	  quesEons.	  I
have	  included	  these	  quesEons	  and	  our	  answers	  below:

1.	  "Do	  you	  s(ll	  own	  the	  rights	  to	  the	  project	  or	  have	  you	  sold	  to	  another	  company	  to	  install?"

Prowind	  is	  currently	  the	  owner	  of	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.

2.	  "Who	  pays	  the	  amount	  of	  taxes	  on	  the	  wind	  turbines	  -‐	  is	  it	  based	  on	  market	  value	  or	  how	  is	  it	  assessed.	  Is	  it	  based	  on	  the	  real
value	  of	  the	  installa(on?"

In	  Ontario,	  wind	  turbines	  have	  an	  assessed	  value	  of	  $40,000	  per	  megawa4	  plus	  the	  equivalent	  of	  an	  acre	  of	  industrial	  zoned	  land
per	  turbine.	  Property	  tax	  is	  based	  on	  this	  assessed	  value.	  Prowind	  will	  be	  paying	  the	  property	  tax	  due	  on	  the	  wind	  farm.

3.	  "Why	  is	  the	  turbines	  spread	  out?	  It	  their	  a	  second	  phaze."

The	  turbine	  locaEons	  were	  determined	  based	  on	  the	  following	  factors:
*	  locaEon	  of	  interested	  landowners
*	  locaEon	  of	  sensiEve	  features	  (eg:	  floodplain,	  forests,	  streams)
*	  locaEon	  of	  nearby	  residences
*	  wind	  resource

There	  is	  no	  second	  phase	  planned	  for	  this	  project.

4.	  "Do	  you	  change	  the	  land	  ownership	  to	  commercial	  property	  or	  does	  the	  landowner	  change	  the	  zonning."

The	  Green	  Energy	  Act	  eliminated	  the	  need	  for	  the	  zoning	  changes	  for	  renewable	  energy	  projects.	  No	  zoning	  change	  is	  required.

5.	  "Debris,	  eg	  ice	  throw	  how	  far	  can	  it	  fly	  if	  not	  turned	  off	  immediciately?"

In	  response	  to	  some	  concerns	  by	  both	  the	  municipaliEes	  and	  the	  public,	  we	  commissioned	  an	  ice	  throw	  report	  from	  a	  specialized
consultant,	  Zephyr	  North.	  Their	  analysis	  used	  several	  conservaEve	  assumpEons	  along	  with	  the	  wind	  and	  weather	  condiEons	  in
this	  area	  and	  came	  up	  with	  a	  statement	  of	  risk	  from	  ice	  throw	  at	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.
	  
The	  report	  included	  an	  analysis	  of	  the	  risk	  to	  Byker	  Rd.	  To	  account	  for	  future	  upgrades	  and	  increased	  future	  traffic	  flow,	  the	  risk
included	  the	  assumpEon	  that	  100	  cars	  a	  day	  travelled	  down	  this	  road.
	  
If	  the	  turbine	  is	  spinning	  and	  ice	  is	  thrown	  from	  a	  blade,	  “…the	  annual	  likelihood	  of	  an	  ice-‐vehicle	  impact	  is	  0.0013,	  i.e.,	  one	  impact
every	  785	  years.”	  	  As	  discussed	  at	  the	  previous	  meeEng,	  it	  is	  good	  pracEce,	  for	  safety	  and	  to	  prevent	  machine	  damage,	  to	  shut	  the
turbine	  down	  if	  ice	  is	  detected.	  When	  the	  turbine	  is	  staEonary,	  “	  …the	  annual	  likelihood	  of	  vehicle	  impact	  …	  reduces	  to	  0.0010,	  or
one	  impact	  every	  985	  years.”
	  
As	  you	  can	  see,	  the	  risk	  from	  ice	  throw	  is	  very	  low	  even	  when	  traffic	  condiEons	  are	  assumed	  to	  be	  higher	  than	  the	  current	  volume.
I	  have	  a4ached	  the	  full	  report	  for	  your	  review.
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6.	  "Why	  is	  there	  no	  local	  planning	  for	  wind	  turbines	  even	  the	  number	  of	  turbines	  by	  the	  local	  public.	  We	  cannot	  seem	  to	  change
anything	  once	  it	  is	  implemented.	  I	  have	  expressed	  concern	  about	  placement	  in	  the	  Brinston,	  Dixon	  area	  as	  it	  affectes	  a	  number	  of
homes.	  Many	  of	  the	  European	  county's	  are	  using	  a	  larger	  set	  back	  from	  the	  homes,	  why	  are	  not	  incorpera(ng	  this	  in	  your	  plans.
Most	  would	  like	  to	  see	  2	  k	  or	  1.5	  K	  away	  from	  buildings.	  Should	  not	  the	  set	  bac	  k	  be	  based	  on	  the	  size	  of	  wind	  turbine."

ConsultaEon	  with	  the	  public,	  and	  response	  by	  the	  developer,	  is	  a	  mandatory	  part	  of	  developing	  a	  wind	  farm	  and	  a	  priority	  for
Prowind.	  More	  than	  the	  required	  two	  public	  meeEngs	  have	  been	  held	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  Concerns	  about
legislaEon	  needs	  to	  be	  addressed	  to	  the	  Ministry	  of	  the	  Environment,	  as	  Prowind	  is	  not	  able	  to	  change	  legislaEon.

The	  minimum	  setback	  set	  out	  by	  the	  Ministry	  of	  the	  Environment	  is	  550	  m.	  However,	  the	  actual	  setback	  can	  be	  greater	  depending
on	  the	  results	  of	  noise	  modeling.	  In	  this	  way,	  the	  setback	  depends	  on	  the	  size	  of	  the	  wind	  turbine,	  as	  larger	  turbines	  produce
more	  noise.	  Prowind	  has	  performed	  noise	  modeling	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  wind	  farm	  meets	  the	  Ministry	  of	  the	  Environment	  noise
guidelines.

If	  you	  have	  concerns	  about	  these	  guidelines,	  you	  should	  contact	  the	  Ministry	  of	  the	  Environment	  directly,	  as	  Prowind	  has	  no
ability	  to	  change	  legislaEon.

7.	  "How	  far	  does	  the	  flicker	  reach?"

The	  distance	  at	  which	  shadow	  flicker	  is	  visible	  depends	  on	  the	  size	  of	  turbine	  and	  the	  size	  of	  blade.	  Once	  the	  turbine	  covers	  less
than	  20%	  of	  the	  visible	  sun,	  shadow	  flicker	  is	  not	  easily	  noEceable.	  For	  a	  turbine	  with	  a	  100	  m	  rotor	  diameter	  -‐	  the	  largest
proposed	  at	  South	  Branch	  -‐	  shadow	  flicker	  is	  not	  noEceable	  when	  you	  are	  over	  2	  km	  from	  the	  turbines.

Shadow	  flicker	  is	  not	  produced	  everywhere	  within	  2	  km	  of	  each	  turbine.	  The	  locaEons	  affected	  by	  shadow	  flicker	  are	  determined
by	  the	  passage	  of	  the	  sun.	  Fortunately,	  the	  locaEon	  of	  the	  sun	  relaEve	  to	  the	  turbines	  is	  a	  well	  understood	  geometric	  problem.
Shadow	  flicker	  modeling	  has	  been	  undertaken	  to	  determine	  the	  areas	  in	  which	  shadow	  flicker	  will	  be	  experienced.
	  
In	  this	  area,	  based	  on	  the	  historical	  sunshine	  data,	  no	  more	  than	  20	  hours	  of	  shadow	  flicker	  should	  be	  experienced	  at	  any
household	  in	  the	  local	  area,	  usually	  only	  a	  few	  minutes	  a	  day.	  This	  is	  primarily	  during	  the	  early	  and	  late	  sunshine	  hours	  of	  the	  day,
when	  the	  sun	  is	  lowest	  on	  the	  horizon.

8.	  "Even	  though	  you	  express	  it	  will	  not	  affect	  the	  property	  vales	  it	  has	  been	  proven	  that	  homes	  closes	  to	  the	  turbines	  are	  slow	  to
sell	  and	  usually	  sold	  at	  a	  reduced	  rate.	  Some(mes	  the	  turbines	  company's	  has	  purchased	  the	  homes	  with	  a	  clause	  that	  the
purchaser	  can	  not	  complain.	  No	  recourse.
"What	  about	  compensa(on	  for	  the	  houses	  nearest	  to	  the	  wind	  turbines.	  Most	  of	  us	  are	  near	  re(rement	  and	  plan	  to	  sell	  property
for	  a	  re(rement	  income.	  How	  do	  you	  plan	  to	  help	  us.	  It	  has	  been	  proven	  that	  homes	  closest	  to	  the	  turbines	  are	  reduced	  do	  to
people	  not	  wan(ng	  to	  purchase	  home	  close	  to	  the	  turbines."

There	  have	  been	  recent	  numerous	  studies	  conducted	  in	  the	  vicinity	  of	  constructed	  wind	  farms	  that	  indicate	  no	  disEnct	  trend
linking	  proximity	  to	  wind	  farms	  to	  property	  value	  loss.	  	  I	  have	  a4ached	  a	  recent	  report	  on	  this	  topic.	  This	  2010	  report	  from
Chatham-‐Kent,	  Ontario	  that	  concludes:
	  
“No statistical inference to demonstrate that wind farms negatively affect rural residential market values in Chatham-Kent was
apparent in this analysis. Furthermore, this study did not find any consistent evidence from the analyzed data that such a negative
correlation exists in the municipality of Chatham-Kent. During the course of gathering data, there were no unusual quantities of
rural residential properties listed for sale in the study area. Four unrelated data processes were used in studying the property sales
information for Chatham-Kent. The only consistency was that each evaluation methodology found that it was highly unlikely that
any type of a causal relationship exists between wind farms and the market values of rural residential real estate.” 
	  
There	  is	  also	  another	  study	  that	  is	  even	  more	  recent,	  2011,	  but	  was	  conducted	  in	  Illinois,	  USA.	  This	  study	  is	  Etled	  “The	  Effect	  of
Wind	  Farms	  on	  Residen(al	  Property	  Values	  in	  Lee	  County,	  Illinois”	  	  by	  J.	  Carter.	  Similar	  concerns	  about	  property	  devaluaEon	  arose
in	  that	  area	  and	  this	  study	  was	  conducted	  in	  response	  to	  those	  concerns.	  The	  abstract	  from	  this	  study	  is	  copied	  below.	  It	  can	  be
downloaded	  here:	  h4p://renewableenergy.illinoisstate.edu/wind/publicaEons
/2011%20Wind%20Farms%20Effect%20on%20Property%20Values%20in%20Lee%20County.pdf	  
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“Lee County, Illinois experienced significant wind energy development over the last decade. The county is home to the first
commercial wind farm constructed in Illinois, which began operation in November of 2003. Additional wind farms began operating
in April of 2007 and December of 2009. Although the County has been living with wind development for several years, there is
still debate about its effect on residential property values. This study utilizes a hedonic price model to assess the impacts on 1,298
real estate transactions from 1998 to 2010. The analysis indicates that residential properties located near wind turbines in Lee
County have not been affected by their presence.”
	  
AddiEonally	  a	  large	  study	  was	  conducted	  in	  2009	  in	  the	  United	  States	  that	  looked	  at	  10	  different	  States	  and	  14	  different	  CounEes
to	  idenEfy	  trends	  in	  property	  value	  near	  wind	  farms.	  The	  study	  is	  “The	  Impact	  of	  Wind	  Power	  Projects	  on	  Residen(al	  Property
Values	  in	  the	  United	  States:	  A	  Mul(-‐Site	  hedonic	  Analysis”	  by	  B.	  Hoen	  et	  al.	  It	  can	  be	  downloaded	  here	  h4p://eetd.lbl.gov/ea/ems
/reports/lbnl-‐2829e.pdf

	  
Below	  is	  an	  excerpt	  from	  the	  Conclusion	  of	  the	  ExecuEve	  Summary	  of	  the	  above	  noted	  report:
	  
“Though each of the analysis techniques used in this report has strengths and weaknesses, the results as a whole are strongly
consistent in that none of the models uncovers conclusive evidence of the presence of any of the three property value stigmas that
might be present in communities surrounding wind power facilities. Therefore, based on the data sample and analysis presented
here, no evidence is found that home prices surrounding wind facilities are consistently, measurably, and significantly affected by
either the view of wind facilities or the distance of the home to those facilities. Although the analysis cannot dismiss the possibility
that individual homes or small numbers of homes have been or could be negatively impacted, it finds that if these impacts do exist,
they are either too small and/or too infrequent to result in any widespread, statistically observable impact. Moreover, to the degree
that homes and wind facilities in this sample are similar to homes and facilities in other areas of the United States, the results
presented here are expected to be transferable to other areas.”

9.	  "By	  placing	  this	  turbine	  there	  can	  be	  no	  more	  new	  construc(on	  in	  the	  Brinston	  Dixon	  area	  due	  to	  placement	  of	  the	  wind	  turbine.
Future	  loss	  of	  income	  for	  the	  township.	  If	  the	  turbines	  were	  moved	  to	  the	  farm	  land	  to	  the	  North	  it	  would	  provide	  an	  open	  area	  to
possible	  development."

Turbine	  placement	  must	  take	  into	  account	  any	  vacant	  lots	  that	  are	  zoned	  to	  allow	  construcEon.	  Any	  vacant	  lot	  was	  treated	  as
though	  it	  already	  had	  a	  residence	  built	  on	  it.	  This	  was	  done	  to	  ensure	  that	  future	  development	  is	  possible	  on	  neighbouring	  lands.

10.	  "What	  is	  the	  doced	  lines	  area	  around	  our	  homes."

As	  discussed	  at	  the	  open	  house,	  the	  do4ed	  line	  you	  refer	  to	  is	  the	  “study	  area”.	  This	  is	  an	  area	  that	  comes	  within	  120	  m	  of	  any
infrastructure	  that	  is	  part	  of	  the	  project,	  such	  s	  roads,	  cables,	  overhead	  cables,	  turbines,	  etc.	  Within	  the	  Town	  of	  Brinston	  itself,
where	  most	  of	  the	  homes	  are	  located,	  will	  be	  an	  overhead	  line,	  added	  to	  the	  exisEng	  Hydro	  One	  poles.	  We	  are	  required	  to	  study
120	  m	  from	  that	  line	  and	  the	  do4ed	  line	  idenEfies	  this	  study	  area.

11.	  "How	  far	  are	  the	  wind	  turbines	  from	  my	  property.	  How	  far	  from	  my	  farm	  land	  -‐	  it	  is	  across	  the	  road	  from	  my	  property"

These	  are	  the	  numbers	  we	  discussed	  at	  the	  meeEng	  in	  January:
·       4178	  Brinston	  Road:	  approximately	  700	  m
·       11032	  Gilmour	  Road:	  approximately	  830	  m
·       11022	  Gilmour	  Road:	  approximately	  850	  m
·       11039	  Gilmour	  Road:	  approximately	  830	  m

12.	  "Substa(on	  -‐	  How	  much	  more	  noise	  polu(on	  will	  be	  heard	  from	  it."

Transformers	  of	  the	  size	  to	  be	  installed	  at	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  generally	  emit	  sound	  levels	  of	  70	  dB	  or	  below.	  The
relaEvely	  low	  sound	  levels	  in	  combinaEon	  with	  their	  locaEon	  near	  the	  ground	  mean	  that	  they	  do	  not	  tend	  to	  produce	  sound	  that
is	  discernable	  at	  residences	  nearby.	  This	  transformer	  is	  considered	  too	  quiet	  to	  require	  modeling	  by	  the	  Ministry	  of	  the
Environment.

For	  reference,	  the	  Melancthon	  substaEon	  is	  many	  Emes	  larger,	  and	  operates	  at	  a	  much	  higher	  voltage	  and	  sound	  level	  than	  the
one	  to	  be	  used	  at	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.
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13.	  "How	  large	  is	  the	  overhead	  cables	  running	  along	  the	  roadways."

The	  grounding	  cable	  will	  be	  the	  same	  size	  as	  the	  exisEng	  Hydro	  One	  cable.	  Other	  cables	  will	  be	  either	  the	  same	  size	  as	  cables
already	  running	  along	  the	  road	  or	  smaller.

It	  is	  possible	  that	  these	  cables	  will	  be	  buried.	  ConsultaEon	  with	  the	  municipality	  and	  Hydro	  One	  is	  ongoing.

14.	  "Would	  you	  consider	  dropping	  the	  turbine	  between	  Brinston	  and	  Dixon	  due	  to	  the	  number	  of	  homes	  located	  in	  the	  area.	  I	  am
concerned	  about	  health	  effects	  now	  it	  has	  been	  documented	  that	  it	  can	  affect	  our	  health	  and	  property	  values.	  Please	  reconsider
our	  request	  as	  I	  will	  registure	  a	  formal	  request."

The	  area	  around	  the	  turbine	  between	  Brinston	  and	  Dixon	  has	  been	  studied	  in	  depth	  by	  our	  team	  and	  our	  hired	  consultants.	  The
locaEon	  is	  appropriate,	  and	  complies	  with	  all	  relevant	  legislaEon.

Property	  values	  are	  discussed	  above.

I	  have	  a4ached	  a	  report	  for	  your	  review	  that	  discusses	  the	  latest	  findings	  with	  respect	  to	  wind	  turbines	  and	  health	  effects.	  Here	  is
a	  summary	  of	  this	  document:
	  
Health	  effects	  and	  wind	  turbines:	  A	  review	  of	  the	  literature
A	  review	  of	  available	  scienEfic	  and	  popular	  literature	  was	  published	  by	  Ontario	  analysts	  in	  September	  2011.	  In	  the	  words	  of	  the
authors	  “The	  purpose	  of	  this	  paper	  is	  to	  review	  the	  peer-‐reviewed	  scienEfic	  literature,	  government	  agency	  reports,	  and	  the	  most
prominent	  informaEon	  found	  in	  the	  popular	  literature.”	  Some	  of	  the	  important	  results	  and	  conclusions	  are:
	  
“To	  date,	  no	  peer	  reviewed	  arEcles	  demonstrate	  a	  direct	  causal	  link	  between	  people	  living	  in	  proximity	  to	  modern	  wind	  turbines,
the	  noise	  they	  emit	  and	  resulEng	  physiological	  health	  effects.	  If	  anything,	  reported	  health	  effects	  are	  likely	  a4ributed	  to	  a	  number
of	  environmental	  stressors	  that	  result	  in	  an	  annoyed/stressed	  state	  in	  a	  segment	  of	  the	  populaEon.	  In	  the	  popular	  literature,	  self
reported	  health	  outcomes	  are	  related	  to	  distance	  from	  turbines	  and	  the	  claim	  is	  made	  that	  infrasound	  is	  the	  causaEve	  factor	  for
the	  reported	  effects,	  even	  though	  sound	  pressure	  levels	  are	  not	  measured.”

“…it	  appears	  that	  it	  is	  the	  change	  in	  the	  environment	  that	  is	  associated	  with	  reported	  health	  effects	  and	  not	  a	  turbine	  specific
variable	  like	  audible	  noise	  or	  infrasound.”

Le-er	  to	  Hon.	  John	  Wilkinson	  from	  Amaranth	  Council
Finally,	  you	  included	  a	  le4er	  from	  the	  Amaranth	  Council	  to	  the	  Honourable	  John	  Wilkinson	  expressing	  various	  concerns	  regarding
wind	  power.	  This	  le4er	  covered	  various	  issues:

The	  main	  concern	  of	  this	  le4er	  seems	  to	  be	  health	  effects.	  See	  above	  for	  our	  summary	  of	  the	  latest	  peer-‐reviewed	  scienEfic
studies	  of	  health	  effects	  due	  to	  turbines.

Issue	  1:	  The	  Green	  Energy	  Act:	  The	  provincial	  government	  is,	  indeed,	  the	  correct	  body	  to	  address	  these	  concerns.	  We	  are	  unable
to	  effect	  changes	  to	  legislaEon.

Issue	  2:	  Transformer	  noise	  effects:	  As	  menEoned	  above,	  the	  transformer(s)	  used	  at	  the	  Melancthon	  project	  are	  significantly	  larger
and	  louder	  than	  those	  proposed	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  Under	  current	  rules,	  the	  Melancthon	  transformer	  would	  need
to	  be	  included	  as	  a	  noise	  source	  in	  the	  required	  noise	  modeling	  for	  approval	  by	  the	  MOE.	  The	  South	  Branch	  transformer	  is	  much
smaller,	  and	  is	  thus	  explicitly	  excluded	  from	  modeling	  by	  the	  MOE.

Issue	  3:	  Setbacks:	  Again,	  this	  is	  an	  issue	  best	  addressed	  by	  the	  Ministry	  of	  the	  Environment,	  since	  the	  setback	  rules	  were
generated	  by	  them.	  However,	  the	  550	  m	  setbacks	  are	  quite	  high	  relaEve	  to	  setbacks	  applied	  in	  other	  countries.	  AddiEonally,	  the
actual	  resultant	  setbacks	  may	  be	  higher,	  depending	  on	  the	  noise	  level	  of	  the	  turbine	  and	  the	  available	  space.	  Prowind	  has
performed	  noise	  modeling	  studies	  based	  on	  a	  worst	  case	  scenario.	  This	  modeling	  must	  be	  approved	  by	  the	  Ministry	  of	  the
Environment	  prior	  to	  turbine	  construcEon.
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Prowind	  is	  commi4ed	  to	  ensuring	  that	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  meets	  or	  does	  be4er	  than	  the	  standards	  for	  noise	  laid	  out	  by
the	  Ministry.

Issue	  4:	  Extreme	  weather	  and	  long	  term	  predic(ons:	  Knowledge	  about	  long	  term	  weather	  pa4erns	  is	  important	  when	  selecEng	  a
turbine	  model.	  Specific	  models	  are	  rated	  for	  specific	  maximum	  wind	  gusts.	  In	  order	  to	  calculate	  this,	  long	  term	  data	  is	  examined.
Typically,	  Environment	  Canada	  weather	  data	  is	  used	  to	  supplement	  the	  data	  collected	  by	  on-‐site	  meteorological	  towers.	  This
allows	  the	  manufacturer	  to	  know	  what	  long	  term	  weather	  pa4erns	  will	  be	  like,	  so	  that	  they	  can	  ensure	  that	  an	  appropriate
turbine	  is	  installed.

Issue	  5:	  Property	  "steriliza(on":	  This	  issue	  poses	  a	  quesEon	  that	  is	  very	  similar	  to	  yours	  above	  in	  QuesEon	  9.	  When	  performing
noise	  modeling,	  Prowind	  assumed	  that	  any	  lot	  without	  a	  residence	  that	  was	  nonetheless	  zoned	  to	  permit	  construcEon	  of	  a
residence,	  should	  be	  modeled	  as	  if	  a	  residence	  were	  constructed	  in	  a	  likely	  posiEon	  on	  this	  lot.	  This	  approach	  ensures	  that
landowners	  conEnue	  to	  be	  able	  to	  construct	  residences	  on	  vacant	  lots	  should	  they	  so	  choose.

Issue	  6:	  Property	  values	  and	  noise:	  Please	  let	  us	  know	  if	  you	  have	  quesEons	  that	  have	  not	  been	  addressed	  above.

Issue	  7:	  Public/municipal	  consulta(on:	  The	  views	  and	  conclusions	  of	  the	  municipality	  and	  the	  public	  must	  be	  taken	  into	  account	  in
any	  new	  proposed	  wind	  energy	  development.	  Public	  consultaEon	  is	  a	  mandatory	  part	  of	  the	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval	  process
that	  is	  mandatory	  for	  any	  new	  wind	  farm.

Thank	  you	  again	  for	  your	  comments.	  I	  hope	  that	  this	  message	  has	  answered	  your	  quesEons.	  Should	  you	  have	  any	  further
quesEons	  or	  comments,	  please	  don't	  hesitate	  to	  contact	  us.

Sincerely,

The	  Prowind	  Team

--

Prowind Canada Inc.
226 1/2 James St. N., Unit A
Hamilton, ON L8R 2L3
www.prowind.ca

Office: 905.528.1747
Fax: 866.203.6516

Attachments:

South Branch Wind Farm Ice Throw Report 2012 01 23.pdf 490 KB
Chatham Kent Property Value Study 2010.pdf 541 KB
Health effects and wind turbines 2011 09 14.pdf 226 KB
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P*fu South Branch Wind Farm - Public lnformation Open House

Monday, December 12,201.I Location: Drummond Building

6:00 pm to 9:00 pm Z2Ryan Street, Spencerville, ON

Date:

Time:

Please return completed surveys to Prowind Canada lnc.

Address: 226% James Street North, Unit A, Hamilton, ON L8R 213 Fax: 866-203-65L6 Email: info@prowind.ca

Pleaseusethebackoftheformifadditional spaceisneeded. All responsesareoptional.

1. Name  2. Emair:

3. Mailing Address

4. Would you like to be added the mailing list to receive future updates on the project?

5. How close to the South Branch Wind Farm do you live? ftffi:' 2-5kml--/

@
5-20km

NO

>20 km

6. Would you like any additional information (studies, reports, handouts, etc.) sent to you? lf yes, on what topic(s)?
Please be sure to include your contact infqrmation above.

7. A portion of the annual revenue of the completed wind farm willbe donated to community-based programs, organizations,

resources or events. Ptease provide your suggestions for suitable recipients.

8. The majority, but not all, of construction activity will occur ht ttre proposed turbine sites and away from residences. This will
help mitigate sound impacts from machinery at residences. There will be periods, such as when frequent deliveries are being

made by heavy trucks on some local roads, that sound impacts will be greater. At what time in the morning do you consider it
appropriate for noise producing construction a;IV-t!y.--tg n-eginl

7:00 AM 7:30 AM Q.ol y-" .?bp.,-,- 4rr.zlf you feel there should be a different time for weekends please indicate the time: Z ./

9. At what time in the evening do you consider it appropri -p-!-g_qi n g con st ru ctio n a ctivity to co n c I u d e?

8:00 PM 9:00 PM Lo:oo|e' J4__J/.4
lf you feel there should be a different time for weekends please indicate the time: Ser-z

Thisinformationiscollectedtohelpusrecordandunderstandyourquestionsandconcernsabouttheproject. Personal informationcollectedisforinternal
office use only and will not be published or otherwise disclosed. Your comments may be anonymously published in our Consultation Report.
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10. We will conduct a formal question-and-answer session during our final meetings in January to be held between 6 and
7:30pm on each night. Priority will be given to advance questions in writing from local residents. Please provide any questions
you would like us to answer at this session.

L1. Do you have additional comments about South Branch Wind Farm that you wish to share with us?

Thisinformationiscollectedtohelpusrecordandunderstandyourquestionsandconcernsabouttheproject. Personal informationcollectedisforinternal
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Subject: South Branch Wind Farm - requested information
From: Rochelle Rumney <rrumney@prowind.ca>
Date: 12-02-14 10:56 AM

Hello	  
	  
Thank	  you	  for	  a6ending	  our	  previous	  open	  houses	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  	  You	  requested	  informaCon	  on	  all	  topics.	  We
have	  included	  recent	  and	  relevant	  reports	  on	  health,	  property	  value,	  ice	  throw,	  birds	  and	  sound/infrasound.
	  
Health
A	  report	  is	  a6ached	  Ctled	  “Health	  effects	  and	  wind	  turbines:	  A	  review	  of	  the	  literature”	  by	  Loren	  Knopper	  and	  Chris	  Ollson.	  I	  recall

that	  you	  a6ended	  the	  public	  meeCng	  on	  January	  10th,	  so	  you	  know	  that	  Mr.	  Knopper	  was	  there	  presenCng	  the	  findings	  of	  this
report	  and	  addressing	  health	  related	  quesCons.	  	  Here	  is	  an	  excerpt	  from	  the	  report	  that	  highlights	  the	  results:
	  
“In peer reviewed studies, wind turbine annoyance has been statistically associated with wind turbine noise, but found to be more strongly related
to visual impact, attitude to wind turbines and sensitivity to noise. To date, no peer-reviewed articles demonstrate a direct causal link between
people living in proximity to modern wind turbines, the noise they emit and resulting physiological health effects. If anything, reported health
effects are likely attributed to a number of environmental stressors that result in an annoyed/stressed state in a segment of the population.”
	  
AddiConally,	  a	  study	  from	  Massachuse6s	  was	  just	  released	  in	  January	  2012	  and	  comes	  to	  a	  similar	  conclusion.	  That	  study	  can	  be
downloaded	  here:	  h6p://www.mass.gov/dep/energy/wind/turbine_impact_study.pdf

	  
Property	  Value
There	  have	  been	  recent	  numerous	  studies	  conducted	  in	  the	  vicinity	  of	  constructed	  wind	  farms	  that	  indicate	  no	  disCnct	  trend
linking	  proximity	  to	  wind	  farms	  to	  property	  value	  loss.	  	  I	  have	  a6ached	  a	  recent	  report	  on	  this	  topic.	  This	  2010	  report	  from
Chatham-‐Kent,	  Ontario	  that	  concludes:
	  
“No statistical inference to demonstrate that wind farms negatively affect rural residential market values in Chatham-Kent was
apparent in this analysis. Furthermore, this study did not find any consistent evidence from the analyzed data that such a negative
correlation exists in the municipality of Chatham-Kent. During the course of gathering data, there were no unusual quantities of
rural residential properties listed for sale in the study area. Four unrelated data processes were used in studying the property sales
information for Chatham-Kent. The only consistency was that each evaluation methodology found that it was highly unlikely that
any type of a causal relationship exists between wind farms and the market values of rural residential real estate.” 
	  
There	  is	  also	  another	  study	  that	  is	  even	  more	  recent,	  2011,	  but	  was	  conducted	  in	  Illinois,	  USA.	  This	  study	  is	  Ctled	  “The	  Effect	  of
Wind	  Farms	  on	  Residen?al	  Property	  Values	  in	  Lee	  County,	  Illinois”	  	  by	  J.	  Carter.	  Similar	  concerns	  about	  property	  devaluaCon	  arose
in	  that	  area	  and	  this	  study	  was	  conducted	  in	  response	  to	  those	  concerns.	  The	  abstract	  from	  this	  study	  is	  copied	  below.	  It	  can	  be
downloaded	  here:	  h6p://renewableenergy.illinoisstate.edu/wind/publicaCons
/2011%20Wind%20Farms%20Effect%20on%20Property%20Values%20in%20Lee%20County.pdf	  

	  
“Lee County, Illinois experienced significant wind energy development over the last decade. The county is home to the first
commercial wind farm constructed in Illinois, which began operation in November of 2003. Additional wind farms began operating
in April of 2007 and December of 2009. Although the County has been living with wind development for several years, there is
still debate about its effect on residential property values. This study utilizes a hedonic price model to assess the impacts on 1,298
real estate transactions from 1998 to 2010. The analysis indicates that residential properties located near wind turbines in Lee
County have not been affected by their presence.”
	  
AddiConally	  a	  large	  study	  was	  conducted	  in	  2009	  in	  the	  United	  States	  that	  looked	  at	  10	  different	  States	  and	  14	  different	  CounCes
to	  idenCfy	  trends	  in	  property	  value	  near	  wind	  farms.	  The	  study	  is	  “The	  Impact	  of	  Wind	  Power	  Projects	  on	  Residen?al	  Property
Values	  in	  the	  United	  States:	  A	  Mul?-‐Site	  hedonic	  Analysis”	  by	  B.	  Hoen	  et	  al.	  It	  can	  be	  downloaded	  here	  h6p://eetd.lbl.gov/ea/ems
/reports/lbnl-‐2829e.pdf

	  
Below	  is	  an	  excerpt	  from	  the	  Conclusion	  of	  the	  ExecuCve	  Summary	  of	  the	  above	  noted	  report:
	  
“Though each of the analysis techniques used in this report has strengths and weaknesses, the results as a whole are strongly
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consistent in that none of the models uncovers conclusive evidence of the presence of any of the three property value stigmas that
might be present in communities surrounding wind power facilities. Therefore, based on the data sample and analysis presented
here, no evidence is found that home prices surrounding wind facilities are consistently, measurably, and significantly affected by
either the view of wind facilities or the distance of the home to those facilities. Although the analysis cannot dismiss the possibility
that individual homes or small numbers of homes have been or could be negatively impacted, it finds that if these impacts do exist,
they are either too small and/or too infrequent to result in any widespread, statistically observable impact. Moreover, to the degree
that homes and wind facilities in this sample are similar to homes and facilities in other areas of the United States, the results
presented here are expected to be transferable to other areas.”
	  	  
Ice	  Throw
In	  response	  to	  some	  concerns	  by	  both	  the	  municipaliCes	  and	  the	  public,	  we	  commissioned	  an	  ice	  throw	  report	  from	  a	  specialized
consultant,	  Zephyr	  North.	  Their	  analysis	  used	  several	  conservaCve	  assumpCons	  along	  with	  the	  wind	  and	  weather	  condiCons	  in
this	  area	  and	  came	  up	  with	  a	  statement	  of	  risk	  from	  ice	  throw	  at	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.
	  
The	  report	  included	  an	  analysis	  of	  the	  risk	  to	  Byker	  Rd.	  To	  account	  for	  future	  upgrades	  and	  increased	  future	  traffic	  flow,	  the	  risk
included	  the	  assumpCon	  that	  100	  cars	  a	  day	  traveled	  down	  this	  road.
	  
If	  the	  turbine	  is	  spinning	  and	  ice	  is	  thrown	  from	  a	  blade,	  “…the	  annual	  likelihood	  of	  an	  ice-‐vehicle	  impact	  is	  0.0013,	  i.e.,	  one	  impact
every	  785	  years.”	  	  As	  discussed	  at	  the	  previous	  meeCng,	  it	  is	  good	  pracCce,	  for	  safety	  and	  to	  prevent	  machine	  damage,	  to	  shut	  the
turbine	  down	  if	  ice	  is	  detected.	  When	  the	  turbine	  is	  staConary,	  “	  …the	  annual	  likelihood	  of	  vehicle	  impact	  …	  reduces	  to	  0.0010,	  or
one	  impact	  every	  985	  years.”
	  
As	  you	  can	  see,	  the	  risk	  from	  ice	  throw	  is	  very	  low	  even	  when	  traffic	  condiCons	  are	  assumed	  to	  be	  higher	  than	  the	  current	  volume.
I	  have	  a6ached	  the	  full	  report	  for	  your	  review.
	  
Birds
The	  area	  around	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  has	  been	  invesCgated	  for	  the	  presence	  of	  birds	  and	  bats.	  Results	  of	  both	  studies
indicate	  that	  the	  site	  is	  an	  area	  of	  low	  risk	  to	  bird	  and	  bat	  populaCons.	  Further	  informaCon	  can	  be	  found	  in	  the	  Bird	  and	  Bat
Pre-‐construcCon	  Survey	  reports	  that	  can	  be	  accessed	  online	  at	  the	  following	  links:
	  
h6p://prowind.ca/downloads/SBWF_REA2_2/03_C-‐SBWF_Pre-‐ConstrucCon_Avian_Surveys.pdf
h6p://prowind.ca/downloads/SBWF_REA2_2/03_D-‐SBWF_Pre-‐ConstrucCon_Bat_Surveys.pdf

	  
or	  viewed	  in	  hard	  copy	  a	  the	  following	  locaCons:
	  
·∙	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Township	  of	  South	  Dundas	  Municipal	  Office,	  4296	  County	  Road	  31,	  Williamsburg
·∙	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal	  Municipal	  Office,	  18	  Centre	  Street,	  Spencerville
	  
InvesCgaCon	  and	  monitoring	  of	  the	  impact	  to	  birds	  and	  bats	  conCnues	  aker	  the	  project	  is	  constructed.	  A	  protocol	  for
post-‐construcCon	  monitoring	  of	  bird	  and	  bat	  mortality	  has	  been	  developed	  in	  consultaCon	  with	  the	  Ministry	  of	  Natural	  Resources
(MNR).	  This	  protocol	  involves	  regular	  surveys	  searching	  for	  bird	  and	  bat	  carcasses	  for	  the	  first	  three	  years	  following	  construcCon.
The	  results	  of	  these	  surveys	  are	  summarized	  in	  a	  report	  that	  will	  be	  submi6ed	  annually	  to	  the	  MOE	  and	  MNR.	  	  The	  monitoring
protocol	  contains	  a	  conCngency	  plan	  should	  an	  unforeseen	  large-‐scale	  mortality	  event	  occur.	  If	  this	  occurs,	  MNR	  and/or	  MOE	  will
be	  noCfied	  and	  miCgaCon	  measures	  will	  be	  considered.	  Some	  miCgaCon	  measures,	  approved	  by	  MNR	  are	  discussed	  in	  the	  South
Branch	  Avian	  and	  Chiropteran	  Post-‐ConstrucCon	  Monitoring	  Plan.	  These	  include	  feathering	  the	  blades	  of	  the	  turbines	  to	  reduce
likelihood	  of	  collision	  or	  stopping	  the	  turbines	  at	  certain	  Cmes	  of	  the	  day	  or	  year	  when	  high	  mortality	  has	  been	  recorded.	  You	  can
access	  hard	  copies	  of	  these	  reports	  at	  the	  above	  noted	  locaCons	  or	  download	  a	  copy	  of	  the	  Post-‐ConstrucCon	  Monitoring	  Plan
here:	  h6p://prowind.ca/downloads/SBWF_REA2_2/03_I-‐SBWF_PostConstrucConMonitoring-‐Birds_and_Bats_2011-‐10-‐27.pdf.

	  
High	  mortality	  of	  birds	  and	  bats	  are	  not	  expected	  at	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm,	  and	  a	  plan	  is	  in	  place	  to	  ensure	  that	  expectaCon
is	  accurate.
	  
Sound/Infrasound
A	  report	  commissioned	  by	  the	  Ontario	  Ministry	  of	  the	  Environment	  in	  2010	  looks	  at	  literature	  of	  sound	  and	  infrasound	  from	  wind
turbines.	  Below	  is	  an	  excerpt	  from	  the	  ExecuCve	  Summary	  of	  the	  report	  Ctled	  "Low	  Frequency	  Noise	  and	  Infrasound	  Associated
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with	  Wind	  Turbine	  Generator	  Systems:	  A	  literature	  review".	  This	  report	  can	  be	  downloaded	  here:	  h6p://www.ene.gov.on.ca
/stdprodconsume/groups/lr/@ene/@resources/documents/resource/stdprod_092086.pdf

“Modern wind turbines produce broadband noise. In relation to human perception of the sound, the dominant frequency range is not in the low
frequency or infrasonic ranges. Nonetheless, in the low frequency range, it should be expected that low frequency sound due to aerodynamic
sources will routinely be an audible component of the acoustic impact. In instances where audible acoustic tones are present, these tones are
typically in the low frequency range.
 
In the infrasonic range, at frequencies less than about 20 Hz, there is strong evidence that the sound pressure levels produced by modern upwind
turbines will be well below the average threshold of human hearing at the setback distances typical in Ontario. Although some authors have
concerns, most literature dealing with the subject indicates that infrasonic noise below the threshold of hearing will have no effect on health. As
such, infrasound from wind turbines is not normally expected to be heard by humans or pose an issue for human health.”
	  
Ontario’s	  noise	  regulaCons	  call	  for	  a	  maximum	  40	  dB	  at	  the	  outside	  of	  the	  house	  at	  a	  second	  story	  level	  under	  foreseeable
worst-‐case	  scenario.	  This	  number	  is	  based	  on	  the	  World	  Health	  OrganizaCons’	  Night	  Noise	  Guidelines	  for	  Europe.	  This	  guideline
document	  can	  be	  downloaded	  here:	  h6p://www.euro.who.int/__data/assets/pdf_file/0017/43316/E92845.pdf.	  	  Within	  the	  introducCon	  of
the	  report	  it	  is	  stated:
	  
“Considering the scientific evidence on the thresholds of night noise exposure … 40 dB should be the target of the night noise
guideline (NNG) to protect the public, including the most vulnerable groups such as children, the chronically ill and the elderly”
	  
The	  project	  is	  conservaCvely	  designed	  to	  meet	  provincial	  regulaCons.
	  
You	  also	  had	  the	  following	  quesCons:
	  
	  -‐	  What	  percentage	  of	  people	  have	  ill	  health	  effects	  and	  how	  do	  you	  plan	  to	  react	  to	  that	  number?
	  
There	  are	  no	  studies	  available	  that	  look	  at	  the	  percentage	  of	  people	  who	  claim	  ill	  health	  effects	  from	  wind	  turbines.	  The	  staCsCc
that	  is	  available	  is	  the	  number	  of	  people	  that	  are	  annoyed	  and	  that	  seems	  to	  be	  about	  10%.	  This	  corresponds	  to	  a	  general
annoyance	  level	  in	  the	  wider	  populaCon	  of	  about	  8-‐10%	  of	  people	  who	  are	  annoyed	  by	  any	  external	  sound	  that	  exists	  in	  the
environment,	  be	  it	  traffic,	  planes,	  etc.
	  
-‐	  Tell	  me	  how	  you	  feel	  about	  the	  fact	  that	  my	  family	  could	  become	  a	  sta?s?c	  for	  ill	  side	  effects.
	  
According	  to	  all	  available	  research,	  there	  is	  no	  reason	  to	  believe	  you	  or	  your	  family	  will	  become	  ill	  from	  the	  wind	  farm.	  According
to	  our	  mapping,	  your	  home	  is	  more	  than	  1.5	  km	  from	  the	  nearest	  turbine,	  which	  is	  well	  above	  the	  minimum	  required	  setback	  of
550	  m.	  This	  Provincial	  regulaCon	  is	  a	  conservaCve	  setback	  distance	  and	  based	  on	  all	  available	  global	  informaCon	  for	  sufficient
setback	  distances.
	  
If	  you	  or	  your	  family	  do	  have	  complaints	  about	  the	  wind	  farm	  during	  construcCon	  or	  operaCon	  please	  do	  contact	  us	  through	  the
website	  or	  toll-‐free	  telephone	  number	  we	  will	  have	  available	  to	  you	  for	  documenCng	  complaints.
	  
	  
I	  hope	  this	  informaCon	  is	  helpful	  in	  addressing	  your	  concerns.	  If	  you’d	  like	  addiConal	  informaCon	  on	  any	  topic,	  please	  don’t
hesitate	  to	  contact	  us.
	  
Thanks	  very	  much,
	  
The	  Prowind	  Team
--

Prowind Canada Inc.
226 1/2 James St. N., Unit A
Hamilton, ON L8R 2L3
www.prowind.ca

Office: 905.528.1747
Fax: 866.203.6516
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Attachments:

Health effects and wind turbines 2011 09 14.pdf 226 KB
Chatham Kent Property Value Study 2010.pdf 541 KB
South Branch Wind Farm Ice Throw Report 2012 01 23.pdf 490 KB
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P*i,A*
South Branch Wind Farm - Public lnformation Open House

Date: Monday, December'J.2,20'J,1

Time: 6:00 pm to 9:00 pm

Location: DrummondBuilding

22 Ryan Street, Spencerville, ON

Please return completed surveys to Prowind Canada lnc.

Address: 226%James Street North, Unit A, Hamilton, ON L8R 213 Fax: 866-203-6516 Email: info@prowind.ca

Pleaseusethebackoftheformifadditionalspaceisneeded. All responsesareoptional.

L. Name: 2. Email: -

3.MailingAddress:

4. Would you like to be added the mailing list to receive future updates on the project? @
5-20km5. How close to the South Branch Wind Farm do you live? 2-5km

6. Would you like anyadditionalinformation (studies, reports, handouts, etc.)senttoyou? lf yes, on whattopic(s)?
Please be sure to include your contact information above.

NO

>20 km

7. A portion of the annual revenue of the completed wind farm will be donated to community-based programs, organizations,

resources or events. Please provide your suggestions for suitable recipients. F- .-"/ !* "' ,'

*L-s. .-.-')^*-< ,n"**-'(,1-J g* dtrvtz't-o @
l,

8. The majority, but not all, of construction activity will occur at the proposed turbine sites and away from residences. This will
help mitigate sound impacts from machinery at residences. There will be periods, such as when frequent deliveries are being
made by heavy trucks on some local roads, that sound impacts will be greater. At what time in the morning do you consider it
appropriate for noise producing construction 

}llyi y--,_q"Pg..*'"t

7:00 AM 7:30 AM !!:00 AM 
t fl

lf you feel there should be a different time for weekends please indicate the time: /Va \-L €'< L o .'^-s-V

A-'-( :-- .- (-\
9. At what time in the evening do you consider it appropriate for noise producing construction activity to conclude?

8:00 PM 9:00 PM 10:00 PM T f ,Y) n n tj
lf you feel there should be a different time for weekends please indicate the time: A/c U' e 6' 11 '"-'Y*f

A"-Jr-;.q

Thisinformationiscollectedtohelpusrecordandunderstandyourquestionsandconcernsabouttheproject. Personal informationcollectedisforinternal
office use only and will not be published or otherwise disclosed. Your comments may be anonymously published in our Consultation Report.
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10' We will conduct a formal question-and-answer session during our final meetings in January to be held between 6 and
7:30pm on each night. Priority will be given to advance questions in writing from local residents. please provide any questions
you would like us to answer at this session.

11. Do you have additional comments about South Branch Wind Farm that you wish to share with us?

zd

l^o-(J t^.. *
€_

-f .)r-" .\.

,^clu&.-uQ (u=Lno)u {i.i8 o"l-t.n ,.o-J,
a2-{

cuu(4 [lp*-.t-'Q
/

Ge ire ,,'----1 h (.o!-r. -*) -{- "/e .., .,1.
0

Thisinformationiscollectedtohelpusrecordandunderstandyourquestionsandconcernsabouttheproject. Personal informationcollectedisforinternal
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10. We will conduct a formal question-and-answer session during our final meetings in January to be held between 6 and

7:30pm on each night. Priority will be given to advance questions in writing from local residents. Please provide any questions
you would like us to answer at this session.

11. Do you have additional comments about South Branch Wind Farm that you wish to share with us?

This information is collected to help us record and understand your questions and concerns about the project. Personal information collected is for internal
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RESULTS OF FINAL PUBLIC MEETING IN TOWNSHIP OF SOUTH DUNDAS 
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Please use the back of the form if additional space is needed.  All responses are optional. 
 

1. Name: ______________________________________________ 2. Email: ___________________________________________ 
 

3. Mailing Address: ________________________________________________________________________________________ 

4. Would you like to be added the mailing list to receive future updates on the project?                    YES                      NO 

5. Approximately how close to the South Branch Wind Farm do you live?  0‐5km  6‐10km  11‐20km  >20 km 

 

6. Would you like any additional information (studies, handouts, etc.) sent to you? If yes, on what topic(s)? _________________ 

 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

9.  A portion of the annual revenue of the completed wind farm will be donated to community‐based programs, organizations, 

resources, or events. Please provide your suggestions for suitable recipients. _________________________________________ 

 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

10. Do you have any additional comments you wish to share with us? _______________________________________________ 

 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 
This information is collected to help us understand your concerns and improve every aspect of our project.  Personal information collected is for internal 

office use only and will not be published or otherwise disclosed.  Your comments may be anonymously published in our Consultation Report. 

 

                                              South Branch Wind Farm – Public Information Open House 

  Date:    Tuesday, January 10, 2012   Location:   Matilda Hall  

  Time:    6:00 pm to 9:00 pm     4421 Brinston Rd. (CR 16), Dixon’s Corners,  ON 

Please return completed surveys to Prowind Canada Inc. via: 

Address:  226 ½ James St. N. Unit A, Hamilton, ON, K0G 1J0   Fax:  866‐203‐6516  Email:  info@prowind.ca 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South Branch Wind Farm - Public lnformation Open House

Date: Tuesday, January 10,2012 Location: Matilda Hall

Time: 6:00 pm to 9:00 pm 442!Brinston Rd. (CR 16), Dixon's Corners, ON

Please return completed surveys to Prowind Canada lnc. via:

Address: 226% James St. N. Unit A, Hamilton, ON, KOG 1J0 Fax: 866-203-6516 Email: info@prowind.ca

Pleaseusethebackoftheformif additional spaceisneeded. All responsesareoptional.

3. Mailing Address:

4. Would you like to be added the mailing list to receive future updates on the project? i'YEe-t' NO

5. Approximately how close to the South Branch Wind Farm do you live? f 6ffi-l 6-10km 11-20km >20 km
t 
-, - --;t

6. Would you like any additional information (studies, handouts, etc.) sent to you? lf yes, on what topic(s)?

9. A portion of the annual revenue of the completed wind farm will be donated to commui'liiy-based programs, organizations,

resources, or events. Please provide your suggestions for suitable recipients.

1"0. Do you have any additional comments you wish to share with us?

Uu r-1-i**

1./u I ,,t&)
/,

! c L 7a-1t-- {t. (t

a i./L

,l
uf.u{ S 'i v4A"

'f &d,'l

/z*-r* I
'r 5'l i; 1y;ir,yr'o-fi:,) t i {}l*) lD /a*z^ Lr-

Thisinformationiscollectedtohelpusunderstandyourconcernsandimproveeveryaspectofourproject. Personal informationcollectedisforinternal
office use only and will not be published or otherwise disclosed. Your comments may be anonymously published in our Consultation Report.
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South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  Final	  Public	  Meeting	  in	  Township	  of	  South	  Dundas	  
	  
Dixon’s	  Corners	  –	  January	  10,	  2012	  
	  
Meeting	  Transcription	  
	  

	  
Introductions:	  	  
	  
Jeff	  Segal	  	  
New	  president	  of	  Prowind	  Canada.	  	  Provided	  a	  welcome	  to	  the	  crowd	  and	  set	  stage	  for	  
event.	  
	  
Juan	  Anderson,	  BEng.	  	  
Has	  worked	  for	  4	  years	  at	  Prowind	  as	  energy	  developer.	  	  Previously	  was	  engaged	  at	  
Martin	  Ince	  &	  Associates,	  a	  consultant	  firm	  working	  on	  the	  South	  Branch	  wind	  farm.	  	  He	  
has	  6	  years	  total	  experience	  in	  wind	  energy	  development.	  	  	  
	  
Rochelle	  Rumney	  
Has	  served	  3	  years	  at	  Prowind	  as	  an	  Environmental	  Coordinator.	  	  She	  is	  responsible	  for	  
REA	  and	  coordinates	  fieldwork	  and	  serves	  as	  the	  liaison	  between	  consultants,	  ministries	  
and	  other	  external	  stakeholders.	  
	  
Loren	  Knopper	  	  	  
Loren	  is	  a	  senior	  scientist	  at	  Intrinsic	  Environmental	  Sciences.	  	  He	  is	  here	  to	  talk	  about	  
human	  health	  and	  wind	  turbines.	  	  Has	  been	  doing	  Environmental	  Health	  for	  many	  years,	  
with	  a	  focus	  on	  wind	  energy	  environments	  for	  past	  2	  years.	  	  Lorne	  has	  a	  PhD	  in	  biology	  
with	  emphasis	  on	  toxicology.	  
	  
	  
0.	  Q:	  What	  if	  all	  questions	  exceed	  the	  allotted	  time	  for	  the	  meeting,	  how	  will	  they	  be	  
addressed,	  will	  the	  questions	  and	  answers	  be	  made	  available	  to	  the	  "stakeholders"?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  We’re	  going	  to	  try	  to	  get	  through	  them	  all	  tonight,	  but	  if	  we	  don’t,	  leave	  us	  your	  
questions	  and	  your	  contact	  info	  and	  we’ll	  get	  back	  to	  you	  with	  the	  answer.	  
	  
1.	  Q:	  Will	  there	  be	  an	  opportunity	  for	  concerned	  citizens/participants	  to	  challenge	  or	  
rebut	  "experts"	  and	  their	  presented	  "facts"	  within	  the	  "controlled"	  design	  of	  this	  
meeting?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  Last	  meeting	  we	  had	  back	  and	  forth,	  but	  this	  format	  is	  used	  to	  get	  through	  as	  many	  
questions	  as	  possible	  because	  we	  had	  a	  lot	  of	  pre-‐submitted	  questions.	  Follow	  up	  
questions	  can	  be	  asked	  if	  written	  down	  and	  submitted.	  
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2.	  Q:	  What	  other	  agencies	  has	  Prowind	  invited	  to	  participate	  in	  the	  Q	  &	  A	  session	  this	  
evening	  (local	  health	  unit,	  MOE,	  MNR,	  etc.)?	  	  Please	  provide	  their	  names	  of	  contact.	  	  	  
	  
A:	  It	  is	  not	  their	  role	  to	  attend	  these	  meetings.	  We	  did	  bring	  in	  someone	  on	  health	  
because	  there	  were	  many	  questions	  regarding	  that	  topic.	  
	  
3.	  Q:	  I	  would	  like	  to	  know	  how	  you	  feel	  about	  the	  possibility	  of	  your	  wind	  turbine’s	  
causing	  possible	  harm	  to	  my	  wife	  and	  children?	  	  
	  
A:	  Turbines	  as	  regulated	  at	  550	  m	  and	  40	  dB	  will	  not	  be	  related	  to	  adverse	  health	  
effects.	  
	  
4.	  Q:	  How	  much	  do	  landowners	  receive	  from	  the	  wind	  turbines?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  Private	  agreement	  btw	  landowners	  and	  Prowind	  and	  not	  something	  we	  discuss	  
publicly.	  
	  
5.	  Q:	  Where	  is	  the	  sub	  station	  being	  located?	  How	  much	  noise	  does	  it	  produce?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  [Points	  to	  location	  on	  map].	  Halfway	  between	  Brinston	  and	  Dixon’s	  Corners	  and	  
halfway	  back	  into	  the	  field	  from	  Brinston	  Rd;	  a	  little	  over	  400	  m	  from	  the	  nearest	  
residence.	  As	  for	  sound	  –	  a	  substation	  of	  this	  size	  is	  not	  required	  to	  be	  included	  in	  the	  
noise	  assessment.	  With	  its	  low	  height	  and	  shielding,	  it	  will	  not	  be	  a	  noise	  issue.	  Some	  
substations	  of	  this	  size	  produce	  sound	  at	  70-‐80	  dB,	  but	  that	  is	  yet	  to	  be	  determined.	  
	  
6.	  Q:	  What	  percentage	  of	  people	  have	  ill	  health	  effects	  from	  wind?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  I	  can’t	  answer	  that	  specifically	  with	  numbers	  relating	  to	  health	  effects.	  As	  for	  noise,	  
the	  research	  has	  looked	  at	  annoyance	  from	  wind	  turbines,	  about	  10%	  may	  be	  annoyed	  
by	  the	  noise	  of	  wind	  turbines,	  but	  that	  is	  not	  the	  same	  as	  ill	  health	  effects	  from	  the	  
turbines.	  	  
	  
7.	  Q:	  Why	  are	  the	  turbines	  placed	  where	  they	  are	  when	  there	  is	  much	  more	  land	  
available	  that	  is	  farther	  from	  homes?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  One	  of	  the	  reasons	  is	  the	  floodplain,	  it	  is	  quite	  extensive	  and	  we	  need	  to	  locate	  
turbines	  outside	  the	  floodplain.	  Nearest	  turbines	  to	  a	  non-‐participant	  home	  is	  just	  over	  
600	  m.	  Average	  distance	  between	  the	  nearest	  non-‐participant	  and	  each	  turbines	  is	  over	  
720	  m.	  We’ve	  done	  our	  best	  to	  maximize	  the	  distance	  between	  turbines	  and	  people	  
living	  nearby	  that	  aren’t	  participating.	  	  
	  
8.	  Q:	  What	  degree	  of	  responsibility	  does	  Prowind	  have	  to	  share	  with	  the	  township	  on	  
addressing	  emergency	  preparedness	  for	  residents	  living	  in	  the	  wind	  farm	  area?	  	  
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A:	  There	  will	  be	  an	  agreement	  between	  the	  Township	  and	  the	  Operations	  and	  
Maintenance	  (O&M)	  staff.	  There	  will	  be	  a	  transfer	  point	  on	  the	  ground	  where	  O&M	  staff	  
hand	  over	  responsibility	  to	  the	  Township.	  The	  agreement	  is	  an	  absolute	  requirement	  of	  
the	  approvals	  process	  and	  there	  is	  a	  template	  in	  our	  report	  that	  many	  of	  you	  have	  read,	  
but	  before	  construction	  that	  will	  have	  to	  be	  agreed	  upon	  with	  the	  municipality.	  	  
	  
9.	  Q:	  Will	  the	  construction	  impact	  my	  well	  water	  quality?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  We	  are	  not	  doing	  any	  blasting.	  Preliminary	  geotech	  work	  did	  not	  reveal	  any	  bedrock,	  
which	  would	  be	  the	  main	  reason	  for	  blasting	  and	  could	  have	  potential	  impacts	  to	  water.	  
The	  foundation	  of	  the	  turbine	  requires	  excavation	  to	  about	  3	  m,	  pouring	  a	  mud	  slab,	  
rebar	  and	  concrete	  foundation,	  similar	  to	  a	  large	  house	  and	  the	  impacts	  to	  the	  water	  
table	  are	  similar	  as	  well.	  	  
Talks	  with	  South	  Nation	  conservation	  with	  regard	  to	  the	  floodplain	  confirmed	  the	  edges	  
of	  the	  floodplain	  and	  that	  we	  are	  building	  outside	  it,	  which	  will	  reduce	  impacts	  to	  water	  
table	  as	  well.	  	  
	   	  
Follow	  up	  Q:	  The	  floodplain	  changes	  four	  times	  a	  year,	  what	  process	  are	  you	  doing	  for	  
those	  changes?	  	  
	  
A:	  South	  Nation	  Conservation	  defines	  the	  floodplain	  as	  the	  100-‐year	  flood	  line,	  which	  
accounts	  for	  those	  changes.	  
	  
10.	  Q:	  Why	  doesn’t	  Prowind	  do	  their	  own	  specific	  health	  studies?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  Our	  development	  team	  is	  not	  in	  the	  business	  of	  doing	  health	  studies.	  Often	  time	  
experts	  are	  commissioned	  by	  municipalities	  and	  the	  Province	  and	  the	  results	  of	  those	  
are	  back	  fed	  into	  the	  rules	  and	  regulations	  that	  developers	  have	  to	  be	  compliant	  with	  to	  
build	  a	  wind	  farm.	  	  
	  
11.	  Q:	  What	  chance	  of	  more	  turbines	  over	  years	  to	  come?	  
	  
A:	  It	  has	  happened	  in	  other	  areas	  where	  companies	  will	  get	  approval	  for	  more	  turbines	  
than	  they	  originally	  build	  and	  then	  build	  additional	  phases.	  At	  this	  project	  we	  are	  using	  
all	  the	  land	  we’ve	  signed	  and	  it’s	  our	  plan	  to	  build	  all	  the	  turbines	  in	  one	  phase.	  So	  we	  
have	  no	  other	  land	  signing	  activity,	  or	  environmental	  work	  going	  on.	  If	  that	  changes	  (and	  
we	  have	  no	  plans	  to	  do	  so	  due	  to	  local	  grid	  capacity)	  we	  would	  have	  to	  go	  through	  the	  
entire	  process	  again	  and	  it	  would	  take	  several	  years.	  
	  
12.	  Q:	  What	  recourse	  is	  there	  for	  people	  living	  in	  the	  nearby	  area	  if	  they	  experience	  
health	  impacts	  after	  the	  turbines	  are	  built?	  	  	  
	   	  
A:	  There	  are	  two	  options:	  1.	  Prowind	  has	  committed	  to	  answering	  people’s	  questions	  
with	  a	  website	  and	  hotline.	  	  2.	  MOE	  has	  a	  hotline	  that	  is	  available	  24	  hrs	  a	  day	  and	  will	  
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take	  complaints	  and	  have	  investigators	  look	  into	  concerns.	  There	  is	  a	  compliance	  
document	  on	  the	  web	  that	  you	  can	  have	  a	  look	  at.	  	  
	  
13.	  How	  far	  can	  ice	  be	  thrown	  from	  the	  blades	  if	  not	  turned	  off	  immediately?	  	  
	  
A:	  There	  are	  several	  things	  that	  can	  be	  done	  to	  mitigate	  that.	  We’ve	  had	  a	  consultant	  
look	  at	  the	  risk	  of	  ice	  throw	  at	  nearby	  properties	  and	  along	  Byker	  Road.	  We	  hope	  to	  
have	  that	  report	  available	  very	  soon.	  Initial	  indications	  are	  that	  it	  will	  be	  extremely	  
unlikely	  for	  ice	  to	  be	  thrown	  from	  a	  moving	  turbine	  and	  less	  so	  when	  it’s	  stationary.	  
When	  a	  turbine	  ices	  up,	  the	  wind	  turbine	  operator	  doesn’t	  want	  the	  machine	  running	  
for	  safety	  and	  because	  it’s	  bad	  for	  the	  machine.	  Ice	  detection	  methods	  and	  preemptive	  
shut	  down	  when	  ice	  is	  likely	  to	  form,	  etc.	  There	  are	  a	  number	  of	  ways	  to	  determine	  if	  
there	  is	  ice	  on	  the	  blades.	  This	  area	  gets	  about	  9	  days	  of	  icing	  possibility.	  	  
	  
Follow	  up	  Q:	  Who	  has	  the	  switch	  to	  turn	  them	  off?	  
	  
A:	  The	  wind	  turbine	  operator	  can	  do	  that	  or	  the	  wind	  turbines	  will	  shut	  down	  
automatically	  under	  certain	  conditions.	  It	  should	  be	  noted	  also	  that	  certain	  turbines	  
have	  heating	  mechanisms	  in	  the	  blades	  to	  prevent	  ice	  build	  up,	  and	  that’s	  a	  possibility	  
here	  also.	  To	  add,	  the	  blades	  have	  to	  be	  balanced,	  so	  if	  ice	  accumulates	  it	  would	  put	  the	  
machine	  out	  of	  balance	  and	  the	  sensors	  will	  automatically	  shut	  down	  the	  machine.	  In	  
anticipation	  of	  an	  icing	  weather	  event,	  we	  have	  the	  ability	  to	  turn	  it	  off	  to	  avoid	  all	  
issues	  whatsoever.	  Third	  option	  is	  to	  shut	  down	  the	  turbines	  remotely.	  If	  the	  sensory	  
indicators	  determine	  the	  blades	  are	  out	  of	  balance,	  the	  operator	  would	  shut	  down	  the	  
turbines	  instead	  of	  waiting	  for	  the	  turbines	  to	  shut	  themselves	  off.	  It’s	  all	  monitored	  in	  
real	  time.	  	  
	  
14.	  Q:	  How	  much	  revenue	  	  “gross”	  is	  expected	  to	  be	  made	  over	  the	  lifetime	  (per	  
turbine).	  
	  
A:	  These	  are	  private	  financial	  details	  of	  the	  project	  and	  not	  something	  we	  will	  be	  
commenting	  on.	  	  
	  
15.	  Q:	  If	  550	  m	  is	  deemed	  sufficient,	  how	  come	  countries	  like	  Australia	  for	  example	  have	  
changed	  their	  setbacks	  to	  1½	  km	  +?	  

	  
A;	  Setbacks	  are	  based	  on	  different	  situations.	  In	  Ontario	  it	  is	  based	  on	  40	  dB,	  the	  World	  
Health	  Organization’s	  value	  for	  nighttime	  noise.	  South	  Australia	  has	  a	  much	  larger	  
setback,	  but	  that’s	  not	  based	  on	  health	  concerns,	  it’s	  based	  on	  economics	  and	  social	  
liability.	  
	  
16.	  Q:	  Dr.	  Knopper:	  can	  you	  provide	  a	  definition	  of	  annoyance.	  
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A:	  It’s	  very	  personal.	  I	  can’t	  think	  of	  a	  great	  definition	  right	  now,	  but	  I’ll	  think	  about	  it	  
and	  come	  up	  with	  one.	  	  

	  
Clarification:	  This	  is	  a	  follow	  up	  question	  based	  on	  reactions	  to	  turbines,	  you	  said	  
“annoyed”.	  What	  did	  you	  mean?	  
	  
A:	  Research	  by	  Peterson	  tried	  to	  quantify	  feelings	  toward	  turbines	  such	  as	  do	  you	  feel	  
the	  wind	  turbines	  encroach	  on	  you,	  etc.	  That	  was	  defined	  as	  “annoyance”.	  
	  
17.	  Q:	  What	  if	  the	  blades	  break	  off?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  This	  is	  a	  rare	  occurrence,	  but	  it	  has	  happened,	  but	  not	  that	  often.	  The	  setback	  of	  550	  
m	  is	  set	  to	  address	  that,	  and	  the	  turbine	  would	  be	  shut	  down	  until	  repaired.	  A	  piece	  of	  a	  
blade,	  instead	  of	  a	  whole	  blade	  is	  rare	  as	  well.	  There	  is	  a	  possibility,	  similar	  to	  a	  lightning	  
strike	  and	  perhaps	  because	  of	  one.	  These	  things	  do	  happen	  and	  they	  are	  outside	  of	  our	  
control.	  	  
	  
18.	  Q:	  Why	  hasn’t	  Prowind	  chosen	  a	  turbine	  model?	  
	  
A:	  There	  is	  strict	  Ontario	  content	  regulations	  that	  outlines	  which	  turbines	  are	  ok	  to	  use	  
in	  Ontario.	  Not	  all	  turbine	  manufactures	  can	  meet	  that.	  	  We	  need	  to	  balance	  finding	  the	  
right	  turbine	  for	  the	  wind	  regime	  in	  this	  area	  and	  which	  manufactures	  can	  meet	  the	  
Ontario	  content.	  We’ve	  elected	  to	  present	  a	  worst-‐case	  scenario	  (largest	  turbines	  
possible)	  to	  allow	  us	  more	  time	  to	  find	  the	  right	  turbine	  manufacturer.	  
	  
19.	  Q:	  So	  what	  responsibility	  does	  Prowind	  accept	  when	  a	  non-‐participant	  house	  ends	  
up	  being	  exposed	  to	  infrasound	  after	  the	  turbines	  are	  turned	  on?	  
A:	  High	  levels	  of	  infrasound	  from	  a	  turbine	  is	  not	  a	  given	  at	  all,	  research	  indicates	  this	  is	  
not	  an	  issue	  with	  modern	  turbines.	  If	  there	  is	  a	  problem	  from	  a	  turbine	  at	  a	  nearby	  
residence	  there	  is	  a	  liability	  on	  Prowind’s	  behalf	  through	  the	  protocol	  by	  the	  MOE.	  We’ll	  
do	  complaint	  monitoring	  and	  response.	  MOE	  will	  do	  noise	  monitoring	  at	  a	  nearby	  home	  
and	  the	  wind	  farm	  will	  be	  forced	  to	  curtail	  if	  there	  is	  an	  issue.	  Infrasound	  is	  noise	  below	  
the	  threshold	  of	  hearing	  –	  some	  people	  propose	  that	  that	  is	  an	  issue	  from	  turbines,	  but	  
reports	  are	  finding	  that	  the	  levels	  from	  turbines	  are	  not	  an	  issue.	  It	  is	  a	  natural	  sound	  
from	  wind	  and	  waves.	  There	  was	  a	  study	  done	  in	  Texas	  that	  measured	  infrasound	  from	  
turbines	  inside	  and	  outside	  nearby	  homes	  and	  they	  found	  that	  even	  as	  close	  as	  307	  m,	  
levels	  of	  infrasound	  were	  below	  national	  and	  international	  standards	  for	  allowable	  
infrasound.	  
	  
20.	  Q;	  People	  have	  moved	  away	  from	  their	  homes	  when	  industrial	  wind	  turbines	  are	  
close	  by.	  Do	  you	  know	  of	  any	  communities	  where	  they	  are	  happy	  to	  have	  industrial	  wind	  
turbines	  close	  to	  them?	  	  	  
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A:	  I	  can	  think	  of	  two:	  Port	  Burwell,	  one	  of	  the	  earlier	  wind	  farms	  and	  the	  Town	  of	  
Dorian,	  	  
	  
21.	  Q:	  With	  health	  effects	  already	  proven	  to	  harm	  human	  health	  why	  is	  there	  not	  a	  hold	  
on	  this	  project	  until	  you’s	  can	  provide	  us	  with	  proper	  proof	  they	  will	  not	  harm	  us.	  
	  
A:	  In	  my	  opinion,	  wind	  turbines	  at	  550	  m	  and	  40	  dB	  won’t	  be	  related	  to	  adverse	  health	  
effects.	  This	  opinion	  is	  formed	  by	  legal	  bodies,	  government	  health	  agencies,	  chief	  
medical	  officer	  of	  health,	  Environmental	  Review	  Tribunal	  hearing,	  jurisdictions	  in	  
Australia	  and	  other	  jurisdictions.	  They	  are	  finding	  that	  there	  won’t	  be	  adverse	  health	  
effects	  though	  some	  people	  will	  be	  annoyed.	  As	  long	  as	  we	  follow	  the	  regulations	  there	  
should	  not	  be	  adverse	  health	  effects.	  
	  
22.	  Q;	  Did	  you,	  yourself,	  not	  write	  that	  MORE	  research	  into	  the	  effects	  of	  wind	  turbines	  
is	  warranted?	  
	  
A:	  Yes.	  	  We	  published	  an	  article	  in	  Sept.	  in	  an	  open	  access	  journal	  to	  allow	  public	  
comment	  and	  review	  and	  response.	  One	  conclusion	  we	  came	  up	  with	  is	  that	  more	  
research	  is	  needed,	  specifically	  to	  do	  with	  communication	  issues	  and	  where	  people	  are	  
getting	  their	  information	  from	  and	  how	  that	  relates	  to	  anxiety	  about	  wind	  farms.	  	  
	  
23.	  Q:	  What	  are	  the	  impacts	  to	  birds	  and	  bats?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  We’ve	  done	  extensive	  surveys	  on	  birds	  and	  bats	  in	  this	  area.	  There	  is	  a	  chance	  that	  
birds	  and	  bats	  will	  collide	  with	  the	  turbines	  and	  the	  best	  mitigation	  for	  that	  is	  to	  place	  
turbines	  where	  the	  abundance	  and	  diversity	  of	  species	  is	  already	  low.	  We’ve	  done	  three	  
years	  of	  bird	  surveys	  and	  radar	  bat	  survey	  to	  determine	  this.	  There	  is	  generally	  low	  
diversity	  and	  abundance	  in	  this	  area.	  This	  isn’t	  a	  migration	  corridor,	  or	  special	  habitat,	  so	  
in	  terms	  of	  impacts	  to	  birds	  and	  bats,	  this	  is	  a	  good	  area	  to	  place	  a	  turbine	  for	  low	  
impacts.	  It	  is	  already	  an	  agricultural	  area	  and	  impacted	  in	  this	  way.	  We	  also	  have	  three	  
years	  of	  post-‐construction	  monitoring	  to	  conduct	  once	  the	  turbines	  are	  built;	  looking	  for	  
carcasses	  at	  the	  base	  of	  the	  turbines.	  If	  we	  hit	  a	  threshold	  which	  is	  about	  10/birds	  or	  
bats/turbine/year	  we	  are	  required	  to	  mitigation	  and	  that	  may	  require	  shutting	  down	  the	  
turbines	  at	  certain	  times	  of	  the	  year	  or	  day.	  We	  have	  lots	  of	  work	  to	  do	  once	  the	  
turbines	  are	  built	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  wind	  farm	  isn’t	  impacting	  bird	  and	  bat	  populations	  
in	  the	  area.	  
	  
24.	  Q;	  What	  are	  the	  health	  impacts	  of	  vibration	  and	  low	  frequency	  sound	  on	  livestock?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  There’s	  no	  evidence	  to	  suggest	  that	  livestock	  is	  impacted	  by	  the	  sound	  or	  infrasound	  
from	  the	  wind	  turbines.	  Livestock	  experience	  sound	  all	  the	  time	  from	  ventilation	  
systems	  in	  barns	  and	  other	  farm	  noise.	  There	  are	  many	  farms	  that	  have	  livestock	  grazing	  
under	  the	  turbines	  and	  aren’t	  impacted	  at	  all.	  There	  shouldn’t	  be	  any	  impacts	  to	  
livestock.	  	  
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25.	  Q;	  WHAT	  ASSURANCE	  IS	  PROWIND	  PREPARED	  TO	  GIVE	  TO	  GUARANTEE	  THAT	  
PROPERTY	  VALUES	  DO	  NOT	  DECLINE	  for	  property	  owners	  neighbouring	  the	  South	  
Branch	  industrial	  wind	  project?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  The	  empirical	  evidence	  from	  Ontario	  and	  elsewhere	  in	  the	  world	  indicates	  that	  there	  
is	  no	  loss	  of	  property	  value	  from	  adjacency	  to	  a	  wind	  farm.	  	  
	  
26.	  Q:	  Will	  the	  wind	  farm	  limit	  our	  ability	  to	  develop	  our	  property	  in	  Brinston	  in	  the	  
future?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  There	  are	  certain	  provisions	  we	  have	  to	  take	  into	  account	  when	  we	  are	  planning	  the	  
wind	  farm.	  If	  there	  is	  a	  lot	  that	  is	  vacant	  near	  the	  wind	  farm,	  that	  gets	  counted	  as	  a	  
noise	  receptor	  and	  there	  are	  noise	  limits	  that	  have	  to	  be	  met	  there.	  That	  is	  there	  to	  
allow	  people	  to	  build	  in	  the	  future	  on	  these	  parcels	  in	  the	  future.	  
	  
27.	  Q:	  Will	  the	  turbines	  be	  turned	  off	  if	  a	  non-‐participant	  is	  suffering	  from	  an	  ill	  health	  
effect	  or	  does	  it	  keep	  operating	  while	  the	  person	  experiences	  ill	  health?	  
	  
A:	  If	  there	  is	  a	  noise	  complaint	  the	  MOE	  will	  send	  noise	  monitoring	  equipment	  to	  your	  
residence.	  Press	  a	  button	  it	  will	  record	  for	  ten	  minutes	  when	  you	  feel	  there	  is	  a	  noise	  
exceedance.	  They	  will	  look	  at	  the	  data	  and	  if	  there	  is	  sound	  level	  above	  what	  is	  allowed	  
then	  they’ll	  look	  into	  it	  further.	  If	  it	  is	  found	  to	  be	  above	  allowable	  limits	  there	  will	  be	  
forced	  curtailment.	  	  Modern	  turbines	  can	  be	  curtailed	  as	  need	  be,	  so	  that	  is	  an	  option.	  
	  
28.	  Q:	  All	  commercial	  airlines	  are	  equipped	  with	  deicing	  systems,	  why	  can’t	  wind	  
turbines	  have	  this	  same	  idea?	  
	  
A:	  Some	  turbines	  do	  have	  deicing	  in	  the	  sense	  that	  they	  have	  warm	  air	  circulating	  in	  the	  
blades.	  Not	  all	  turbines	  have	  this	  technology.	  As	  far	  as	  the	  chemicals	  sprayed	  on	  at	  
airports	  -‐	  that	  requires	  a	  containment	  system.	  You	  certainly	  wouldn’t	  want	  to	  be	  
spraying	  that	  over	  a	  farmer’s	  field.	  Not	  really	  practical	  in	  this	  context.	  
	  
29.	  Q;	  Mr.	  Knopper:	  are	  you	  aware	  of	  a	  letter	  sent	  by	  lawyer	  Eric	  Gillespie	  on	  behalf	  of	  
the	  Alliance	  to	  Protect	  Prince	  Edward	  County	  to	  wind	  power	  developer	  WPD,	  saying	  that	  
failure	  to	  fully	  disclose	  information	  on	  potential	  health	  effects	  could	  be	  seen	  as	  
"negligent	  misrepresentation"?	  This	  letter	  references	  your	  article	  several	  times.	  	  	  
	  
A:	  Yes,	  I	  am	  aware	  of	  that	  article.	  I	  am	  on	  record	  as	  being	  the	  health	  consultant	  for	  WPD.	  
Yes,	  WPD	  sent	  me	  that	  letter	  and	  I	  am	  aware	  of	  it.	  	  
	  
30.	  Q:	  Has	  Prowind	  petitioned	  the	  government	  for	  a	  third	  party	  epidemiological	  study	  
on	  the	  health	  effects	  of	  industrial	  wind	  turbines?	  	  If	  so,	  what	  was	  the	  government's	  
response?	  	  If	  not,	  why?	  	  
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A:	  No	  Prowind	  hasn’t	  that	  isn’t	  really	  our	  role.	  We	  go	  by	  the	  existing	  research.	  Others	  
have	  and	  that’s	  fair	  and	  that’s	  part	  of	  the	  Provincial	  process.	  I	  know	  of	  two	  studies	  that	  
are	  ongoing	  or	  starting	  up:	  1.	  Working	  on	  Wolfe	  Island	  and	  I’m	  unsure	  when	  the	  results	  
will	  be	  released	  but	  it	  is	  underway.	  2.	  University	  of	  Waterloo	  is	  doing	  a	  human	  health	  
study	  with	  nurses	  and	  doctors	  and	  PhD	  students	  and	  that	  project	  is	  starting	  to	  get	  
underway.	  	  
	  
31.	  Q;	  With	  the	  fires	  in	  turbines	  being	  reported	  because	  of	  the	  brakes	  malfunctioning	  
how	  do	  you’s	  hope	  to	  deal	  with	  the	  burning	  turbine	  as	  our	  fire	  department	  is	  not	  
capable	  of	  dealing	  with	  it.	  	  

	  
A:	  That	  is	  covered	  in	  the	  emergency	  report	  template.	  Wind	  farm	  staff	  are	  the	  only	  ones	  
that	  go	  up	  the	  tower.	  If	  they	  can	  get	  to	  a	  fire	  in	  the	  incipient	  stage	  they	  are	  permitted	  to	  
do	  so.	  If	  the	  fire	  is	  out	  of	  control,	  similar	  to	  a	  tall	  building,	  they	  get	  out	  and	  try	  to	  
prevent	  it	  from	  spreading	  to	  other	  areas.	  	  There	  is	  not	  a	  requirement	  that	  local	  services	  
fight	  a	  fire	  at	  that	  height,	  just	  move	  to	  a	  position	  to	  prevent	  it	  from	  spreading.	  	  The	  main	  
issue	  is	  timely	  and	  proper	  maintenance.	  For	  the	  turbine	  operator	  it	  is	  a	  sensible	  thing	  to	  
do	  so	  that	  there	  aren’t	  days	  of	  production	  lost.	  	  Prowind	  will	  aim	  to	  have	  a	  very	  good	  
health	  and	  safety	  record	  and	  maintenance	  records	  at	  the	  wind	  farm.	  There	  is	  no	  way	  to	  
put	  fires	  out	  in	  the	  nacelles.	  It	  just	  burns	  itself	  out	  and	  it	  is	  a	  very	  rare	  occurrence.	  With	  
proper	  maintenance	  the	  probability	  is	  very,	  very	  low.	  	  
	  
32.	  Q:	  What	  if	  my	  farm	  starts	  to	  experience	  stray	  voltage	  after	  the	  wind	  farm	  is	  built?	  	  
	  
A:	  Stray	  voltage	  is	  not	  specifically	  associated	  to	  the	  wind	  farms.	  	  It	  is	  usually	  an	  existing	  
problem	  to	  do	  with	  the	  distribution	  system.	  There	  have	  been	  recent	  upgrades	  to	  the	  
electrical	  code	  to	  the	  size	  of	  the	  neutral	  conductor	  that	  wind	  farm	  must	  have.	  That’s	  one	  
effort	  to	  mitigation	  potential	  for	  stray	  voltage.	  If	  stray	  voltage	  is	  made	  worse	  by	  the	  
wind	  farm,	  the	  wind	  farm	  owner	  is	  liable	  to	  correct	  that.	  Typically	  stray	  voltage	  issues	  
are	  preexisting	  and	  have	  to	  do	  with	  bad	  grounding	  or	  no	  grounding	  with	  local	  hydro	  
users.	  	  
	  
	  
33.	  Q:	  Question	  for	  all	  speakers:	  In	  relation	  to	  where	  you	  live	  –	  how	  many	  turbines	  are	  
within	  1	  km	  of	  your	  house?	  
A:	  Juan	  –	  I	  live	  in	  a	  rural	  area	  and	  two	  projects	  have	  been	  proposed	  in	  my	  area,	  but	  I	  
don’t	  know	  exactly	  where	  the	  turbines	  are	  being	  proposed,	  but	  I	  do	  live	  near	  high	  
ground,	  so	  there	  is	  potential	  for	  the	  turbines	  to	  be	  adjacent	  to	  me.	  I’m	  on	  the	  mailing	  
list	  and	  am	  getting	  updates.	  I’m	  not	  really	  worried	  about	  it,	  but	  I’d	  be	  at	  the	  meetings	  
and	  making	  sure	  that	  things	  are	  done	  properly.	  	  
Jeff	  –	  I	  live	  in	  Toronto,	  there	  is	  one	  turbine	  at	  the	  exhibition	  ground	  that	  I	  can	  see	  from	  
my	  backyard.	  With	  relation	  to	  ice,	  that	  turbine	  spins	  100	  feet	  or	  so	  from	  the	  Gardiner	  
and	  does	  not	  pose	  a	  problem	  with	  ice	  throw.	  	  
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Rochelle	  –	  I	  live	  in	  Hamilton	  and	  that	  area	  is	  not	  suitable	  for	  wind	  turbines.	  	  
Loren	  –	  I	  live	  in	  Ottawa	  and	  there	  are	  no	  turbines	  near	  my	  home.	  
Randi	  –	  I	  did	  live	  within	  1	  km	  of	  the	  Toronto	  turbine	  and	  I	  was	  there	  when	  it	  was	  put	  up.	  	  	  
	  
34.	  Comment:	  Infranoise,	  base	  sounds.	  subwoofers,	  diesel	  engines,	  forage	  blowers,	  
smoke	  detectors	  emit	  80-‐90dBs.	  	  
	  
35.	  Q;	  Are	  Mr.	  Knopper	  and	  Ms.	  Rahamim	  being	  compensated	  for	  their	  appearance	  at	  
this	  meeting?	  
	  
A:	  Yes,	  they	  aren’t	  being	  paid	  to	  say	  what	  we	  want	  but	  to	  provide	  their	  services	  and	  
expertise.	  Loren	  has	  a	  PhD	  and	  he	  is	  not	  going	  to	  compromise	  his	  professional	  integrity	  
to	  say	  what	  we	  want	  him	  to.	  	  He’s	  here	  to	  handle	  your	  questions	  on	  health	  to	  a	  depth	  
that	  our	  staff	  are	  probably	  not	  capable	  of	  handling.	  	  
	  
36.	  Q:	  How	  will	  the	  windmills	  affect	  the	  viewscape	  and	  noise	  levels?	  	  	  
	  
A;	  We’ve	  got	  three	  pictures	  on	  a	  poster	  board	  at	  the	  back	  of	  turbines	  placed	  in	  this	  
setting.	  	  Turbines	  will	  have	  an	  impact	  on	  the	  viewscape,	  there’s	  no	  hiding	  that.	  But	  your	  
perception	  of	  that	  as	  positive	  or	  negative	  is	  up	  to	  the	  individual.	  Research	  from	  2010	  
regarding	  your	  opinion	  of	  wind	  turbines	  indicates	  about	  80%	  don’t	  really	  care,	  10%	  
really	  like	  them	  and	  10%	  really	  don’t	  like	  them.	  Visually	  that’s	  the	  best	  we	  can	  do,	  it’s	  an	  
individual	  thing.	  Sound	  wise	  there	  is	  a	  40	  dB	  noise	  limit	  and	  we	  have	  met	  or	  are	  below	  
that	  at	  each	  of	  the	  turbines.	  	  
	  
37.	  Q;	  Jeff	  –	  What	  studies	  are	  you	  referring	  to	  that	  indicates	  there	  will	  be	  no	  loss	  of	  
property	  value?	  
	  
A:	  A	  report	  from	  Chatham-‐Kent	  in	  2010.	  The	  report	  is	  peer-‐reviewed	  and	  can	  stand	  on	  
its	  on	  in	  that	  regard.	  It	  is	  on	  the	  back	  table	  if	  anyone	  wants	  to	  have	  a	  look	  at	  it	  or	  we	  can	  
send	  copies	  if	  anyone	  would	  like	  one.	  There	  are	  two	  more	  from	  the	  USA	  that	  are	  fairly	  
large	  that	  we	  can	  send	  to	  you.	  	  
	  
38.	  Q;	  Will	  you	  please	  comment	  on	  the	  following	  from	  a	  CBC	  news	  report:	  	  

‘Armstrong's	  experience	  is	  backed	  up	  in	  a	  study	  by	  Brampton-‐based	  realtor	  Chris	  
Luxemburger.	  The	  president	  of	  the	  Brampton	  Real	  Estate	  Board	  examined	  real	  
estate	  listings	  and	  sales	  figures	  for	  the	  Melancthon-‐Amaranth	  area,	  home	  to	  133	  
turbines	  in	  what	  is	  Ontario's	  first	  and	  largest	  industrial	  wind	  farm.	  
"Homes	  inside	  the	  windmill	  zones	  were	  selling	  for	  less	  and	  taking	  longer	  to	  sell	  
than	  the	  homes	  outside	  the	  windmill	  zones,"	  said	  Luxemburger.	  
On	  average,	  from	  2007	  to	  2010,	  he	  says	  properties	  adjacent	  to	  turbines	  sold	  for	  
between	  20	  and	  40	  per	  cent	  less	  than	  comparable	  properties	  that	  were	  out	  of	  
sight	  from	  the	  windmills.‘	  
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(http://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/story/2011/09/30/ontario-‐wind-‐power-‐property-‐
values.html)	  

	  
A:	  I’d	  like	  to	  read	  that	  report	  first	  hand	  and	  I	  need	  to	  know	  a	  little	  bit	  more	  about	  the	  
real	  estate	  agent	  that	  wrote	  the	  report.	  Without	  knowing	  more	  about	  the	  report	  I	  can’t	  
really	  comment.	  Whoever	  wrote	  the	  question,	  please	  do	  get	  in	  touch	  with	  me	  and	  we’ll	  
talk	  more	  once	  I’ve	  read	  it.	  	  
One	  thing	  to	  note	  about	  the	  Melanchthon	  project	  is	  that	  it	  was	  permitted	  under	  the	  old	  
noise	  rules	  and	  you	  could	  be	  a	  lot	  closer	  than	  allowed	  today,	  around	  350	  m.	  So	  you	  have	  
to	  be	  careful	  of	  comparing	  apples	  to	  apples.	  There	  is	  also	  a	  report	  from	  the	  
Melanchthon	  area	  that	  refutes	  any	  impact	  to	  property	  value.	  
	  
39.	  Q:	  Why	  are	  the	  taxpayers	  paying	  high	  prices	  for	  green	  energy	  when	  we	  can	  buy	  
cheap	  hydro	  power	  from	  Quebec?	  	  And	  	  
Q:	  Why	  should	  taxpayers	  pay	  more	  for	  wind	  energy	  than	  nuclear	  energy,	  especially	  
when	  we	  have	  an	  excess	  of	  energy	  in	  our	  province?	  	  Nuclear	  energy	  runs	  around	  $0.06	  
kWH	  and	  wind	  is	  approximately	  $0.80	  kWh.	  
	  
A:	  Wind	  energy	  at	  this	  project	  and	  across	  the	  province	  is	  being	  sold	  at	  13.5¢/kWh	  and	  
that	  rate	  goes	  up	  by	  20%	  of	  inflation.	  So	  over	  time	  the	  value	  of	  that	  13.5¢	  will	  go	  down.	  
By	  the	  end	  of	  the	  20-‐year	  contract,	  the	  Province	  will	  be	  getting	  a	  good	  deal	  for	  this	  
energy.	  Also	  the	  province	  owns	  any	  sort	  of	  carbon	  credits	  that	  may	  be	  created	  in	  the	  
future	  for	  the	  wind	  turbines.	  As	  for	  nuclear	  energy	  there	  are	  a	  lot	  of	  ways	  to	  spin	  that.	  
For	  example	  does	  that	  cost	  account	  for	  long	  term	  storage	  of	  nuclear	  waste,	  etc.?	  	  
	  
40.	  Q:	  How	  did	  you	  get	  approval	  to	  build	  a	  wind	  farm	  in	  a	  watershed	  area?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  We	  assume	  that	  means	  floodplain.	  There	  are	  no	  turbines	  in	  the	  floodplain.	  There	  are	  
roads	  and	  cables	  within	  the	  floodplain,	  but	  no	  turbines.	  	  
	  
41.	  Q:	  Your	  bat	  and	  bird	  survey	  was	  done	  over	  what	  period	  of	  time?	  3	  years	  at	  one	  hour	  
a	  year?	  
	  
A:	  The	  bird	  surveys	  were	  done	  over	  several	  different	  seasons	  according	  to	  MNR	  
protocols.	  There	  is	  a	  grid	  on	  the	  poster	  back	  there	  that	  shows	  what	  surveys	  were	  done	  
in	  each	  year.	  Each	  survey	  is	  conducted	  over	  a	  few	  days	  or	  sometimes	  months.	  The	  bat	  
surveys	  were	  conducted	  with	  radar	  surveys	  and	  were	  able	  to	  capture	  a	  lot	  of	  data	  in	  a	  
short	  amount	  of	  time	  and	  I	  think	  was	  just	  a	  few	  days.	  	  Our	  monitoring	  protocols	  were	  
submitted	  to	  the	  MNR	  for	  approval	  so	  their	  expertise	  guided	  the	  monitoring	  process.	  	  	  
	  
42.	  Q:	  The	  chief	  medical	  officer	  of	  the	  province	  has	  never	  ordered	  a	  study	  on	  health	  
issues.	  Are	  you	  aware	  she	  has	  only	  done	  a	  “review”?	  
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A:	  I	  am	  aware	  of	  the	  Chief	  Medical	  Officer	  of	  Health’s	  work,	  that	  they	  did	  a	  review	  of	  
health	  effects	  and	  wind	  turbines,	  but	  I’m	  not	  aware	  of	  anything	  else	  that	  they	  have	  done	  
in	  this	  regard.	  They	  didn’t	  do	  a	  study,	  just	  a	  review	  of	  previous	  studies.	  	  
	  
43.	  Q:	  Is	  Prowind	  prepared	  to	  pay	  for	  citizen	  appointments	  with	  their	  physicians	  and	  real	  
estate	  agents	  to	  "baseline"	  the	  current	  health	  status	  and	  property	  values	  for	  those	  
within	  a	  5	  km.	  radius	  of	  proposed	  industrial	  wind	  turbines?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  No,	  visits	  to	  physicians	  are	  covered	  by	  OHIP.	  Property	  transactions	  are	  part	  of	  the	  
public	  records	  and	  are	  available	  to	  the	  public	  at	  any	  time.	  	  
	  
44.	  Q:	  Infrasound	  has	  been	  used	  as	  a	  war	  “tool”	  against	  the	  enemy.	  How	  do	  you	  
measure	  this	  infrasound?	  Are	  you	  aware	  that	  animals	  are	  more	  sensitive	  to	  infrasound	  
and	  shadow	  flicker?	  

	  
A:	  If	  a	  military	  is	  using	  infrasound	  as	  a	  weapon,	  it’s	  obviously	  at	  an	  intensity	  that	  does	  
harm	  to	  humans.	  As	  already	  indicated,	  there	  was	  a	  study	  at	  nearby	  homes	  and	  human	  
health	  was	  not	  affected	  by	  infrasound	  from	  wind	  turbines.	  
	  
45.	  Q:	  What	  assurances	  can	  Mr.	  Knopper	  or	  Prowind	  provide	  that	  residents	  will	  not	  
suffer	  negative	  health	  effects	  from	  the	  presence	  of	  industrial	  wind	  turbines?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  It	  is	  my	  opinion	  that	  at	  the	  setbacks	  as	  regulated	  by	  the	  Province	  there	  won’t	  be	  
adverse	  health	  effects	  related	  to	  wind	  turbines.	  	  Can	  I	  assure	  that	  someone	  won’t	  
experience	  health	  effects	  or	  sleep	  a	  little	  less?	  No.	  60%	  of	  Canadians	  identify	  themselves	  
as	  excessively	  tired,	  so	  I	  can’t	  make	  that	  kind	  of	  assurance.	  	  
	  
46.	  Q:	  Wind	  turbines	  should	  be	  filled	  with	  auto	  fire	  suppression	  system.	  
	  
A:	  Perhaps,	  but	  then	  we’d	  need	  municipal	  water	  hookups	  and	  not	  something	  Prowind	  
has	  a	  lot	  of	  control	  over.	  	  
	  
47.	  Q:	  Why	  has	  Prowind	  decided	  to	  notify	  the	  "stakeholders"	  24	  hrs	  prior	  to	  the	  meeting	  
that	  all	  questions	  must	  be	  submitted	  in	  writing?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  We	  did	  send	  out	  a	  notice	  on	  Jan	  4th	  to	  notify	  everyone	  that	  pre-‐submitted	  questions	  
will	  be	  prioritized,	  so	  there	  was	  about	  a	  week’s	  notice.	  We	  did	  send	  out	  another	  
reminder	  yesterday	  to	  let	  you	  know	  our	  agenda	  and	  the	  format	  of	  the	  evening.	  	  We	  
changed	  the	  format	  of	  the	  meeting	  to	  the	  Q&A	  panel	  based	  on	  a	  small	  number	  of	  
requests	  last	  fall.	  	  
	  
48.	  Q:	  How	  far	  does	  shadow	  flicker	  reach?	  	  	  
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A:	  Shadow	  is	  very	  specific	  to	  the	  turbine.	  It	  is	  the	  strongest	  when	  the	  sun	  is	  lowest	  on	  
the	  horizon,	  early	  in	  the	  morning	  and	  in	  the	  evening.	  In	  the	  farthest	  area	  it	  reaches	  
about	  700	  m	  from	  a	  turbine,	  less	  than	  20	  hrs	  per	  year	  if	  you	  are	  in	  the	  worst	  location,	  
which	  is	  WSW	  or	  ESE.	  This	  is	  using	  sunshine	  data	  from	  this	  area	  and	  wind	  data	  from	  this	  
project.	  	  
	  
49.	  Q:	  Wind	  turbines	  need	  an	  auto	  brake	  should	  blades	  come	  loose.	  
	  
A:	  Yes,	  they	  do	  have	  automatic	  braking	  systems	  in	  a	  large	  numbers	  of	  scenarios.	  There	  
are	  about	  500	  parameters	  being	  monitored.	  If	  something	  is	  out	  of	  spec,	  the	  turbines	  will	  
shut	  down.	  This	  is	  why	  proper	  maintenance	  is	  important.	  	  
	  
50.	  Q:	  Why	  are	  the	  turbines	  so	  spread	  out?	  Is	  there	  a	  second	  phase	  being	  proposed	  in	  
the	  future?	  
	  
A:	  The	  turbines	  at	  this	  project	  are	  more	  spread	  out	  than	  you	  typically	  see.	  The	  distance	  
between	  the	  two	  groupings	  of	  turbines	  dates	  back	  to	  the	  early	  stages	  of	  the	  project	  
when	  it	  was	  actually	  three	  separate	  ten	  MW	  projects.	  Between	  the	  turbines	  themselves	  
–	  we	  use	  fairly	  conservative	  sound	  models	  and	  because	  we	  are	  using	  the	  largest	  turbine	  
size.	  We	  also	  have	  the	  floodplain	  in	  the	  middle,	  which	  spreads	  them	  out	  in	  a	  N-‐S	  
direction.	  Most	  people	  would	  consider	  it	  a	  positive	  thing	  to	  have	  a	  less	  dense	  layout.	  	  
	  
51.	  Comment:	  Wind	  energy	  spells	  green	  energy.	  

	  
52.	  Q:	  Question	  for	  Dr.	  Knopper:	  The	  Environmental	  Review	  Tribunal,	  held	  in	  2011,	  
concluded	  that	  there	  is	  no	  question	  as	  to	  whether	  "wind	  turbines	  can	  cause	  harm	  to	  
humans.	  The	  evidence	  presented	  to	  the	  Tribunal	  demonstrates	  that	  they	  can,	  if	  facilities	  
are	  placed	  too	  close	  to	  residents."	  Dr	  Knopper's	  co-‐author	  and	  colleague	  Christopher	  
Ollson	  testified	  at	  that	  Tribunal	  and	  said,	  "What	  is	  clear	  is	  that	  some	  people	  living	  near	  
wind	  turbines	  experience	  annoyance	  due	  to	  wind	  turbines"	  and	  that	  the	  sound	  is	  
"correlated	  with	  annoyance"	  with	  the	  result	  that	  "some	  people	  are	  also	  disturbed	  in	  
their	  sleep	  by	  wind	  turbines."	  He	  also	  said	  that	  "annoyance	  is	  a	  health	  effect."	  Given	  this	  
testimony,	  and	  the	  fact	  that	  more	  than	  jurisdictions	  in	  North	  America	  have	  setbacks	  
greater	  than	  550	  meters	  (Nova	  Scotia	  at	  1,000	  meters	  for	  example),	  Dr	  Knopper,	  CAN	  
YOU	  SAY	  WITH	  CERTAINTY	  THAT	  NO	  ONE	  WILL	  BE	  ANNOYED	  OR	  EXPERIENCE	  INDIRECT	  
HEALTH	  EFFECTS	  FROM	  THE	  SOUTH	  BRANCH	  WIND	  PROJECT?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  I	  agree	  that	  it’s	  a	  matter	  of	  degree;	  noise	  can	  be	  problematic.	  As	  heard	  earlier,	  it’s	  
about	  intensity.	  	  There	  was	  a	  study	  from	  2004	  in	  Holland	  about	  a	  project	  in	  Germany	  
that	  was	  bugging	  people	  in	  Netherlands,	  across	  the	  road.	  The	  turbines	  were	  15	  dB	  
louder	  than	  expected.	  In	  general	  every	  3	  dB	  of	  noise	  is	  a	  halving	  or	  doubling	  of	  noise,	  so	  
a	  15	  dB	  increase	  is	  a	  lot	  of	  noise.	  So	  loud	  noise	  can	  be	  problematic.	  That’s	  why	  Ontario	  
has	  such	  strict	  regulations	  for	  noise.	  40	  dB	  is	  based	  on	  the	  WHO	  nighttime	  noise	  value.	  
The	  Kent	  Breeze	  project	  was	  approved	  and	  then	  appealed	  under	  the	  regulation	  and	  
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went	  to	  the	  ERT.	  You	  should	  read	  the	  appeal.	  The	  conclusions	  of	  the	  expert	  witnesses	  on	  
each	  side	  of	  the	  argument	  are	  in	  there.	  Different	  jurisdictions	  have	  different	  setbacks	  as	  
mentioned	  before	  based	  on	  different	  circumstances,	  but	  in	  my	  opinion,	  projects	  at	  550	  
m	  and	  40	  dB	  will	  not	  be	  related	  to	  adverse	  health	  effects.	  	  
	  
53.	  Q:	  You	  said	  there	  is	  no	  property	  value	  loss.	  Why	  is	  it	  then	  that	  real	  estate	  appraisals	  
have	  added	  a	  line	  asking	  if	  there	  is	  a	  wind	  farm	  coming	  to	  your	  area?	  
	  
A:	  I’m	  not	  aware	  of	  that	  question	  on	  the	  sheet.	  Can	  someone	  clarify	  what	  this	  is?	  
	  
Clarification:	  It’s	  actually	  on	  the	  SPIS	  and	  it’s	  in	  the	  category	  of	  quarries	  and	  garbage	  
dumps,	  specifically	  for	  rural	  properties.	  	  
	  
A:	  I’ll	  take	  a	  look	  at	  that.	  
	  
54.	  Q:	  If	  I	  have	  my	  property	  assessed	  now	  and	  its	  assessment	  is	  less	  after	  turbines	  go	  up	  
who	  is	  responsible	  for	  the	  difference?	  Prowind	  or	  the	  landowner	  with	  turbines	  on	  his	  
land?	  
A:	  Property	  assessment	  is	  based	  on	  a	  number	  of	  different	  circumstances.	  Maybe	  the	  
appraisal	  has	  nothing	  to	  do	  with	  the	  turbines.	  Empirical	  evidence	  shows	  that	  there	  is	  no	  
loss	  in	  property	  value	  with	  adjacency	  to	  wind	  farms.	  Just	  today	  I	  was	  looking	  at	  
Geowarehouse	  and	  properties	  around	  wind	  farms,	  and	  the	  properties	  in	  that	  area	  all	  
went	  up	  in	  value.	  	  

	  
55.	  Q:	  I	  would	  like	  to	  know	  if	  your	  company	  has	  conducted,	  or	  intends	  to	  conduct,	  
independent	  environmental/health	  and	  safety	  studies	  on	  the	  impact	  of	  your	  proposed	  
wind	  turbine	  installations	  and	  make	  the	  results	  of	  these	  studies	  widely	  available	  to	  
residents?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  Prowind	  is	  not	  in	  business	  of	  doing	  health	  studies.	  It’s	  beyond	  the	  expertise	  of	  our	  
staff.	  We	  rely	  on	  the	  medical	  community	  and	  the	  public	  bodies	  to	  oversee	  and	  to	  
provide	  guidance	  on	  issues	  with	  health	  and	  that’s	  quite	  common	  among	  all	  
development	  in	  the	  province.	  	  	  
	  
56.	  Comment:	  Nuclear	  power	  needs	  to	  be	  dismantled.	  Coal	  fired	  energy	  is	  the	  dirtiest	  
energy.	  
	  
57.	  Q:	  How	  long	  (period	  of	  time)	  will	  Prowind	  control	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm?	  
When	  will	  it	  be	  sold	  to	  another	  company?	  
	  
A:	  Generally	  speaking,	  irrespective	  of	  who	  owns	  the	  project,	  any	  agreements	  made	  with	  
the	  province	  remain	  in	  tact	  for	  the	  duration	  of	  the	  wind	  farm.	  The	  most	  recent	  
requirements	  in	  the	  Green	  Energy	  Act,	  there	  are	  structures	  in	  place	  that	  requires	  
ownership	  to	  remain	  for	  a	  certain	  period	  of	  time.	  If	  there	  is	  concern	  that	  Prowind	  sits	  
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here	  and	  tells	  you	  one	  thing	  and	  someone	  comes	  in	  and	  buys	  the	  project,	  just	  know	  that	  
all	  the	  commitments	  remain	  in	  tact	  throughout	  the	  lifetime	  of	  the	  project	  and	  do	  not	  
change	  with	  ownership.	  	  	  
	  
Follow	  up	  Q:	  But	  how	  long	  are	  you	  required	  by	  law	  to	  own	  it,	  to	  retain	  a	  portion?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  To	  retain	  a	  portion,	  I	  believe	  that’s	  two	  years.	  There	  are	  two	  types	  of	  developers	  –	  
some	  companies	  like	  to	  develop	  and	  some	  companies	  like	  to	  buy	  developed	  projects	  
and	  some	  do	  both.	  There	  are	  rules	  in	  Ontario	  about	  how	  these	  projects	  can	  be	  bought	  
and	  sold.	  	  
	  
58.	  Q:	  Who	  pays	  the	  taxes	  on	  the	  turbines?	  How	  are	  they	  calculated?	  	  AND	  
	  
Q:	  Will	  Prowind	  pay	  industrial	  rate	  property	  tax?	  
	  
Prowind	  is	  responsible	  for	  the	  taxes.	  There	  is	  a	  formula	  that	  MPAC	  has	  -‐	  $40,000/MW	  +	  
value	  of	  an	  acre	  of	  land	  /turbine	  and	  the	  acreage	  of	  the	  substation	  and	  the	  value	  of	  the	  
structures	  of	  the	  turbine	  and	  the	  industrial	  rate	  gets	  applied	  to	  that	  which	  is	  4.5%	  or	  so.	  
And	  that	  adds	  up	  to	  $60,000+/	  year	  for	  the	  project.	  	  
	  
59.	  Comment:	  dry	  chemical	  extinguishers	  (regarding	  fire	  suppression	  in	  nacelles)	  
	  
A:	  There	  are	  extinguishers	  kept	  in	  the	  nacelle	  of	  the	  turbine	  and	  at	  the	  base	  of	  the	  
turbine.	  Wind	  turbine	  O&M	  are	  not	  obligated	  to	  fight	  fires	  that	  are	  out	  of	  control.	  It	  
might	  be	  possible	  to	  have	  a	  sprinkler	  system	  with	  dry	  chemicals,	  but	  I’m	  not	  aware	  of	  
the	  technology.	  	  
	  
60.	  Q:	  Technical	  question:	  With	  respect	  to	  40	  dB	  noise	  threshold,	  what	  frequency	  span	  is	  
measured?	  Does	  the	  measurement	  include	  noise	  below	  20	  cycles?	  I.e.	  infrasound?	  

	  
A:	  We	  contract	  out	  our	  noise	  study;	  they	  look	  at	  63	  Hz,	  125	  Hz,	  250	  Hz,	  500	  Hz,	  1000	  Hz,	  
2000	  Hz,	  4000	  Hz.	  It	  does	  not	  look	  at	  anything	  below	  63	  Hz.	  But	  post-‐construction	  sound	  
monitoring	  does	  measure	  below	  63	  Hz.	  
	  
Follow	  up:	  That	  puts	  the	  noise	  study	  totally	  out	  to	  lunch	  if	  it	  doesn’t	  measure	  
infrasound.	  
A:	  The	  study	  that	  measured	  infrasound	  in	  Texas	  used	  Siemens	  and	  GE	  turbines	  and	  is	  
applicable	  because	  those	  turbines	  are	  being	  used	  here.	  And	  the	  infrasound	  levels	  there	  
were	  below	  US,	  UK	  and	  Japanese	  guidelines.	  
	  
61.	  Q:	  Mr.	  Knopper:	  in	  your	  recent	  review	  paper,	  you	  and	  Dr	  Ollson	  conclude	  that	  there	  
are	  health	  effects	  from	  exposure	  to	  the	  environmental	  noise	  produced	  by	  industrial	  
wind	  turbines	  but	  that	  there	  must	  be	  a	  "trade-‐off"	  for	  renewable	  energy	  technologies.	  
Are	  you	  telling	  us	  here	  that	  we	  must	  sacrifice	  our	  community	  and	  our	  health	  to	  a	  
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"greater	  good"	  when	  in	  fact,	  wind	  power	  has	  never	  replaced	  fossil-‐fuel	  power	  
generation	  anywhere	  in	  the	  world?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  Environmental	  noise	  can	  be	  related	  to	  health	  effects,	  but	  our	  conclusion	  is	  not	  that	  
noise	  from	  wind	  turbines	  causes	  health	  effects,	  unless	  you	  had	  very	  loud	  turbines,	  but	  in	  
Ontario	  at	  40	  dB	  we	  do	  not	  believe	  it	  will	  have	  any	  impact	  to	  human	  health.	  In	  fact	  from	  
studies	  in	  Sweden	  and	  Holland,	  noise	  doesn’t	  seem	  to	  be	  much	  of	  an	  indicator.	  People	  
who	  economically	  benefit	  from	  the	  turbines	  don’t	  feel	  health	  effects	  from	  noise.	  	  
With	  regard	  to	  “trade	  off”	  –	  you	  don’t	  have	  to	  sacrifice	  your	  community	  or	  your	  health	  
because	  at	  40	  dB	  they	  will	  not	  have	  adverse	  health	  effects.	  The	  province	  is	  investing	  in	  
the	  idea	  of	  green	  energy	  and	  it’s	  up	  to	  the	  province	  to	  decide	  if	  it’s	  the	  right	  route.	  	  
	  
62.	  Q:	  What	  is	  involved	  in	  tear	  down	  of	  the	  wind	  farm?	  	  AND	  
	  
Q:	  After	  20	  years	  who	  is	  responsible	  for	  de-‐commissioning	  and	  what	  does	  it	  entail?	  
What	  responsibilities	  does	  the	  landowner	  have	  at	  this	  point?	  	  

	  
A:	  Decommissioning	  of	  the	  wind	  farm	  today	  is	  of	  net	  financial	  benefit.	  The	  scrap	  value	  of	  
the	  copper	  and	  steel	  that	  goes	  into	  it	  is	  worth	  more	  than	  cost	  to	  take	  it	  down.	  It	  makes	  
sense	  that	  in	  the	  future	  these	  materials	  will	  be	  worth	  more	  and	  the	  decommissioning	  
process	  will	  never	  be	  in	  the	  red.	  	  Additionally,	  we	  are	  placing	  money	  in	  escrow,	  
$1000/MW/yr,	  so	  $600,000,	  not	  counting	  interest.	  So	  there	  is	  no	  reason	  to	  think	  that	  
once	  the	  turbines	  are	  done	  operating	  that	  they’ll	  be	  left	  abandoned.	  	  

	  
Follow	  up	  Q:	  so	  at	  the	  end	  of	  20	  year	  the	  wind	  farm	  is	  done?	  
	  
A:	  At	  the	  moment	  the	  PPA	  is	  for	  20	  years	  but	  there’s	  no	  reason	  to	  expect	  that	  that	  
wouldn’t	  be	  offered	  again.	  But	  if	  that	  doesn’t	  happen,	  the	  cost	  to	  take	  down	  the	  
turbines	  will	  be	  less	  than	  the	  value	  of	  the	  scrap	  material.	  And	  in	  20	  years	  the	  technology	  
will	  be	  different	  and	  new	  components	  may	  be	  applied.	  In	  Europe	  they	  are	  removing	  
smaller	  turbines	  and	  putting	  up	  fewer	  larger	  turbines	  that	  produce	  equal	  power,	  that	  is	  
called	  repowering.	  Newer	  turbines	  are	  also	  more	  efficient,	  so	  repowering	  after	  20	  years	  
may	  be	  a	  good	  idea.	  At	  the	  end	  of	  the	  20	  years	  we’ll	  know	  better	  what	  the	  options	  are.	  	  

	  
Follow	  up	  Q:	  but	  what	  are	  ALL	  the	  costs?	  Will	  the	  Township	  be	  left	  to	  clean	  up?	  

	  
A:	  Prowind	  will	  be	  responsible	  for	  all	  the	  costs	  even	  if	  it	  is	  more	  than	  what	  is	  in	  escrow	  
because	  there	  is	  net	  gain	  to	  taking	  down	  the	  wind	  farm	  and	  selling	  the	  scrap.	  The	  
township	  will	  not	  be	  responsible.	  That	  commitment	  is	  made	  with	  the	  Province.	  	  

	  
Follow	  up:	  Can	  you	  provide	  us	  with	  the	  break	  down	  of	  the	  $600,000?	  Where	  did	  you	  
come	  up	  with	  that	  number?	  	  
	  
A:	  I’ll	  take	  your	  name	  and	  get	  back	  to	  you.	  	  
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63.	  Comment:	  Cows	  mooing	  can	  exceed	  40	  dB	  quickly.	  Feed	  carts	  exceed	  40	  db.	  PTO	  
farm	  generators	  under	  full	  load	  over	  80	  dBs.	  
	  
Comment:	  Household	  forced	  air	  furnace	  systems	  produce	  low	  noise.	  Grain	  elevators.	  
Plow	  trucks	  going	  down	  the	  road	  with	  plow	  down.	  	  

	  
Comment:	  Have	  variable	  blade	  pitch.	  Prime	  annoyance	  example:	  the	  milk	  board.	  
	  
Comment:	  Farms	  produce	  deafening	  noise	  levels.	  tractors,	  combines,	  milker	  pumps,	  
agri-‐vacs,	  manure	  pumps,	  barn	  cleaners,	  fans,	  milk	  tank	  compressor.	  	  
	  
64.	  Q:	  Why	  has	  Prowind	  chosen	  this	  Q	  &	  A	  format,	  one	  where	  questions	  must	  be	  
submitted	  in	  writing,	  and	  where	  the	  opportunity	  for	  re-‐buttle	  is	  lost?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  There	  are	  various	  formats	  we	  can	  choose	  for	  this	  meeting.	  In	  the	  past	  we’ve	  had	  open	  
houses	  and	  there	  is	  good	  opportunity	  one	  on	  one	  conversations.	  This	  format	  is	  better	  
for	  large	  groups	  and	  one	  of	  the	  sacrifices	  is	  that	  there’s	  not	  as	  much	  opportunity	  for	  
back	  and	  forth.	  I	  think	  you	  can	  appreciate	  that	  we	  wouldn’t	  have	  been	  able	  to	  get	  
through	  all	  the	  questions	  if	  we	  did.	  That	  is	  why	  we	  asked	  for	  questions	  in	  advance	  so	  
that	  we	  know	  how	  many	  questions	  we’re	  dealing	  with	  and	  can	  try	  to	  get	  them	  all	  
addressed	  in	  the	  time	  we	  have.	  	  
	  
65.	  Q:	  We	  can	  hear	  the	  401	  where	  we	  live	  and	  it's	  5	  km	  away.	  If	  we're	  "annoyed"	  by	  the	  
constant	  hum	  of	  an	  industrial	  wind	  turbine	  what	  can	  we	  do	  about	  it?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  If	  there	  is	  a	  sound	  problem	  at	  your	  house,	  there	  are	  ways	  to	  document	  your	  
complaint.	  If	  you	  are	  annoyed,	  that’s	  a	  very	  personal	  thing.	  The	  sound	  limits	  are	  where	  
there	  is	  there	  is	  room	  for	  real	  legal	  recourse,	  in	  my	  opinion.	  	  
	  
Follow	  up:	  It’d	  be	  nice	  to	  hear	  what	  the	  turbines	  sound	  like	  here.	  To	  have	  a	  recording	  at	  
40	  dB	  playing	  in	  the	  back.	  
	  
A:	  There	  is	  definitely	  no	  replacement	  for	  personal	  experience,	  go	  visit	  a	  wind	  farm	  and	  
listen	  to	  them	  up	  close.	  Try	  to	  get	  a	  distance	  that	  you’d	  be	  living	  from	  the	  turbines	  and	  
see	  what	  it’s	  like.	  
	  
66.	  Q:	  Were	  health	  studies	  performed	  on	  children	  or	  adults?	  
	  
A:	  Most	  studies	  look	  at	  adults,	  I’m	  not	  sure	  the	  lowest	  age	  surveyed	  and	  I’m	  not	  aware	  
of	  studies	  specifically	  focused	  on	  children.	  	  
	  
67.	  Q:	  Who	  do	  I	  contact	  if	  I	  have	  problems	  from	  the	  wind	  farm	  in	  the	  future?	  	  	  
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A:	  In	  the	  REA	  there	  are	  provisions	  for	  complaints.	  The	  proponent	  is	  required	  to	  respond	  
to	  complaints.	  	  Noise	  complaints	  are	  very	  prescribed	  by	  the	  Province,	  for	  other	  
complaints,	  it’s	  more	  of	  an	  open	  process.	  There	  will	  be	  a	  phone	  number	  and	  email	  to	  
use	  to	  contact	  us.	  You	  can	  also	  complaint	  to	  the	  MOE	  if	  you	  feel	  the	  proponent	  isn’t	  
doing	  a	  good	  job	  of	  responding.	  	  
	  
68.	  Q:	  What	  are	  setbacks	  from	  the	  turbines	  to	  the	  nearest	  home?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  Distance	  to	  nearest	  home	  is	  614	  m.	  The	  average	  between	  each	  turbine	  and	  closest	  
home	  is	  729	  m.	  Without	  the	  floodplain	  we	  could	  be	  much	  further,	  but	  this	  the	  
environment	  we’re	  in.	  	  
	  
69.	  Q:	  Should	  Prowind	  go	  bankrupt	  who	  takes	  over?	  
	  
A:	  Creditors	  will	  step	  in	  and	  operate	  the	  wind	  farm	  as	  per	  requirements	  laid	  out	  in	  the	  
REA.	  
	  
70.	  Q:	  	  Are	  there	  any	  “environmentally	  sensitive”	  components	  in	  any	  parts	  of	  a	  turbine?	  
Also	  how	  and	  who	  will	  be	  responsible	  to	  remove	  the	  base	  in	  order	  to	  return	  the	  land	  in	  
its	  “before”	  state	  to	  the	  landowner?	  
	  
A:	  I	  imagine	  you’re	  referring	  to	  something	  that	  can	  be	  environmentally	  damaging,	  
depends	  on	  the	  turbine	  model.	  If	  the	  turbine	  has	  a	  gearbox,	  not	  all	  of	  them	  do,	  the	  
gearbox	  has	  a	  lubricant,	  about	  200-‐500	  L.	  That	  gets	  replaced	  sometimes	  and	  someone	  
qualified	  needs	  to	  do	  that.	  This	  would	  be	  disposed	  of	  a	  according	  to	  Provincial	  
regulations.	  Our	  permitting	  has	  a	  proposal	  for	  a	  storage	  shed	  that	  may	  be	  used	  to	  store	  
some	  fluids	  until	  they	  can	  be	  removed	  from	  the	  site,	  but	  in	  rural	  areas	  this	  is	  quite	  
familiar.	  	  Lubricants	  and	  oils	  are	  what	  we’re	  dealing	  with,	  same	  as	  big	  farming	  machines.	  	  
Removal	  of	  the	  turbine	  base	  requires	  a	  jackhammer	  to	  remove	  the	  base.	  Typically	  the	  
base	  is	  not	  removed	  in	  entirely.	  What	  is	  typically	  accepted	  is	  that	  you	  remove	  the	  top	  
portion	  to	  3	  or	  4	  feet	  and	  the	  remainder	  is	  left.	  	  
	  
71.	  Comment:	  Helicopter	  pilots	  experience	  this	  flicker	  effect.	  main	  rotors	  RPM	  is	  way	  
faster	  than	  blade	  rotation	  on	  wind	  turbines.	  
	  
Comment:	  Corn	  dryers	  are	  noisy.	  
	  
72.	  Q:	  What	  professional	  body	  has	  deemed	  Mr.	  Knopper	  as	  a	  "health	  and	  wind	  turbine	  
expert"?	  	  
	  
A:	  There	  is	  no	  professional	  body	  that	  governs	  what	  I	  do.	  	  I	  have	  a	  PhD	  in	  biology	  with	  an	  
emphasis	  in	  toxicology,	  Master’s	  degree	  in	  biology	  with	  an	  emphasis	  on	  sociology,	  and	  
an	  undergraduate	  degree	  in	  biology.	  There	  is	  no	  governing	  body	  that	  deems	  me	  as	  an	  
expert.	  	  I’ve	  published	  on	  the	  subject	  in	  a	  very	  credible	  journal	  that	  has	  been	  referenced	  
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many	  times	  and	  can	  be	  accessed	  online	  for	  free.	  I’ve	  been	  to	  numerous	  public	  meetings	  
and	  talked	  about	  wind	  turbines	  and	  health	  effects.	  I’ve	  been	  doing	  environmental	  health	  
studies	  that	  look	  at	  variables	  in	  human	  and	  ecological	  health	  for	  over	  13	  years.	  I’m	  an	  
adjunct	  professor	  at	  the	  RMC	  and	  the	  University	  of	  Ottawa.	  	  
	  
73.	  Q:	  Why	  has	  Prowind	  chosen	  to	  use	  a	  researcher	  who's	  training	  is	  in	  toxicology	  as	  a	  
"health	  and	  wind	  turbine	  expert"?	  
	  
A:	  I	  think	  Loren’s	  answered	  the	  question.	  He’s	  a	  well-‐respected	  academic	  who	  as	  
published	  credible	  scientific	  papers	  that	  is	  available	  to	  anyone	  for	  peer	  reviewing.	  	  He’s	  
looked	  at	  a	  lot	  of	  the	  studies	  that	  are	  out	  there,	  so	  when	  you	  have	  questions	  about	  
those	  studies,	  chances	  are	  he’s	  read	  them	  and	  that’s	  why	  he’s	  here	  to	  talk	  you.	  	  
	  
74.	  Q:	  Prowind	  is	  a	  German	  company.	  Ontario	  is	  in	  deep	  debt.	  Should	  subsidies	  be	  
removed	  what	  would	  Prowind	  do	  and	  how	  would	  it	  compensate	  the	  landowners?	  
	  
A:	  Prowind	  Canada	  is	  a	  Canadian	  company	  and	  its	  parent	  company	  is	  in	  Germany.	  
Prowind	  has	  contracts	  to	  sell	  power	  for	  this	  project,	  but	  if	  they	  decide	  to	  remove	  the	  FIT	  
program,	  then	  there’s	  not	  much	  work	  for	  folks	  like	  us.	  Currently	  this	  is	  not	  the	  case	  and	  
there	  are	  ambitious	  goals	  to	  build	  wind	  energy	  in	  the	  Province.	  	  
	  
75.	  Q:	  Juan	  told	  me	  at	  the	  last	  meeting	  that	  it	  could	  be	  possible	  that	  my	  children	  could	  
have	  adverse	  health	  effects.	  Why	  today	  is	  that	  now	  different.	  
	  
A:	  That’s	  not	  exactly	  what	  I	  said.	  What	  I	  said	  was	  that	  I’m	  personally	  not	  a	  medical	  
expert	  and	  I	  can’t	  make	  any	  guarantees	  about	  what	  will	  happen	  to	  anyone	  whether	  the	  
wind	  farm	  is	  built	  or	  not.	  If	  you	  are	  annoyed,	  there	  is	  a	  potential	  you’ll	  experience	  health	  
impacts	  from	  being	  highly	  annoyed.	  There	  is	  nothing	  directly	  from	  the	  turbines	  that	  will	  
cause	  health	  effects.	  	  
Studies	  from	  Sweden	  looked	  at	  various	  inputs,	  such	  as	  attitude	  and	  visual	  cues	  and	  how	  
they	  relate	  back	  to	  wind	  turbines.	  It	  shows	  that	  at	  different	  noise	  levels	  people	  can	  be	  
annoyed	  by	  wind	  turbines,	  but	  what	  the	  driver	  of	  that	  is,	  is	  actually	  visual	  cues	  and	  
attitude,	  especially	  attitude.	  So	  statically	  the	  driver	  of	  noise	  annoyance	  is	  not	  noise,	  but	  
attitude.	  I’ve	  spoken	  to	  a	  lot	  of	  people,	  and	  generally	  the	  more	  information	  they	  have	  
about	  the	  project,	  that	  level	  of	  annoyance	  goes	  down	  which	  is	  why	  we	  have	  these	  
meetings.	  	  

	  
Follow	  up:	  so	  you’re	  saying	  that	  kids	  know	  stress?	  
	  
A:	  Definitely.	  I	  don’t	  see	  why	  not.	  Anxiety	  and	  stress	  can	  be	  due	  to	  environmental	  
change	  and	  the	  effects	  from	  stress	  (sleeplessness,	  etc)	  tie	  back	  into	  a	  range	  of	  
environmental	  changes.	  	  
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76.	  Q:	  Why	  has	  Prowind	  chosen	  to	  use	  a	  moderator	  who	  works	  for	  a	  company	  that	  has	  
obvious	  ties	  to	  the	  wind	  industry?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  The	  role	  of	  a	  moderator,	  someone	  with	  experience	  with	  energy	  and	  wind	  and	  this	  
type	  of	  meeting	  is	  important.	  The	  role	  that	  you	  play	  is	  to	  read	  the	  questions	  and	  keep	  
the	  meeting	  rolling	  and	  I	  think	  you’ve	  served	  that	  function	  well.	  	  
	  
77.	  Q:	  Who	  is	  responsible	  for	  changing	  the	  land	  use	  zoning?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  That	  is	  not	  part	  of	  the	  REA	  process	  anymore	  decided	  at	  the	  provincial	  level.	  
Agricultural	  land	  is	  allowed	  to	  be	  used	  for	  renewable	  energy	  projects.	  For	  wind	  energy,	  
any	  agricultural	  land	  is	  fine	  as	  long	  as	  it	  meets	  the	  setbacks.	  For	  solar,	  only	  class	  3	  and	  4	  
land	  can	  be	  used.	  
	  
78.	  Q:	  Given	  the	  fact	  that	  Mr.	  Knopper's	  paper	  that	  has	  been	  referenced	  by	  Prowind	  
(http://www.ehjournal.net/content/10/1/78)	  states:	  "Conducting	  further	  research	  into	  
the	  effects	  of	  wind	  turbines	  (and	  environmental	  change)	  on	  human	  health,	  emotional	  
and	  physical,	  as	  well	  as	  the	  effect	  of	  public	  consultation	  with	  community	  groups	  in	  
reducing	  pre-‐construction	  anxiety,	  is	  warranted."	  and	  the	  fact	  that	  a	  significant	  portion	  
of	  the	  population	  living	  near	  industrial	  wind	  turbines	  are	  reporting	  negative	  health	  
effects	  (not	  to	  mention	  world-‐wide),	  why	  has	  Prowind	  decided	  to	  move	  forward	  with	  
this	  project?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  We’re	  under	  the	  impression	  that	  a	  fair	  number	  of	  studies	  have	  been	  conducted.	  Not	  
everyone	  feels	  that	  way.	  But	  there	  is	  a	  fair	  amount	  of	  research	  that	  has	  been	  done.	  As	  
long	  as	  they	  are	  in	  compliance	  with	  the	  regulation,	  then	  they	  are	  in	  compliance	  with	  the	  
regulation	  and	  there	  is	  no	  onus	  on	  the	  company.	  In	  2004	  when	  we	  started	  this	  research	  
there	  was	  only	  14	  articles	  regarding	  this	  issue	  and	  there	  are	  a	  lot	  more	  today.	  

	  
79.	  Q:	  How	  many	  “permanent”	  jobs	  are	  going	  to	  be	  created	  directly	  linked	  to	  the	  
project?	  
	  
A:	  When	  the	  wind	  farm	  is	  commissioned	  there	  are	  a	  higher	  number	  of	  jobs	  needed	  for	  
maintenance,	  etc.	  In	  the	  beginning,	  permanent	  jobs	  are	  about	  10	  for	  a	  given	  period.	  
Ongoing	  permanent	  jobs	  are	  expected	  to	  be	  2-‐3	  with	  period	  of	  higher	  number	  of	  people	  
required	  for	  large	  maintenance	  jobs.	  During	  construction	  you	  can	  have	  up	  to	  200	  people	  
for	  a	  6-‐month	  period	  working	  on	  the	  site.	  	  
	  
80.	  Q:	  What	  are	  the	  economic	  benefits	  of	  the	  project	  for	  the	  local	  community?	  	  	  
	  
A:	  There	  are	  Municipal	  taxes	  at	  $60,000	  +/	  year,	  building	  permit	  one	  time	  fee	  at	  $55-‐
75,000	  range.	  We	  are	  proposing	  a	  community	  development	  fund	  $25,000/year	  to	  be	  
decided	  upon	  by	  a	  local	  committee	  to	  a	  cause	  that	  helps	  the	  wider	  community.	  Further	  
than	  that	  we	  can	  say	  clean	  energy	  for	  about	  7500	  homes.	  

122



	  
81:	  Q:	  What	  happens	  if	  in	  the	  future	  we	  discover	  that	  human	  health	  has	  been	  affected.	  
What	  is	  our	  recourse?	  
	  
A:	  Scientific	  studies	  need	  to	  be	  conducted	  and	  peer	  reviewed	  and	  look	  at	  the	  techniques	  
and	  the	  conclusions	  need	  to	  be	  evaluated.	  	  
	  
82:	  Q:	  How	  can	  the	  dialogue	  between	  the	  public	  and	  Prowind	  be	  considered	  open	  if	  you	  
haven’t	  allowed	  any	  concessions	  in	  the	  process	  with	  regard	  to	  our	  feedback?	  
	  
A:	  There	  actually	  have	  been	  a	  number	  of	  changes	  made	  to	  the	  project;	  some	  of	  them	  
may	  not	  be	  obvious.	  The	  floodplain	  is	  one,	  the	  icing	  report	  as	  well,	  one	  turbine	  location	  
was	  dropped,	  road	  entrances	  were	  adjusted,	  request	  for	  cables	  to	  be	  buried.	  	  We	  are	  
taking	  information	  and	  reacting	  to	  it.	  This	  meeting	  itself	  is	  a	  request	  from	  the	  public	  to	  
have	  someone	  here	  that	  can	  answer	  health	  questions.	  So	  we	  have	  made	  some	  changes	  
based	  on	  public	  feedback.	  	  
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Please use the back of the form if additional space is needed.  All responses are optional. 
 

1. Name: ______________________________________________ 2. Email: ___________________________________________ 
 

3. Mailing Address: ________________________________________________________________________________________ 

4. Would you like to be added the mailing list to receive future updates on the project?                    YES                      NO 

5. Approximately how close to the South Branch Wind Farm do you live?  0‐5km  6‐10km  11‐20km  >20 km 

 

6. Would you like any additional information (studies, handouts, etc.) sent to you? If yes, on what topic(s)? _________________ 

 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

9.  A portion of the annual revenue of the completed wind farm will be donated to community‐based programs, organizations, 

resources, or events. Please provide your suggestions for suitable recipients. _________________________________________ 

 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

10. Do you have any additional comments you wish to share with us? _______________________________________________ 

 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 
This information is collected to help us understand your concerns and improve every aspect of our project.  Personal information collected is for internal 

office use only and will not be published or otherwise disclosed.  Your comments may be anonymously published in our Consultation Report. 

 

                                              South Branch Wind Farm – Public Information Open House 

  Date:    Wednesday, January 11, 2012   Location:  Drummond Building  

  Time:    6:00 pm to 9:00 pm     22 Ryan St. Spencerville,  ON 

Please return completed surveys to Prowind Canada Inc. via: 

Address:  226 ½ James St. N. Unit A, Hamilton, ON, K0G 1J0   Fax:  866‐203‐6516  Email:  info@prowind.ca 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Final	  Public	  Meeting	  in	  Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal	  
	  
Spencerville,	  January	  11,	  2012	  
	  
Meeting	  Transcription	  
	  

	  
Introductions:	  	  
	  
Jeff	  Segal	  	  
New	  president	  of	  Prowind	  Canada.	  	  Provided	  a	  welcome	  to	  the	  crowd	  and	  set	  stage	  
for	  event.	  
	  
Juan	  Anderson,	  BEng.	  	  
Has	  worked	  for	  4	  years	  at	  Prowind	  as	  energy	  developer.	  	  Previously	  was	  engaged	  at	  
Martin	  Ince	  &	  Associates,	  a	  consultant	  firm	  working	  on	  the	  South	  Branch	  wind	  farm.	  	  
He	  has	  6	  years	  total	  experience	  in	  wind	  energy	  development.	  	  	  
	  
Rochelle	  Rumney	  
Has	  served	  3	  years	  at	  Prowind	  as	  an	  Environmental	  Coordinator.	  	  She	  is	  responsible	  
for	  REA	  and	  coordinates	  fieldwork	  and	  serves	  as	  the	  liaison	  between	  consultants,	  
ministries	  and	  other	  external	  stakeholders.	  
	  
Loren	  Knopper	  	  	  
Loren	  is	  a	  senior	  scientist	  at	  Intrinsic	  Environmental	  Sciences.	  	  He	  is	  here	  to	  talk	  
about	  human	  health	  and	  wind	  turbines.	  	  Has	  been	  doing	  Environmental	  Health	  for	  
many	  years,	  with	  a	  focus	  on	  wind	  energy	  environments	  for	  past	  2	  years.	  	  Lorne	  has	  a	  
PhD	  in	  biology	  with	  emphasis	  on	  toxicology.	  
	  
Other	  third-‐party	  consultants	  that	  have	  been	  engaged	  as	  part	  of	  the	  Renewable	  
Energy	  Approval	  process	  for	  this	  project	  are	  listed	  here.	  	  	  
	  

o Dan	  G.	  Busby	  –	  coordinated	  and	  managed	  bird	  surveys	  
o EchoTrack	  -‐	  Dr.	  Rhonda	  Milliken	  –	  radar	  monitoring	  of	  bats	  
o Beacon	  Environmental	  	  -‐	  environmental	  consultants	  and	  field	  experts,	  Ron	  

Huizer	  and	  Dan	  Westerhof	  
o Zephyr	  North	  –	  noise	  assessments	  and	  reports,	  Dr.	  Jim	  Salmon	  
o YRH	  et.	  Associates	  –	  Telecommunications	  and	  TV	  reception	  study	  
o Archaeological	  Research	  Associates	  Ltd.	  -‐	  Archaeology	  and	  Heritage	  Impact	  

Assessment,	  Mr.	  Paul	  Racher	  
	  
Randi	  –	  Introduced	  herself	  as	  moderator,	  presented	  instructions	  for	  questions	  and	  
described	  the	  intended	  meeting	  format.	  
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1.	   Why	  has	  Prowind	  chosen	  this	  Q	  &	  A	  format,	  one	  where	  questions	  must	  be	  

submitted	  in	  writing,	  and	  where	  the	  opportunity	  for	  rebuttal	  is	  lost?	  
	  
JA:	   The	   format	   of	   the	  meeting	  was	   from	   a	   small	   number	   of	   requests	   to	   have	   a	   Q&A	  
session	  as	  opposed	  to	  the	  open	  house	  style.	  We	  agreed	  to	  do	  that,	  based	  on	  the	  small	  
number	  of	   requests,	  but	  at	   the	   same	   time,	   to	  allow	  everyone	   to	  have	   their	  questions	  
answered	  we	  requested	  the	  questions	   in	  advance	   from	  the	   local	  community	  and	  have	  
those	  as	  a	  priority,	  and	  that’s	  where	  we’ve	  arrived.	  	  	  Yesterday,	  what	  we	  did	  in	  addition,	  
was	   that	   we	   took	   questions	   from	   the	   floor	   and	   mixed	   them	   in	   with	   pre-‐submitted	  
questions	   so	   that	  people	  had	  a	   chance	   to	   respond	  with	   follow-‐up	  questions,	   and	   that	  
worked	  quite	  well	   and	   so	  until	  we	   get	   through	  our	   initial	   list,	   I	   think	   that’s	   how	  we’ll	  
proceed.	  	  
	  
JS:	  	  Just	  wanted	  to	  add	  that	  under	  the	  Ministry	  of	  Environment	  reporting	  requirements,	  
tonight’s	  meeting	  is	  in	  fact,	  well	  beyond	  what	  the	  minimum	  requirements	  are	  with	  the	  
MOE,	  and	  as	  Juan	  said,	  we’re	  here	  because	  there	  was	  a	  request	  from	  the	  community	  to	  
come	   and	   speak	   to	   the	   residents	   of	   the	   community	   and	   answer	   the	   questions	   and	  
concerns.	  	  	  
	  
JA:	  	  Also	  from	  the	  municipality	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal,	  so	  we	  adapted	  that	  format	  for	  
both	  municipalities.	  
	  
	  2.	  	   What	  percentage	  of	  people	  have	  ill	  health	  effects	  from	  wind?	  
	  
LK:	  	  Good	  question	  and	  one	  I	  don’t	  have	  a	  very	  good	  answer	  for.	  	  I	  don’t	  think	  there	  are,	  
or	   that	   I’ve	   come	   across,	   any	   studies	   or	   statistics	   that	   have	   looked	   specifically	   at	   the	  
number	  of	  people	  that	  get	  ill	  from	  wind	  turbines.	  	  A	  number	  of	  studies	  have	  looked	  at	  
how	   people	   perceive	   wind	   turbines	   and	   annoyance	   pops	   up.	   	   So	   are	   people	   highly	  
annoyed	  or	  annoyed	  by	  wind	  turbines	  and	  studies	  from	  Sweden	  and	  Holland	  and	  studies	  
on	   noise	   itself	   from	   Canada,	   by	   Health	   Canada	   seem	   to	   suggest	   that	   about	   10	   %	   of	  
people	   in	  the	  vicinity	  of	  wind	  turbines	  tend	  to	   identify	  as	  being	  annoyed	  by	  a	  turbine.	  	  
That	  annoyance	  doesn’t	  necessarily	   translate	   into	   some	  sort	  of	  health	  effect.	   I’m	  sure	  
you’ve	  heard	  of	  people	  who	  say	  they	  have	  ringing	  in	  their	  ears	  or	  cardiovascular	  issues,	  
or	   vertigo,	   or	   headaches;	   that	   doesn’t	   directly	   relate	   to	   annoyance,	   so	   the	   question,	  
‘what	  percentage	  of	  people	  will	  get	  ill	  from	  turbines?’	  I	  don’t	  know	  if	  there’s	  really	  any	  
evidence	  about	  that	  right	  now.	  
	  
Q:	   Is	  the	  percent	  zero?	  
	  
LK:	  	  No.	  	  The	  percent	  is	  not	  zero.	  	  Annoyance	  is	  very	  a	  personal	  feeling.	  	  Certain	  things	  
annoy	  people	  that	  don’t	  annoy	  others.	  	  Studies	  have	  shown	  that	  in	  terms	  of	  noise	  itself,	  
a	  baseline	  level	  of	  noise	  annoyance,	  regardless	  of	  what	  the	  noise	  is	  (wind,	  trains,	  planes,	  
you	   name	   it),	   a	   baseline	   level	   of	   annoyance	   is	   about	   8-‐10	   %	   of	   the	   population.	   	   So	  
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regardless	  if	  the	  wind	  turbine	  is	  there	  or	  not,	  or	  an	  airport	  there	  or	  not,	  or	  some	  other	  
noise	   source	   there,	  about	  10	  %	  of	  people	  are	  annoyed	  noise	  anyway.	  So	   I	  don’t	   think	  
you’d	  ever	  reach	  a	  zero	  percent	  annoyance,	  in	  general.	  	  
	  
Q:	  	   But	  I’m	  talking	  about	  annoyance.	  	  I’m	  talking	  adverse	  health	  effects	  as	  a	  result	  of	  

the	  annoyance,	  is	  that	  percent	  zero.	  
	  
LK:	  	  No,	  its	  not.	  Studies	  have	  been	  done	  show	  that	  in	  certain	  people	  that	  annoyance	  is	  a	  
driver	   of	   some	   of	   the	   health	   effects.	   	   In	   some	   cases,	   some	   people	   do	   have,	   they	  
complain	  about	  not	  being	  able	  to	  sleep,	  they	  complain	  about	  vertigo	  or	  dizziness,	  things	  
like	   that,	   and	   that’s	   been	   reported,	   but	   is	   it	   zero?	   	   No,	   it	   won’t	   be	   zero.	   	   It	   doesn’t	  
necessarily	  mean	  it’s	  going	  to	  happen,	  but	  studies	  that	  I’ve	  seen	  don’t	  come	  up	  with	  a	  
zero	  for	  that	  result.	  	  
	  
JA:	  	  Could	  you	  maybe	  clarify	  for	  us	  Lorne,	  is	  that	  directly	  from	  the	  turbine,	  or	  indirect	  as	  
a	  result	  of	  the	  circumstances?	  	  	  
	  
JS:	  	  Or	  possibly	  are	  these	  numbers	  related	  to	  setbacks?	  	  If	  some	  of	  those	  reports	  were	  at	  
different	  setbacks	  than	  the	  Province	  now	  requires.	  
	  
LK:	  	  In	  the	  Province	  of	  Ontario,	  in	  order	  for	  a	  turbine	  farm	  to	  go	  up,	  there’s	  got	  to	  be	  a	  
minimum	  setback	  distance	  of	  550	  m	  from	  a	  receptor	  location,	  or	  a	  dwelling,	  a	  house	  or	  
something	   like	   that.	   It	   can’t	  be	   louder	   than	  40	  dBA.	   	  And	  40	  dBA	   is	   the	  World	  Health	  
Organization’s	   nighttime	   noise	   level,	   which	   is	   a	   health-‐based	   value,	   where	   people’s	  
sleep	  won’t	  necessarily	  be	  interrupted.	  	  That’s	  a	  2009	  WHO	  European	  Union	  Report,	  you	  
can	  easily	  get	  access	  to	  this	  from	  the	  Internet.	  	  And	  so	  at	  that	  40dB,	  that’s	  what	  limit	  the	  
Province	  is	  going	  with.	   	   In	  my	  opinion,	  with	  those	  setbacks	  and	  with	  that	  40	  dB	  [limit],	  
this	  project	  or	  any	  project	  that’s	  approved	  under	  the	  process,	  won’t	  be	  directly	  related	  
to	  adverse	  health	  effects.	  	  In	  terms	  of	  indirect	  health	  effects,	  is	  there	  something	  unique	  
about	   wind	   turbines	   that’s	   causing	   health	   effects?	   I	   think	   the	   answer	   is	   no.	   A	   lot	   of	  
studies	  have	  shown	  this,	  there’s	  nothing	  unique	  about	  a	  turbine.	  	  
	  
LK:	  	  Yes	  they	  produce	  noise,	  but	  at	  that	  40dB	  range,	  it’s	  not	  related	  directly	  to	  adverse	  
health	  effects.	  That’s	  what	  Arlene	  King,	   the	  Chief	  Medical	  Officer	  of	  Health	  wrote	  and	  
that’s	  what	  the	  Province	  is	  going	  with.	  	  Studies	  from	  Europe	  have	  shown	  that	  people	  are	  
annoyed	  by	  wind	  turbines.	  And	  If	  you	  look	  as	  things	  like	  attitude	  toward	  wind	  turbines	  
and	  visual	  cue	  about	  wind	  turbines	  (do	  you	  like	  the	  way	  they	  look,	  do	  you	  not	  like	  the	  
way	  they	  look?	  Do	  you	  think	  they’re’	  beautiful,	  do	  you	  think	  they’re	  ugly,	  do	  you	  think	  
they’re	  beneficial,	  do	  you	  not	  think	  they’re	  beneficial?),	  the	  subjective	  variable,	  such	  as	  
attitude,	  comes	  out	  as	  a	  much	  stronger	  predictor	  of	  annoyance	  than	  noise	  itself,	  which	  
is	   something	   direct	   from	   the	   wind	   turbine.	   So	   It’s	   this	   indirect	   effect,	   this	   idea	   of	   a	  
negative	  attitude,	  that’s	  statistically	  related	  to	  annoyance	  and	  adverse	  health	  effects.	  	  
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LK:	  	  I	  think	  that	  answers	  the	  questions	  about	  the	  difference	  between	  indirect	  and	  direct	  
effects.	  
	  
Q:	   Is	  the	  40	  dB	  at	  the	  turbine	  itself	  or	  at	  the	  homes?	  
	  
LK:	  	  It	  is	  at	  the	  homes.	  
	  
Q:	   So	  it’s	  much	  higher	  at	  the	  wind	  turbine.	  	  How	  high	  is	  the	  noise	  at	  the	  wind	  

turbine?	  
	  
JA:	   	   In	  the	  reporting	  that	  we’ve	  done,	  because	  we	  haven’t	  finalized	  the	  turbine	  model,	  
we’ve	  gotten	  all	  of	  the	  sound	  data	  from	  the	  manufacturers	  and	  we’ve	  taken	  the	  highest	  
number	  of	  everything	   that	   they’ve	   shown	  us,	   and	   so	  we’ve	  used	   that	  number	   for	  our	  
noise	  modeling	  and	  that’s	  106.4	  dBA	  at	   the	  source,	  and	  that’s	   in	   the	  reporting	  and	  so	  
how	  that	  then	  translates;	  that’s	  considered	  to	  be	  at	  a	  source	  point,	  and	  the	  further	  you	  
get	   from	   that	   point,	   there	   are	   various	   factors	   that	   bring	   that	   noise	   level	   down.	   	   As	   it	  
travels	  through	  the	  air,	  the	  air	  absorbs	  some	  of	  the	  energy,	  the	  energy	  becomes	  more	  
dispersed	  the	  further	  away	  you	  get,	  etc.	  and	  so	  that’s	  how	  the	  noise	  modeling	  is	  done.	  	  
The	   noise	   limit	   of	   40	   dBA	   is	   at	   any	   receptor,	   which	   is	   defined	   as	   a	   house	  where	   the	  
landowner	   is	   not	   participating	   in	   the	   project	   and	   also	   in	   addition,	   vacant	   lot	  where	   a	  
house	  could	  be	  built	  if	  the	  property	  is	  zoned	  to	  allow	  that.	  	  
	  
Q:	   Is	  that	  inside	  or	  outside?	  
	  
JA:	   	   That	   is	  measured	   at	   the	   centre	   point	   of	   the	   house,	   so	   that’s	  where	   the	   receptor	  
location	  is	  considered,	  but	  it	  corresponds	  to	  an	  outside	  reading.	  So	  presumably	  inside	  is	  
quieter	  than	  outside,	  but	  they’re	  using	  outside	  levels.	   	  And	  that’s	  at	  the	  second	  storey	  
height	  as	  well,	  so	  that	  makes	  a	  difference	  as	  well.	  	  Near	  the	  ground,	  the	  sound	  levels	  are	  
lower,	  and	  they	  go	  up	  as	  you	  get	  higher.	  	  
	  
3.	   Why	  hasn’t	  Prowind	  chosen	  a	  turbine	  model	  yet?	  
	  
JA:	  	  There	  are	  several	  reasons.	  	  Largely	  due	  to	  us	  wanting	  to	  find	  a	  turbine	  that	  is	  right	  
for	   this	   area’s	   wind	   regime	   and	   a	   manufacturer	   who	   can	   meet	   the	   Ontario	   content	  
regulations,	  which	  have	  gone	  up	   to	  50%	   for	   this	  project.	   	   So,	  previous	  projects,	   some	  
earlier	  projects	   in	  the	  FIT	  program	  that	  were	  given	  contracts,	  were	  required	  to	  meet	  a	  
25	  %	  domestic	  content	   level;	  we’re	  required	  to	  meet	  50%.	   	  And	  that	  requires	  that	  the	  
turbine	   supplier	   to	   the	   project	  will	   have	   a	   certain	   degree	   of	  manufacturing	   set	   up	   in	  
Ontario.	  	  We	  want	  to	  be	  able	  to	  choose	  from	  the	  companies.	  	  I	  mean,	  there	  are	  a	  lot	  of	  
companies	  that	  say	  they’re	  coming,	  and	  some	  of	  them	  are	  already	  building,	  and	  some	  of	  
them	  have	  very	  advanced	  plans	  to	  come,	  and	  we	  want	  to	  make	  sure	  we	  have	  the	  best	  
choice	  of	  all	  them.	  
	  
4.	  	   Who	  pays	  the	  taxes	  on	  the	  turbines?	  How	  are	  they	  calculated?	  
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JA:	   	   Prowind	   pays	   the	   taxes,	   and	   I	   have	   a	   little	   number	   here.	   	  Municipal	   taxes	   at	   the	  
industrial	   rate	   would	   be	   about	   $60,000+/yr	   for	   20	   years.	   The	   formula	   for	   that	   is	  
determined	  by	  MPAC.	   	  The	  formula	   is	  an	  assessed	  value	  of	  $40,000/MW	  +	  value	  of	  an	  
acre	  of	  land	  times	  the	  number	  of	  turbines,	  so	  an	  acre	  of	  land	  per	  turbine.	  	  The	  value	  of	  
the	   land	   that	  would	  be	  under	   the	   substation	  and	   the	  value	  of	   any	   structures	   that	  are	  
associated	  with	  the	  facility.	   	  And	  so	  those	  are	  all	  summed	  up	  and	  the	   industrial	  rate	   is	  
applied.	  	  So	  you’re	  in	  the	  $60,000	  range.	  
	  	  	  
JA:	   	  Now	  this	  project	  borders	  two	  municipalities;	  most	  of	  the	  turbines	  are	  proposed	  in	  
South	  Dundas,	   and	   there’s	  one	   turbine	  proposed	   in	  TEC,	   so	   there’d	  be	  a	  division,	  and	  
obviously	  different	  rates	  apply	  as	  the	  rates	  differ	  in	  each.	  	  That’s	  how	  they’re	  calculated	  
and	  they	  come	  out	  of	  the	  revenue	  of	  the	  wind	  farm.	  
	  	  
Q:	   So	  when	  you	  have	  a	  situation	  like	  that	  where	  you’re	  split	  between	  two	  

municipalities,	  which	  industrial	  rate	  are	  you	  going	  to	  use?	  
	  
JA:	   In	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal	  we	  use	   the	   rate	   there,	  and	   in	  South	  Dundas	  we	  use	   the	  
rate	   there.	   	   It’s	   divided	  by	   the	   infrastructure.	   	   The	   infrastructure	   that’s	   in	   one	  will	   be	  
taxed	  at	  that	  rate,	  the	  infrastructure	  that’s	  in	  the	  other	  will	  be	  taxed	  at	  the	  other	  rate.	  
	  
Q:	   What	  is	  assessable	  again?	  	  	  
	  
JA:	   	   It’s	   $40,000	   per	  MW	   plus	   an	   acre	   of	   land	   per	   turbine	   and	   then	   the	   value	   of	   all	  
structures,	   as	   things	  are	   typically	   assessed	  and	   the	   land	  underneath	   the	   substation	  as	  
well.	  
	  
JA:	   	   So	  elements	   like	   the	   transformers,	   the	  electrical	   equipment	  would	  not	  be	  part	  of	  
that.	  
	  
5.	  	   How	  is	  the	  setback	  formulated	  in	  Ontario?	  By	  who?	  And	  what	  scientific	  evidence	  

was	  used	  and	  where	  is	  the	  report?	  
	  
LK:	   	   I	  don’t	  have	  an	  answer	  to	  all	  of	   this.	   	  The	  setback	   in	  Ontario	   is	   the	  550	  m	  and	  40	  
dBA.	  The	  550	  m	  is	  tied	  to	  the	  40	  dB,	  not	  the	  other	  way	  around.	  And	  so	  in	  the	  Province,	  a	  
turbine	  be	  any	  closer	  than	  550m	  and	  that	  distance	  cant	  have	  a	  noise	  greater	  than	  40	  dB.	  
That	  40dB,	  as	  I	  said	  earlier,	   is	  the	  same	  as	  the	  noise	  level	  that	  the	  WHO	  in	  Europe	  has	  
set	  for	  a	  night	  time	  noise	  level,	  in	  their	  2009	  report.	  	  So	  if	  you	  download	  or	  access	  that	  
2009	   report,	   it’s	   got	   it	   all	   outlined.	   	  How	   they	   come	  up	  with	   that	   40	   value,	   based	  on	  
measurements,	  and	  all	  the	  information	  they	  have.	  	  If	  you	  want	  to	  know	  exactly	  how	  the	  
MOE	  went	  about	  doing	  that,	  you’d	  have	  to	  contact	  the	  MOE.	  
	  
6.	  	   What	  is	  the	  cost	  of	  a	  wind	  turbine	  and	  are	  the	  taxes	  based	  on	  the	  market	  value	  

of	  the	  wind	  turbine	  as	  our	  homes	  are,	  or	  is	  it	  a	  reduced	  rate?	  
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JA:	  	  The	  taxes	  are	  based	  on	  MPAC’s	  formula,	  which	  is	  the	  $40,000/MW.	  The	  costs	  of	  a	  
turbine	  can	  vary,	  depending	  on	  how	  large	  it	  is.	  	  Jeff,	  you	  might	  be	  able	  to	  speak	  more	  to	  
how	  much	   an	   individual	   turbine	   costs.	   A	   common	   turbine	   costs	   these	   days	   is	   in	   the	  
1500/kW,	   so	   $1.5	  million	   per	  MW.	   So	   a	   3	  MW	  machine	   is	   in	   the	   $4.5	  million	   range,	  
typically.	  	  But	  that’s	  a	  lot	  of	  electrical	  components	  and	  equipment	  inside	  of	  it	  and	  that’s	  
where	  a	  lot	  of	  the	  value	  comes	  from	  so	  we’re	  not	  being	  taxed	  on	  that,	  just	  like	  in	  your	  
home	  you’re	  not	  being	  taxed	  on	  the	  value	  of	  your	  TV.	  With	  a	  wind	  turbine	  you’re	  not	  
being	  taxed	  on	  the	  value	  of	  your	  generator.	  	  
	  
7.	   Where	  is	  the	  substation	  being	  located,	  and	  how	  much	  noise	  does	  it	  produce?	  
	  
JA:	  	  The	  substation	  is	  located	  about	  halfway	  between	  Brinston	  and	  Dixon’s	  Corners	  and	  
halfway	   in	   between	   the	   lots,	   starting	   Brinston	   Rd.	   	   The	   substation	   is	   422	  m	   from	   the	  
nearest	  residence.	  	  
	  
JA:	  	  As	  for	  sound	  –	  a	  substation	  is	  at	  a	  voltage	  below	  the	  threshold	  for	  what	  needs	  to	  be	  
included	  in	  the	  noise	  assessment,	  so	  that	  information	  is	  not	  reported	  on.	  	  It’s	  considered	  
a	   small	   enough	   size	   that	   it’s	   not	   considered	   a	   significant	   noise	   source.	   Typically,	   at	  
source	   of	   a	   transformer	   at	   a	   substation	   of	   this	   size	   is	   70-‐80	   dB	   range,	   and	   that’s	   at	  
ground	  level,	  so	  it’s	  not	  going	  to	  propagate	  as	  much	  as	  if	  it	  were	  up	  in	  the	  air.	  	  
	  
8.	  	   Why	  aren’t	  the	  turbines	  being	  placed	  where	  there’s	  more	  available	  land?	  
	  
JA:	  	  Some	  initial	  layouts	  had	  turbines	  in	  areas	  which	  are	  part	  of	  the	  100	  year	  floodplain,	  
and	  so	  after	  we	  consulted	  with	  South	  Nation	  Conservation,	  as	  many	  of	  you	  are	  aware	  in	  
the	  portion	  of	  the	  project	  that’s	  in	  South	  Dundas,	  there’s	  a	  very	  large	  floodplain	  there;	  
the	  100	  year	  high	  water	  mark.	  That	  really	  forced	  us	  to	  move	  our	  layout	  around	  because	  
the	  policy	   is	   that	   you’re	   not	   allowed	   to	  build	   turbines	   in	   the	   floodplain.	   	   You	   can	  put	  
roads	  and	  cables,	  but	  not	  turbines.	   	  So	  when	  you	   look	  at	  a	  map	  there	  may	  be	  a	   lot	  of	  
land	   that	   you	   think	   is	   available	  and	   some	  of	  us	   in	   the	  very	  early	   stages	   thought	   so	  as	  
well,	  but	  once	  we	  started	  doing	  our	  consultation,	  we	  very	  quickly	   realized	   that	  not	  all	  
that	  land	  is	  actually	  available	  for	  turbines.	  	  
	  
9.	  	   Has	  Prowind	  conducted	  or	  does	  Prowind	  intend	  to	  conduct	  any	  site-‐specific	  

heath	  studies,	  and	  if	  not,	  why?	  
	  
JA:	   	   Health	   studies	   are	   outside	   the	   scope	   of	   Prowind’s	   expertise;	   they’re	   also	   not	   a	  
requirement	   of	   the	   REA	   process.	   That	   is	   something	   that	   we	   rely	   on	   the	   medical	  
community	  and	  the	  Province	  to	  handle.	   	  We	  respond	  to	  the	  policies	  they	  set	  based	  on	  
the	  information	  that’s	  available.	  	  
	  
10.	   What	  is	  the	  website	  address	  where	  the	  Dr’s	  health	  report	  is	  located?	  
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LK:	  	  I	  don’t	  know	  the	  exact	  address,	  but	  if	  you	  type	  in	  my	  last	  name	  (Knopper)	  and	  wind	  
you	  can	  search	  for	  my	  name	  and	  it’s	  one	  of	  the	  first	  things	  that	  pops	  up.	  	  The	  journal	  is	  
called	  ‘Environmental	  Health’,	  or	  you	  can	  search	  the	  journal	  Environmental	  Health.	  	  We	  
have	   reference	   sheets	  with	   the	   link	   listed	  on	   there	   that	   you	  can	   take	  home	  with	  you,	  
and	  copies	  of	  the	  report	  on-‐hand	  for	  reference.	  	  
	  
11.	   Will	  dead	  birds	  and	  bats	  be	  picked	  up	  on	  a	  daily	  basis	  as	  happens	  on	  Wolfe	  

Island?	  
	  
RR:	   	  We	   have	   prepared	   a	   post-‐construction	  monitoring	   plan	   in	   consultation	   with	   the	  
MNR.	  They	  have	  protocols	  in	  place	  that	  decide	  when	  we	  pick	  up	  bird	  and	  bat	  carcasses.	  
It’s	  not	  every	  day,	  I	  think	  it’s	  eight	  months	  of	  the	  year	  almost,	  from	  April	  to	  October,	  and	  
it’s	  every	  third	  day,	  or	  something	  similar.	  	  	  
	  
JA:	   	  Maybe	  you	  should	  explain	  about	  the	  protocol,	  and	  what	  they’re	   looking	  for;	  what	  
the	  limits	  are	  in	  the	  protocol	  at	  the	  same	  time.	  
	  
RR:	  The	  process	  is	  that	  we	  are	  out	  there	  looking	  for	  any	  sort	  of,	  if	  there	  are	  bird	  and	  bat	  
mortalities,	  we	  would	  be	  out	  there	  looking	  for	  those.	  	   It	  doesn’t	  necessarily	  mean	  that	  
there	  will	  be	  any	  there.	  	  	  
	  
JA:	  	  But	  they	  are	  expected.	  	  	  
	  
Q:	   But	  that’s	  only	  around	  the	  base	  of	  the	  turbine	  that	  you’d	  be	  looking	  for	  

carcasses?	  	  	  
	  
RR:	  	  Yes,	  within	  a	  50m	  radius	  around	  the	  base	  of	  the	  turbine.	  	  
	  
Q:	  	   So	  with	  the	  coyote	  population	  in	  the	  area,	  every	  3	  days,	  that’s	  going	  to	  be	  

problematic	  
	  
RR:	   	  We	   take	   that	   into	   account	   as	  well.	  We	  do	   scavenger	   surveys	   as	  well.	   	   These	   are	  
carried	  out	  every	  month,	  or	  2	  months.	  	  In	  these	  trials	  we	  place	  carcasses	  out	  that	  have	  
been	   gathered	   from	   somewhere	   else	   and	  we	   tag	   them.	   Then	   come	   back	   to	   see	   how	  
many	  have	  been	  removed	  by	  scavengers	  and	  incorporate	  that	  into	  the	  calculation.	  	  
	  
JA:	   	   And	   then	   if	   there	   is	   a	   certain	   limit,	   a	   certain	   number	   of	   birds	   found	   or	   a	   certain	  
number	  of	  bats	  found,	  what	  happens?	  
	  
RR:	  	  There’s	  a	  threshold.	  	  So	  if	  we	  hit	  a	  particular	  number,	  which	  is	  outlined	  by	  the	  MNR,	  
we’re	   required	   to	  mitigate	   by	   turning	   off	   the	   turbine	   at	   a	   particular	   times	   of	   day	   or	  
particular	  times	  of	  the	  year,	  when	  there	  are	  a	  lot	  of	  birds	  or	  bats	  in	  the	  zone,	  but	  that’s	  
only	  if	  we	  hit	  a	  certain	  number	  which	  I	  think	  it’s	  10/turbine/year.	  
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Q:	   So,	  let’s	  say	  the	  coyotes	  don’t	  come	  and	  take	  the	  carcasses,	  so,	  when	  you	  take	  
those	  carcasses,	  do	  you	  send	  them	  somewhere	  to	  determine	  the	  cause	  of	  death,	  
whether	  it	  was	  actual	  hitting	  of	  the	  turbine	  blade,	  or	  if	  it	  was	  the	  hemorrhaging	  
of	  the	  lungs	  of	  the	  bat?	  

	  
RR:	  	  The	  bats	  we	  do	  send	  away,	  but	  not	  the	  birds.	  	  The	  birds	  we	  count;	  we	  assume	  it	  was	  
a	  collision.	  	  Once	  we	  get	  that	  number,	  we	  report	  that.	  	  We	  have	  to	  report	  all	  numbers	  to	  
the	  MNR	  regardless,	  but	  if	  we	  hit	  a	  particular	  threshold,	  then	  we	  have	  to	  come	  up	  with	  a	  
mitigation	  plan	  and	  make	  sure	  that	  number	  stays	  below	  that	  level.	  	  
	  
JA:	  	  It	  might	  be	  appropriate	  to	  comment	  on	  the	  pre-‐construction	  monitoring	  that’s	  been	  
done.	  	  It	  goes	  into	  trying	  to	  determine	  if	  it’s	  going	  to	  be	  a	  problem;	  if	  birds	  or	  bats	  are	  
expected	  to	  be	  a	  problem.	  
	  
RR:	  	  We’ve	  done	  extensive	  pre-‐construction	  surveys.	  We’ve	  been	  talking	  to	  the	  MNR	  for	  
3	  or	  4	  years	  coming	  up	  with	  protocols	  and	  monitoring	  plans	  to	  monitor	  the	  abundance	  
and	  diversity	  of	  birds	  and	  bats	  in	  the	  area,	  in	  advance.	  	  The	  best	  way	  to	  reduce	  bird	  and	  
bat	  kill	   is	   to	   locate	  your	  wind	  farm	  in	  an	  area	  where	  there	   isn’t	  a	  high	  abundance	  and	  
diversity	  of	  species.	  	  This	  area	  is	  typical	  for	  agricultural	  areas,	  there’s	  a	  low	  diversity	  of	  
bird	  species	   in	  this	  area	  and	  this	   is	  a	  good	  place	  to	  build	  a	  wind	  farm	  to	  have	  minimal	  
impacts	  on	  birds	  and	  bats.	  
	  
Q:	   So	  you’re	  saying	  there	  aren’t	  a	  lot	  of	  Canada	  Geese	  in	  the	  area?	  
	  
RR:	  	  There	  are	  a	  large	  number	  of	  them,	  but	  they	  aren’t	  a	  very	  sensitive	  species	  and	  not	  a	  
high	  priority	  for	  the	  MNR.	  	  
	  
Q:	  	   	  My	  concern	  is	  that	  Canada	  geese	  are	  a	  nice	  tasty	  bird	  for	  coyotes	  and	  we	  

already	  have	  a	  lot	  of	  coyotes	  in	  the	  area.	  	  So	  we	  don’t	  want	  the	  carcasses	  
attracting	  more	  of	  them.	  	  Because	  we	  have	  sheep	  farms	  in	  the	  area	  that	  have	  
legitimate	  concerns.	  	  

	  
RR:	  	  There	  has	  been	  lots	  of	  post-‐construction	  monitoring	  done	  at	  other	  wind	  farms	  that	  
have	   been	   build	   and	   results	   so	   average	   about	   1.7	   birds/turbine/year,	   so	   with	   14	  
turbines,	  it	  shouldn’t	  present	  a	  high	  number.	  	  	  

	  
Q:	   I	  just	  want	  to	  make	  sure	  I	  got	  that	  clear.	  	  1.7	  birds	  per	  turbine	  per	  year,	  as	  a	  

result	  of	  collisions?	  
	  

RR:	  	  Yes.	  	  That’s	  based	  on	  work	  done	  elsewhere	  in	  Ontario,	  on	  a	  similar	  type	  of	  site.	  	  	  It	  
results	  from	  operational	  wind	  farms	  and	  the	  carcasses	  they	  collect.	  	  That’s	  the	  average,	  
yes.	  	  We	  have	  supporting	  reports	  on	  the	  table.	  	  That	  is	  based	  on	  more	  than	  one	  year	  of	  
operations	   data.	   	   It’s	   fairly	   minimal	   compared	   to	   collisions	   with	   cars	   and	   house	   cats	  
killing	  birds.	  	  
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12.	   What	  is	  involved	  in	  the	  tearing	  down	  of	  the	  wind	  farm?	  
	  
JA:	  	  It’s	  much	  like	  the	  reverse	  of	  construction,	  decommissioning	  the	  turbine,	  taking	  the	  
blades	   off	   with	   a	   crane,	   take	   off	   the	   nacelle,	   take	   down	   the	   tower,	   jackhammer	   and	  
removal	  of	  the	  concrete	  down	  to	  the	  foundation,	  down	  to	  a	  certain	  level.	  Cables	  can	  be	  
removed	  or	   left	   in	   the	  ground,	  but	   are	   typically	   removed	  because	  of	   the	   value	  of	   the	  
materials,	  which	  can	  help	  to	  pay	  for	  decommissioning.	  For	  the	  roads,	  the	  gravel	  will	  be	  
stripped	  away	  and	  sold	  and	  topsoil	  will	  be	  spread	  back	  over	  the	  area.	  	  
	  
Q:	   How	  much	  of	  the	  foundation	  is	  left?	  	  
	  
JA:	  	  Typically	  a	  meter	  or	  3	  to	  4	  feet	  is	  taken	  off	  from	  the	  surface,	  so	  below	  plough	  depth,	  
depending	  if	  there	  is	  tile	  drainage	  in	  the	  area,	  that	  can	  be	  rerouted	  if	  need	  be.	  	  
	  
Q:	  	   What	  would	  trigger	  decommissioning?	  
	  
JA:	   	  The	  current	  contract	  for	  the	  project	   is	  that	  the	  Province	  will	  buy	  the	  power	  for	  20	  
years.	  At	  the	  end	  of	  that	  time,	  at	  the	  moment,	  there	  is	  no	  certainty	  as	  to,	  will	  there	  be	  a	  
market	   for	   the	   power,	   will	   be	   able	   to	   continue	   to	   sell	   the	   power,	   does	   it	   mean	   the	  
project	  is	  over?	  So	  that	  will	  have	  to	  be	  determined	  closer	  to	  the	  end,	  and	  that	  is	  a	  policy	  
decision	   and	  will	   need	   to	   be	   determined	   at	   that	   time.	   	   So	   if	   there	   is	   no	  more	   power	  
purchase	  agreement,	  then	  the	  project	  can	  be	  taken	  down.	  	  If	  there	  is	  a	  new	  opportunity	  
to	   sell	   power,	   we	   can	   continue,	   or	   be	   redeveloped	   if	   that’s	   a	   possibility	   under	   the	  
policies	  of	  the	  time.	  	  	  
	  
Q:	   But	  does	  the	  contract	  require	  demolition	  upon	  decommissioning?	  
	  
JA:	   	   Part	   of	   the	   renewable	   energy	   approval	   process	   is	   that	   you	   present	   your	   plan	   for	  
decommissioning,	  and	   that’s	  part	  of	   the	  approval	  process	   is	   that	  you’re	  committed	   to	  
decommissioning.	  	  And	  the	  owner	  of	  the	  wind	  farm	  is	  liable	  for	  the	  decommissioning	  of	  
the	  wind	  farm.	  That’s	  not	  something	  that	  lies	  with	  the	  municipalities	  or	  the	  landowners;	  
it	  is	  the	  responsibility	  of	  the	  owner	  of	  the	  wind	  farm.	  
	  
Q:	   By	  contract?	  
	  
JA:	  	  Yes.	  
	  
JS:	   	   There	  are	   two	  additional	  mechanisms	  by	  which	   the	  decommissioning	  of	   the	  wind	  
farm	   is	   insured.	   	   First,	   there	   is	   a	   commitment	   by	   Prowind	   to	   create	   an	   account	   in	  
escrow,	   every	   year	   there	   will	   be	   money	   contributed	   to	   that	   so	   that	   if	   in	   20	   years,	  
turbines	  are	  not	  repowered,	  and	  no	  new	  agreements	  to	  sell	  power	  are	  entered	  into	  with	  
the	  Province,	  there	  will	  be	  that	  money	  set	  aside,	  to	  the	  tune	  of	  $600,000	  20	  years	  out.	  	  
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JS:	   	  Having	  said	   that,	  at	   today’s	  value	   for	  scrap	  metal,	   the	  cost	  of	   taking	  down	  a	  wind	  
turbine	  is	  less	  than	  the	  value	  of	  the	  scrap	  metal	  itself	  (and	  the	  aggregate	  as	  well),	  just	  as	  
a	  whole	  package	  of	  decommissioning	  a	  wind	  farm,	  it’s	  profitable	  to	  take	  it	  down	  in	  that	  
sense.	  	  
	  
Q:	   Well,	  we’ve	  heard	  these	  arguments	  before.	  
	  
JS:	   	   It’s	  very	  quantifiable.	  There	  are	  x	  tones	  of	  steel,	  y	  tones	  of	  copper	  throughout	  the	  
project	  and	  that	  is	  all	  based	  on	  commodity	  price.	  	  It’s	  very	  quantifiable	  and	  easy	  to	  get	  
to,	  in	  terms	  of	  the	  number.	  
	  
13.	   Prowind	  does	  not	  have	  any	  individuals	  living	  in	  the	  community.	  The	  installation	  

will	  never	  affect	  your	  lives	  and	  therefore	  the	  act	  gives	  too	  much	  power	  to	  the	  
people	  who	  are	  not	  part	  of	  the	  community	  that	  they	  are	  destroying	  and	  are	  
unaffected	  by	  the	  damage	  being	  caused	  on	  the	  residents	  in	  the	  turbine	  areas.	  
What	  are	  your	  thoughts	  on	  this?	  

	  
JA:	  	  Inherit	  in	  that,	  we	  refute	  the	  idea	  that	  we	  are	  destroying	  the	  community.	  No	  one	  at	  
Prowind	   honestly	   believes	   that	   we	   are	   destroying	   the	   community.	   The	   number	   of	  
people	  who	  feel	  that	  way	  in	  the	  community	  are	  a	  minority	  as	  well,	  from	  our	  perspective.	  	  	  
	  
JS:	  	  I	  don’t	  believe	  that	  we’re	  destroying	  the	  community.	  	  Further	  to	  that,	  Prowind	  has	  
also	  committed	  to	  providing	  a	  community	  benefit	  fund	  to	  the	  tune	  of	  $25,000	  annually.	  	  
The	  money	  will	  be	  spent	  as	  will	  be	  allocated	  by	  members	  of	  a	  board	  that	  will	  be	  set	  up	  
from	  community.	  

	  
Q:	   Will	  this	  also	  be	  split?	  (Because	  there	  are	  two	  municipalities.)	  	  

	  
JA:	   	   The	  money	  may	  not	   fall	   under	   a	  municipal	   controlled	   entity,	   necessarily.	   	   A	   local	  
committee	  can	  control	  it,	  as	  long	  as	  the	  money	  is	  spent	  within	  the	  project	  area,	  I	  think	  
that	  would	  be	  acceptable.	  The	  rules	  around	  how	  the	  money	  will	  be	  spent	  are	  not	   laid	  
out	  in	  a	  concrete	  way,	  yet.	  The	  idea	  is	  that	  it	  goes	  to	  something	  for	  the	  greater	  benefit,	  
a	   public	   benefit	   for	   those	   within	   the	   project	   area.	   	   Like	   renovations	   to	   a	   community	  
centre,	  funds	  for	  a	  park;	  that’s	  for	  the	  committee	  to	  decide	  and	  I	  think	  as	  long	  as	  there	  is	  
a	  greater	  benefit,	  then	  that’s	  an	  acceptable	  use	  of	  the	  funds.	  

	  
Q:	   It’s	  two	  areas	  though.	  

	  
JA:	   	   It	   is	   two	   areas,	   and	   so	   there’s	   going	   to	   have	   to	   be	   a	   balance	   struck.	   	   It	   could	   be	  
divided	  every	  year,	   it	  could	  all	  go	  in	  one	  area,	  and	  that’s	  something	  to	  be	  honest,	  that	  
we’re	   not	   here	   to	   impose	   on	   the	   area.	   	   It’s	   something	   the	   committee	  would	   need	   to	  
determine.	  	  Prowind	  would	  have	  to	  have	  a	  final	  word,	  a	  yes	  or	  no	  could	  the	  money	  go	  
toward	   the	   place	   proposed	   to	   ensure	   that	   it	   is	   not	   going	   into	   somebody’s	   personal	  
pocket	  and	  not	  being	  misused,	  but	  the	  decisions	  would	  be	  at	  arms	  length	  from	  Prowind.	  
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	  14.	   When	  can	  we	  see	  that	  the	  questions	  we’re	  asking	  tonight	  have	  gone	  into	  the	  

report	  to	  the	  MOE?	  	  Have	  all	  of	  our	  questions	  been	  recorded?	  
	  
JA:	  	  This	  goes	  back	  to	  one	  of	  the	  reasons	  is	  why	  it’s	  easier	  to	  have	  questions	  submitted	  
in	  writing,	  it’s	  much	  easier	  to	  keep	  track	  of	  all	  the	  questions.	  	  	  
	  
JA:	  	  After	  the	  final	  public	  meetings	  are	  held	  each	  municipality,	  and	  this	  is	  the	  final	  public	  
meeting	  here,	  then	  we’re	  required	  to	  assemble	  a	  consultation	  report.	  The	  consultation	  
report	  deals	  with	  what	  responses	  have	  we	  got,	  what	  questions	  have	  we	  received	  from	  
the	  community,	   from	  the	  Municipalities,	   from	  the	  FN	  groups,	   from	  provincial	  agencies	  
as	  well	  and	  how	  Prowind	  responded.	  	  
	  
JA:	  	  So	  that	  is	  made	  available	  and	  posted	  on	  the	  Environmental	  Registry.	  	  That’s	  publicly	  
available.	   	   If	   you	   feel	   there’s	   something	   in	   there	   that	   isn’t	  properly	   representing	  what	  
you	  feel	  should	  be	  in	  there,	  that	  [comment]	  goes	  to	  the	  MOE	  to	  decide	  whether	  we’ve	  
done	  a	  proper	  job.	  	  

	  
Randi:	   	   Additionally,	   I’ll	   just	   note	   that	   the	   meeting	   is	   being	   recorded.	   We	   aren’t	  
recording	   the	   audience,	   but	   we	   are	   recording	   the	   questions	   so	   that	   they	   can	   be	  
accurately	  incorporated	  into	  the	  consultation	  report.	  	  

	  
15.	  	   What	  happened	  at	  the	  first	  two	  meetings	  where	  questions	  were	  asked	  of	  

individuals	  representing	  your	  company?	  It	  was	  very	  informal	  session	  with	  no	  
formal	  question	  and	  answer.	  Will	  you	  send	  us	  copies	  of	  the	  questions	  that	  were	  
answered?	  	  

	  
JA:	   	   Yes,	   after	   each	   of	   those	  meetings,	  we	   assemble	   a	   list	   of	   questions	   that	  we	  were	  
asked	  and	  the	  list	  is	  usually	  quite	  long.	  	  Those	  become	  part	  of	  the	  process	  as	  well.	  	  WE	  
also	   include	  any	  materials	   that	  were	  at	   the	  meeting:	   	  posters,	  poster	  boards,	  etc.	   that	  
were	  made	  available.	  	  That	  information	  is	  included	  there	  also.	  

	  
Q:	  	   Does	  anyone	  in	  your	  organizations	  live	  near	  one	  of	  these	  wind	  farms?	  

	  
JA:	  I	  was	  born	  in	  Germany	  and	  I	  lived	  in	  Canada	  virtually	  my	  entire	  life,	  but	  I	  have	  a	  lot	  of	  
family	   in	   Germany.	   	   I	   have	   family	   quite	   close	   to	   wind	   farms.	   	   I’ve	   gone	   there	   a	   lot.	  
They’ve	  never	  had	  any	  problems	  living	  in	  that	  environment.	  	  	  
	  
JA:	  	  I	  live	  rural.	  There	  are	  two	  wind	  farms	  proposed	  in	  the	  area	  where	  I	  live,	  one	  of	  them	  
is	  potentially	  quite	  close,	  adjacent	  landowner	  to	  me.	  	  He	  owns	  a	  large	  acreage.	   	  That’s	  
high	  ground.	   	   It’s	  quite	  possible	  that	  there’d	  be	  a	  turbine	  there;	  they’re	  not	  at	  a	  stage	  
where	  they’re	  divulging	  turbine	  coordinates.	  	  I	  have	  a	  family	  and	  three	  children.	  	  I’m	  on	  
the	  mailing	  list	  and	  I’ll	  be	  at	  the	  public	  meetings.	  	  Yes,	  from	  my	  personal	  perspective	  I	  do	  
have	  experience	  on	  the	  other	  side	  of	  wind	  development.	  	  
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Q:	  	   But	  you	  don’t	  live	  by	  one	  day	  by	  day	  like	  any	  of	  us	  will.	  	  

	  
JA:	  	  No,	  and	  that’s	  were	  the	  setbacks	  come	  in.	  	  When	  you	  mean	  “by”,	  at	  this	  project,	  the	  
closest	   turbine	   to	  a	   residence	   is	  614	  m.	   	   If	  you	  took	  each	  turbine	  and	  determined	  the	  
closest	  non-‐participating	  residence	  to	  each	  turbine,	  the	  average	  number	  is	  729	  [m].	  	  So	  
the	  turbines	  are	  set	  back	  a	  fair	  distance,	  well	  above	  the	  minimum	  required	  and	  within	  
the	  sound	  compliance.	  	  
	  
RR:	   	   Additionally	   the	   owner	   of	   the	   company,	   Johannes	   Busmann,	   in	   Germany	   has	   a	  
turbine	   in	   his	   backyard	   and	   that’s	   how	   the	   company	   got	   started.	   	   He	   put	   one	   in	   his	  
backyard	  and	  got	  started	  from	  there.	  	  	  
	  
JA:	  	  Right	  beside	  his	  dairy	  barn,	  the	  turbine	  is	  a	  few	  meters	  more	  than	  total	  tower	  height	  
from	  his	  house.	  	  If	  it	  fell	  over,	  which	  is	  purely	  theoretical,	  it	  lands	  on	  his	  doorstep,	  pretty	  
much.	  It’s	  a	  large	  turbine,	  an	  Enercon	  E70,	  and	  that’s	  how	  Prowind	  got	  started.	  

	  
16.	  	   When	  there	  is	  an	  emergency	  situation	  at	  a	  turbine;	  like	  a	  hydraulic	  oil	  leak,	  will	  

the	  non-‐participants	  be	  notified?	  
	  

JA:	  	  There’s	  a	  requirement	  to	  notify	  the	  public	  of	  any	  risk	  to	  the	  public	  due	  to	  something	  
in	  emergency	  that	  would	  happen	  onsite	  at	  the	  project.	  	  That’s	  included	  in	  the	  Design	  &	  
Operations	  report,	  which	  is	  part	  of	  the	  REA	  package.	  	  You	  can	  read	  about	  that	  there.	  	  If	  
it’s	  something	  that	  affects	  the	  wider	  area,	  there	  absolutely	  will	  be	  notification	  through	  
various	  media	  channels,	  and	  you	  can	  see	  that	  is	  outlined	  in	  the	  report	  how	  that	  will	  be	  
done.	  	  
	  
17.	  	   What	  road	  systems	  will	  be	  used	  to	  bring	  in	  all	  of	  the	  materials	  used	  for	  

construction?	  
	  

JA:	   	  The	  routes	   taken	  to	  get	   to	   the	  site	  are	  not	  part	  of	   the	  scope	  of	   the	  REA	  package.	  	  
That	  being	  said,	   this	  area	  has	  been	  used	  to	  transport	  components	   in	  the	  past,	   they’ve	  
been	   on	   county	   roads,	   typically.	   	   There	   are	   special	   permits	   required	   as	   to	  where	   and	  
when	  we	  can	  transport	  things.	   	  They	  go	  through	  the	  municipalities.	  So	   if	   it	   is	  a	  County	  
road,	  it	  will	  go	  through	  the	  County,	  if	  it’s	  a	  township	  road,	  it	  goes	  through	  the	  Township.	  
	  
JA:	   	   Generally,	   they’ll	   stay	   on	   the	  most	   robust	   roads	   possible,	   right	   to	   the	   very	   end.	  
There	  are	  also	  negotiations	  going	  on	  now	  between	  us	  and	  the	  Municipalities	  as	  to	  how	  
the	  Municipalities	  will	  have	  certainty	  that	  road	  conditions	  will	  be	  maintained;	  if	  there’s	  
damage	  they’ll	  be	  compensated	  and	  the	  mechanisms	  for	  that.	  	  

	  
Q:	  	   	  The	  county	  road	  system	  that	  would	  take	  you	  into	  Brinston	  is	  high	  residential	  

throughout,	  so	  is	  that	  going	  to	  be	  taken	  into	  consideration?	  	  Would	  you	  use	  that	  
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as	  a	  main	  transport	  route	  or	  would	  you	  try	  to	  get	  a	  secondary	  road	  that	  wasn’t	  
high	  residential	  to	  transport	  material?	  

	  
JS:	   	   Typically	   when	   construction	   begins,	   the	   routes	   that	   equipment	   travels	   on	   are	   all	  
agreed	  on	  in	  consultation	  with	  the	  Municipality,	  well	  ahead	  of	  time.	  Sometimes	  the	  first	  
proposal	  doesn’t	  necessarily	  work	  for	  example	  there	  may	  be	  an	   issue	  with	  the	  turning	  
radius,	  because	  the	  blades	  are	  quite	  long.	  	  But	  generally	  what	  happens	  is	  you	  work	  with	  
the	   Municipality	   to	   try	   to	   find	   the	   path	   of	   least	   resistance	   as	   it	   were	   in	   getting	  
equipment	   to	   the	   site.	   Often	   times	   you	   are	   driving	   very	   slowly	   down	   some	   of	   these	  
roads	  and	  you	  have	  police	  escorts,	  front	  and	  back,	  typically,	  because	  you	  may	  need	  to	  
close	  certain	  intersections	  just	  simply	  so	  that	  the	  vehicles	  can	  make	  a	  90	  degree	  turn.	  	  

	  
Q:	   So	  have	  you	  started	  any	  kind	  of	  discussions	  with	  the	  Township	  because	  is	  that	  

not	  something	  that	  has	  to	  be	  submitted	  you’re	  your	  proposal	  to	  the	  Ministry?	  
	  

JA:	   	  No,	   it’s	   after	  he	   fact.	  Often	   times	   there’s	   a	   specialty	   contractor	  who	  moves	   large	  
equipment	  and	  so	  when	  that	  person,	  or	  that	  company	  comes	  in	  and	  takes	  the	  contract	  
to	  move	  the	  equipment,	  that’s	  when	  the	  discussions	  begin.	  Those	  discussions,	   initially,	  
are	  based	  on	  a	  survey	  of	  where	  the	  equipment	  needs	  to	  get	  to	  from	  its	  origin.	  	  
	  
JA:	  	  What	  we’re	  hearing	  is	  that	  you’d	  like	  us	  to	  use	  alternate	  routes	  where	  there	  are	  less	  
populated	  routes	   if	   that	   is	  possible.	  Which	   is	  an	  understandable	  request.	   	  Public	  roads	  
are	   public	   roads,	   at	   the	   same	   time,	   but	   that	   will	   be	   written	   down	   and	   recorded	   as	  
feedback.	  

	  	  
Q:	  	   Are	  we	  going	  to	  be	  notified	  if	  you	  are	  closing	  roads,	  will	  we	  be	  notified	  

beforehand?	  
	  

JS:	  The	  closure	  of	  a	  road	  or	  an	  intersection,	  it	  may	  only	  be	  for	  minutes	  at	  a	  time	  while	  
the	  trailer	  turns	  a	  corner.	  	  This	  would	  absolutely	  not	  be	  an	  all-‐day	  event.	  	  Literally	  just	  as	  
the	  truck	  is	  driving	  around	  a	  corner,	  you	  may	  have	  to	  just	  stop	  traffic.	  
	  
JA:	  	  The	  existing	  construction	  schedule	  within	  each	  Municipality	  can	  also	  have	  an	  impact	  
on	  available	   routes.	   	   For	   instance	   if	   there’s	   a	   road	   that	   is	  being	   repaved,	  we	  wont	  be	  
bringing	  an	  oversized	  load	  through.	  
	  
JS:	  	  And	  further	  to	  that,	  the	  knowledge	  of	  the	  local	  municipality	  has	  to	  be	  incorporated	  
into	  what	  roads	  are	  most	  suitable	  for	  the	  transportation	  of	  the	  heavy	  equipment.	  
	  
Q:	  	   Juan	  you	  said	  that	  if	  a	  wind	  farm	  was	  coming	  to	  your	  community	  you	  would	  go	  

to	  the	  meetings,	  what	  would	  you	  ask?	  
	  
JA:	  	  I’d	  mostly	  watch	  to	  see	  that	  the	  process	  is	  being	  followed.	  I’d	  be	  interested	  to	  see	  
where	  the	  turbines	  are	  [positioned],	  where	  the	  access	  roads	  and	  cables	  are	  going,	  the	  
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general	  nature	  of	  the	  developer.	  I’d	  probably	  be	  trying	  to	  convince	  the	  local	  opposition	  
group	   to	  work	  with	   the	  developer	   to	  get	   some	  sort	  of	   community	   fund	  or	   concession	  
from	  them.	  	  	  
	  
JA:	   	   If	   there	   is	   a	  wind	   farm	   being	   built	   in	  my	   community	   and	   there	   is	   no	   community	  
benefit	  fund,	  I	  would	  certainly	  be	  lobbying	  for	  that.	  
	  
17.	  	  	   One	  thing	  I	  think	  would	  help	  you	  guys	  a	  lot;	  one	  thing	  that	  happens	  is	  that	  there	  

are	  a	  lot	  of	  non-‐participants	  have	  nothing	  but	  annoyance.	  	  I	  don’t	  live	  within	  a	  
kilometer,	  but	  if	  people	  that	  lived	  within	  a	  kilometer	  [of	  a	  turbine]	  have	  some	  
type	  of	  compensation,	  just	  a	  predetermined	  amount,	  say	  $50	  per	  year	  or	  $100	  
per	  year,	  for	  being	  a	  certain	  distance,	  you	  could	  put	  up	  with	  a	  road	  being	  closed,	  
or	  whatever	  things	  that	  might	  be	  happening,	  but	  right	  now	  it’s	  really,	  it	  is	  zero	  
benefit	  if	  you’re	  not	  the	  landowner.	  

	  
JA:	  	  I	  see	  where	  that	  comes	  from.	  	  On	  the	  benefit	  side,	  there	  is	  renewable	  energy	  with	  
very	  low	  impact	  other	  forms	  of	  energy	  have	  a	  lot	  of	  issues	  we	  need	  to	  deal	  with.	  	  Long	  
term	   nuclear	   waste	   storage,	   air	   pollution	   with	   coal,	   flooding	   of	   reservoirs	   for	   hydro.	  	  
There	   are	   issues	   like	   that.	   	   Getting	   clean	   energy	   at	   a	   long-‐term	   cost	   stable	   rate	   is	   a	  
benefit	   of	  wind	  power.	   	   The	  model	   that	   you	   talk	   about,	   there	  have	  been	  people	  who	  
have	   talked	   about	   that.	   	   The	   challenge	   is	   getting	   it	   divided	   to	   a	   portion	   where	   the	  
landowners	   who	   have	   by	   far	   the	   greatest	   impact	   are	   still	   amply	   compensated	   while	  
sharing	  with	  the	  rest.	  	  	  
	  
JS:	   	  Your	  suggestion	  is	  good.	   	   It’s	   just	  that	   it’s	  very	  difficult	  to	  actually	  define	  who	  gets	  
what	  and	  why.	   	   It	   doesn’t	  necessarily	   solve	  any	  problems	  between	  people	  because	   in	  
some	  instance	  someone	  can	  be	  ten	  feet	  away	  from	  his	  neighbour	  and	  get	  nothing	  and	  
the	  same	  problem	  is	  created.	  So	  that	  I	  think	  is	  the	  intent	  of	  the	  community	  benefit	  fund.	  	  
The	  community	  committee	  is	  made	  up	  of	  community	  members	  who	  live	  in	  the	  area	  and	  
understand	  what’s	  going	  on	  at	  a	  grass-‐roots	   level	  and	  you	  can	  vote	  on	  where	  some	  of	  
that	  community	  benefit	  money	  is	  spent	  for	  the	  benefit	  of	  the	  community.	  
	  
Q:	  	   I	  just	  think	  that	  within	  that	  1	  km	  there	  is	  an	  annoyance	  factor	  and	  when	  you	  get	  

zero	  [benefit],	  it’s	  hard	  to	  swallow	  anything.	  	  Just	  negative,	  negative	  and	  you	  
think	  ‘what	  am	  I	  faced	  with?	  You	  know,	  at	  least	  I	  made	  a	  couple	  of	  dollars	  off	  of	  
it.’	  	  If	  it	  was	  easy	  you	  wouldn’t	  make	  what	  you	  make,	  you’d	  make	  what	  I	  make.	  	  

	  
JS:	   What	   I’ve	   found	   is	   that	   people	   in	   rural	   communities	   often	   do	   very	   well	   for	  
themselves,	  and	  sometimes	  offering	  them	  a	  nominal	  amount	  can	  be	  insulting	  to	  them.	  
	  
18.	  	   What	  are	  the	  health	  impacts	  of	  vibration	  and	  low	  frequency	  sound	  on	  livestock?	  
	  
LK:	  	  I’ve	  only	  come	  across	  one	  study.	  	  It’s	  not	  necessarily	  livestock;	  it’s	  based	  on	  reindeer	  
and	  they	  corralled	  reindeer	  in	  different	  areas	  near	  a	  wind	  turbine	  and	  turned	  it	  on	  and	  
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off,	   and	   on	   and	   off	   and	   observed	   their	   reaction.	   	   The	   reindeer	   didn’t	   seem	   to	   care	  
whether	   or	   not	   the	   turbines	   were	   on	   or	   if	   they	   were	   off.	   	   In	   my	   own	   personal	  
experience,	  I’ve	  been	  to	  a	  number	  of	  turbines	  and	  I’ve	  seen	  cattle	  moving	  around	  them.	  
I’m	  not	  a	  veterinarian,	  but	  to	  my	  untrained	  eye,	  the	  cattle	  looked	  fine.	  	  There	  are	  over	  
100,000	   turbines	   globally	   and	   I	   haven’t	   heard	  of	   credible	   issues	   to	  do	  with	   cattle	   and	  
livestock	   and	  wind	   turbines.	   If	   there	   really	  was	   something	   going	   on	  we’d	   have	   heard	  
about	  it	  and	  we	  just	  really	  don’t.	  	  
	  
JA:	  	  Barns,	  agricultural	  barns	  have	  very	  high-‐powered	  ventilation	  equipment	  that	  make	  a	  
lot	   of	   noise	   very	   close	   to	   animals	   and	   there’s	   vibration	   associated	   with	   that	   as	   well.	  	  
Milking	  equipment	  and	  other	  examples	  that	  were	  discussed	  at	  last	  night’s	  meeting.	  	  It’s	  
not	   like	   animals	   don’t	   live	   in	   that	   type	   of	   environment	   or	   that	   other	   agricultural	  
practices	   don’t	   do	   that	   and	   if	   there	   very	  widespread	   impacts	   to	   them	  we’d	   probably	  
have	  seen	  a	  bit	  more	  of	  that	  by	  now.	  	  
	  
19.	  	   We	  live	  within	  1	  km	  range	  of	  four	  of	  the	  turbines	  in	  the	  Dundas	  area.	  What	  will	  

Prowind	  do	  if	  my	  well	  water	  or	  pressure	  is	  affected?	  Ontario	  has	  the	  Clean	  Water	  
Standards	  and	  if	  my	  well	  water	  is	  affected	  by	  the	  construction	  of	  these	  turbines,	  
will	  Prowind	  fix	  my	  well	  to	  the	  Ontario	  Clean	  Water	  Act	  Standards,	  or	  the	  higher	  
standards	  that	  my	  well	  currently	  is?	  	  I	  haven’t	  received	  any	  answers	  regarding	  
where	  our	  water	  vein	  is	  and	  if	  it	  will	  be	  affected	  as	  this	  cannot	  be	  determined.	  	  
Once	  that	  damage	  is	  done	  it	  cannot	  be	  fixed.	  We	  use	  our	  well	  not	  only	  for	  
household	  use,	  but	  also	  for	  watering	  our	  livestock	  and	  gardens	  and	  this	  is	  part	  of	  
our	  annual	  income	  and	  our	  well	  is	  a	  very	  important	  part	  of	  that	  process.	  	  

	  
JA:	  	  As	  a	  rural	  resident	  who	  also	  has	  a	  well	  I	  can	  definitely	  identify	  with	  the	  importance	  
of	  well	  water	  quality.	   	  First	  off,	   the	  construction	  activities,	  mainly	  we	  are	  taking	  about	  
foundation	   and	   cable	   installation	   that	   are	   going	   below	   grade.	   	   The	   excavation	   that	  
occurs	  for	  a	  turbine	  foundation	  is	  very	  similar	  to	  what	  happens	  for	  a	  house,	  it’s	  a	  depth	  
of	  roughly	  3	  m	  in	  an	  extreme	  case.	  	  Often	  times	  it	  can	  be	  less	  than	  that.	  	  The	  materials	  
that	  are	  coming	  in	  contact	  with	  the	  ground	  are	  concrete	  with	  rebar	  inside.	  This	   is	  very	  
similar	  to	  a	  housing	  floor	  and	  foundation.	  In	  that	  respect,	  most	  people	  don’t	  consider	  a	  
house	  construction	  to	  be	  a	  big	  risk	  to	  their	  water	  supply.	  	  	  This	  would	  be,	  in	  our	  opinion	  
in	  a	  similar	   type	  of	  activity.	   	   If	  you	  have	  concerns	  about	  your	  well	  water	  quality	   -‐	  well	  
water	  quality	  and	  quantity	  varies	   from	  time	  to	  time	  –	  contact	  and	  we	  can	  talk	   further	  
about	  that.	  	  
	  
JS:	  	  Again	  it’s	  quite	  similar	  to	  building	  a	  house	  with	  a	  basement	  in	  that	  the	  depth	  of	  the	  
excavation	  is	  quite	  similar	  to	  the	  basement	  depth	  that	  one	  might	  have	  and	  the	  footprint	  
as	  well,	  it’d	  probably	  be	  a	  larger	  house	  footprint	  in	  terms	  of	  area.	  	  	  	  
	  
Q:	   You’d	  probably	  have	  piles	  or	  something	  that	  you’d	  drive	  in?	  
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JS:	   	   It’s	   a	   good	  question.	   	   Some	  wind	   turbines,	   there	   are	   requirements	   for	   piles.	   	  We	  
need	   to	   have	   some	   further	   geo-‐tech	   testing	   done	   just	   to	   have	   comprehensive	   survey	  
information.	  	  I	  don’t	  think,	  given	  the	  results	  that	  have	  come	  back	  so	  farm	  that	  there	  is	  
any	  requirement	  for	  piles	  to	  be	  driven	  in	  this	  particular	  location.	  	  
	  
Q:	   They	  just	  seem	  really,	  really	  big,	  and	  really	  tall.	  
	  
JA:	   	   It’s	   like	   a	   glorified	   paperweight.	   	   The	  mass	   and	   the	   spread	  of	   the	   foundation	   are	  
what	  hold	  the	  turbine	  in	  place.	  	  The	  turbine	  itself	  is	  2	  to	  3	  metres	  deep,	  they’re	  designed	  
by	  and	  engineer.	  	  Once	  they	  have	  detailed	  soil	  conditions.	  	  A	  shallow	  spread	  foundation	  
is	  what	  they’re	  referred	  to	  as.	  	  We’ve	  indicated	  they‘d	  a	  maximum	  is	  22	  m	  in	  diameter,	  
so	   they’re	   not	   skinny.	   	   You	   can	   have	   500-‐800	   [cubic]	   yards	   of	   concrete	   in	   a	   turbine	  
foundation	  so	  you	  can	  appreciate	  that	  that’s,	  with	  all	  the	  rebar,	  that	  gets	  quite	  heavy.	  	  
That’s	  where	  the	  glorified	  paperweight	  comment	  came	  from.	  	  
	  
JS:	  	  It	  looks	  sort	  of	  like	  an	  upside	  down	  cereal	  bowl,	  and	  that’s	  what	  the	  foundation	  
formwork	  actually	  looks	  like,	  a	  shallow	  bowl.	  	  
	  
20.	  	   Will	  local	  contractors	  and	  services	  be	  prioritized	  over	  outside	  contractors	  and	  

services	  for	  the	  construction	  phase?	  
	  

JS:	  	  In	  my	  experience,	  it	  is	  always	  valuable	  to	  work	  with	  people	  in	  the	  community,	  for	  a	  
long	  list	  of	  reasons.	  	  I	  think	  everybody	  will	  have	  the	  opportunity	  to	  tender	  with	  contracts	  
for	   the	   project	   and	   oftentimes	   people	   who	   are	   closest	   to	   the	   projects	   have	   the	  
competitive	  advantage	  just	  by	  the	  nature	  of	  their	  location,	  geographically.	  	  
	  
JA:	  	  On	  the	  concrete	  side	  of	  things,	  I	  mentioned	  five-‐to-‐eight	  hundred	  yards	  of	  concrete	  
is	  typical.	  	  There’s	  going	  to	  be	  a	  lot	  of	  concrete	  sourced.	  	  Concrete	  tends	  to	  be	  fairly	  local	  
because	   it	   really	  gets	  expensive	   fast	   to	   ship	  any	   large	  distance.	   	   So	   that’s	  already	  one	  
quite	   expensive	   component	   of	   the	   project	   that	   is	   going	   to	   have	   local	   benefit.	   	   The	  
Township	  has	  also	  expressed	  that	  they’d	   like	  us	  to	  strongly	  consider	  using	  the	  Port	  [of	  
Prescott]	   for	   shipping	   components	   –that	   come	   in	   on	   ship.	   This	   depends	   on	   which	  
components	  are	  made	   in	  Ontario	  –	  those	  that	  are	  don’t	  come	   in	  on	  ship.	   	  The	  Port	  of	  
Prescott	  is	  nearby.	  	  I	  would	  suggest	  to	  you,	  as	  local	  community,	  that	  you	  send	  as	  many	  
emails	  and	  letters	  to	  Prowind	  as	  possible	  indicating	  to	  us	  that	  you’d	  like	  to	  have	  as	  many	  
local	  contractors	  considered	  for	  the	  work	  possible	  and	  that’s	  one	  way	  you	  can	  help	  the	  
local	  folks.	  	  	  
	  
JS:	   	   Further,	   send	   the	   names	   of	   the	   people	   and	   the	   companies	   that	  would	   like	   to	   be	  
participating	  in	  any	  bids	  or	  tenders.	  

	  
Q:	   So	  that	  should	  be	  the	  local	  municipalities	  working	  with	  the	  local	  business	  

bureaus,	  our	  local	  chambers	  of	  commerce,	  the	  Municipality	  should	  have	  them	  on	  
board	  and	  know	  when	  to	  alert	  the	  companies	  that	  they	  should	  get	  their	  
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information	  to	  Prowind?	  	  So	  there	  should	  be	  a	  big	  hoopla	  going	  on	  at	  the	  
Municipal	  council	  to	  inform	  businesses?	  

	  
JA:	  	  We	  can’t	  really	  speak	  for	  the	  council	  as	  to	  what	  they	  should	  or	  shouldn’t	  be	  doing.	  	  
They’ve	  got	  a	   lot	  on	   their	  plates	  generally.	   	   I	   think	  business	  people	   representing	   their	  
own	  businesses	  should	  really	  be	  pushing	  their	  own	  business	  interests.	  	  My	  own	  personal	  
opinion	   is	   that	   they	  don’t	   need	   the	  Township	   to	   take	   the	   lead	  on	   that,	   but	   sending	  a	  
notice	  out,	  yes.	  	  For	  reference,	  construction	  on	  this	  project	  is	  over	  a	  year	  away,	  but	  the	  
earlier	  you	  get	  the	  conversation	  started,	  certainly	  the	  better.	  	  It	  can’t	  hurt.	  

	  
Q:	   Will	  the	  tenders	  be	  posted	  in	  the	  local	  papers?	  

	  
JS:	  	  It	  hasn’t	  been	  determined,	  but	  in	  all	  likelihood,	  yes.	  

	  
Q:	   I	  realize	  the	  turbines	  themselves	  would	  be	  useless	  to	  tender	  to	  folks	  in	  Iroquois	  or	  

the	  Prescott	  paper,	  but	  from	  the	  cement	  down?	  
	  

JS:	  	  Typically	  there	  is	  a	  general	  contractor	  and	  subcontractors	  to	  the	  general	  are	  sourced	  
locally.	  

	  
Q:	   So,	  basically	  it’s	  out	  of	  your	  hands?	  
	  
JS:	   	  No,	   it’s	  not	  out	  of	  our	  hands	  per	  se,	  but	   just	  because	  of	   the	   inherent	  competitive	  
advantage	  of	   those	   that	  are	   local,	   it’s	   important,	   it’s	   good	  business	   frankly	   that	   those	  
nearest	  would	  get	  the	  contract.	  	  	  

	  
Q:	   I	  doubt	  you’d	  be	  permitted	  to	  dictate	  to	  the	  general	  contractor	  how	  they	  

subcontract.	  	  You	  might	  have	  the	  best	  intentions	  in	  the	  world,	  but	  we’ve	  seen	  
situations	  where	  these	  intentions	  could	  not	  be	  carried	  out.	  

	  
JS:	  	  We	  write	  the	  contract	  to	  the	  general	  contractor.	  	  We’re	  not	  necessarily	  obligated	  	  
	  
JA:	  	  There	  are	  definitely	  issues	  further	  down	  the	  chain,	  but	  as	  far	  as	  who	  builds	  the	  wind	  
farm	   and	   the	   owner	   of	   the	   wind	   farm	   gets	   to	   decide	   who	   does	   that	   and	   in	   the	  
negotiations,	  you	  can	  add	  provisions.	  
	  
JS:	  	  Having	  gone	  through	  the	  construction	  process	  many	  times	  over,	  I	  don’t	  want	  to	  give	  
a	  general	  contractor	  carte	  blanche	  to	  choose	  anybody	  he	  wants.	  	  Because	  at	  the	  end	  of	  
the	  day,	   there’s	  a	  very	  high	  degree	  of	   skill	  and	  accuracy	   required	   in	   the	  most	  basic	  of	  
things	  such	  as	  putting	  the	  rebar	  together	  as	  per	  the	  structural	  engineer’s	  requirements,	  
pouring	  the	  right	  mix	  of	  concrete	  at	  the	  right	  time.	  
	  
Q:	   Which	  is	  what	  they’re	  going	  to	  tell	  you	  when	  you	  say,	  ‘Can	  you	  maybe	  lean	  

towards	  a	  local’.	  	  They’ll	  say,	  ‘You	  know,	  we’re	  going	  to	  get	  the	  best	  people	  you	  
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have,	  you’ve	  hired	  us	  to	  do	  it’	  and	  I	  know	  you’ve	  done	  it	  before,	  but	  we’ve	  also	  
gone	  through	  it	  before	  with	  [another	  company].	  	  Putting	  in	  a	  large	  turbine	  down	  
there	  and	  saying	  we’re	  going	  to	  have	  as	  many	  local	  people	  hired	  as	  possible.	  
Which	  happened	  to	  be	  zero,	  so	  it’s	  pretty	  easy	  for	  him	  to	  say	  that	  because	  it	  was	  
through	  the	  union	  and	  they	  have	  no	  say.	  	  It’s	  nice	  to	  have	  good	  intentions	  here,	  
but	  it’s	  also…	  

	  
JS:	  	  I	  can’t	  speak	  to	  these	  other	  examples	  that	  you’re	  citing.	  
	  
Q:	   But	  that’s	  the	  reality	  here.	  I	  like	  to	  think	  you’re	  going	  to	  get	  lots	  of	  local	  

contractors,	  but	  I	  think	  that’s	  pretty	  optimistic.	  
	  
JS:	  	  I	  can	  speak	  about	  my	  personal	  experience,	  not	  about	  what	  you’re	  telling	  me	  because	  
I’m	  not	  familiar	  with	  these	  examples.	  	  In	  my	  personal	  experience,	  we	  worked	  with	  local	  
contractors,	   subcontractors,	   so	   that	   would	   include	   excavation,	   trucking,	   aggregate	  
supply,	  concrete	  supply	  and	  the	   labour	  to	  do	  all	  of	  these	  things	  and	  put	   it	   together.	   	   I	  
don’t	  know	  what	  percentage,	  but	  most	  of	  it	  was	  local.	  
	  
21.	  	   How	  many	  mechanics	  or	  other	  full	  time	  employees	  are	  required	  to	  service	  these	  

17	  turbines?	  
	  

JA:	  	  That’s	  something	  that	  ultimately	  is	  up	  to	  the	  O&M.	  	  There	  will	  be	  a	  maximum	  of	  14	  
turbines,	   there	   could	   be	   as	   little	   as	   10,	   depending	   on	   the	   model	   of	   turbine	   that	   we	  
choose.	   	   During	   the	   Operations	   and	   Maintenance	   phase,	   the	   O&M	   contractor	   is	  
responsible	  for	  their	  staffing.	  You	  can	  expect	  a	  safe	  number	  is	  2	  to	  3	  permanent	  staff	  to	  
run	  the	  wind	  farm	  on	  a	  day-‐to-‐day	  basis.	  Shortly	  after	  the	  wind	  farm	  is	  commissioned,	  
for	  a	  period	  of	  time,	  they’re	  going	  a	  need	  extra	  people,	  for	  instance,	  some	  turbines	  need	  
every	  bolt	  to	  be	  re-‐torqued	  after	  500	  hours	  of	  operation.	  	  There’s	  an	  initial	  requirement	  
for	  more	  effort.	  	  It	  could	  be	  in	  the	  10-‐person	  range,	  it’s	  up	  to	  the	  O&M	  contractor.	  	  Long	  
term,	   2-‐3	   permanent	   positions,	   with	   periods	   where	  we	   need	  more.	   	   Say	   we	   need	   to	  
replace	  a	  blade,	  generator,	  etc.,	  we’d	  be	  bringing	  in	  a	  crane,	  we’d	  be	  bringing	  in	  more	  
people.	  	  These	  are	  periods	  where	  there’d	  be	  more	  people	  on	  site.	  
	  
JA:	   	   During	   construction	   there	   could	   be	   need	   for	   up	   to	   200	   people	   to	   be	   employed	  
through	  that	  process.	  

	  
22.	  	   Question	  for	  Loren:	  	  How	  many	  nights	  have	  you	  spent	  near	  a	  wind	  turbine?	  Have	  

you	  actually	  spent	  an	  extended	  period	  of	  time	  at	  550	  m	  from	  a	  turbine?	  How	  can	  
you	  be	  so	  sure	  that	  all	  the	  information	  that	  has	  been	  documented	  from	  
individuals	  all	  over	  the	  world	  is	  incorrect	  and	  it	  will	  not	  affect	  our	  health	  from	  
infrasound?	  

	  
LK:	   	   I	  have	  never	  slept	  beside	  a	  wind	  turbine,	  I	  have	  been	  near	  a	  number	  of	  them,	  but	  
have	  never	  spent	  a	  night	  beside	  them.	  	  
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LK:	   	   In	   terms	  of	   infrasound,	   it	   is	  an	   issue	   that	  people	  worry	  about	  with	  wind	  turbines.	  	  
Infrasound	   is	  a	   frequency	  of	   sound	   that	   is	  not	  necessarily	  audible.	   	   Studies	  have	  been	  
done.	   	  One	  particular	   study,	   the	  author’s	  name	   is	  O’Neill	   looked	  at	   two	  wind	   farms	   in	  
Texas,	  owned	  by,	  or	   run	  by	  a	  company	  called	  Nexterra.	   	  They	  measured	   infrasound	  at	  
different	  distances	  at	  receptor	   locations,	  homes,	   inside	  and	  outside	  and	  at	  307	  or	  308	  
m,	   where	   they	   measured	   the	   noise	   the	   infrasound	   value	   was	   lower	   than	   the	  
international	  guideline	  from	  the	  UK,	  from	  US	  and	  Japan.	  In	  terms	  infrasound,	  it	  was	  the	  
below	   the	   guidelines	   at	   the	   homes.	   	   Measurements	   were	   for	   rattle	   indoors	   and	   for	  
interference	  with	  sleep.	  	  In	  my	  paper	  if	  you	  look	  at	  it,	  it’s	  referenced	  in	  there,	  and	  you	  
can	  pull	  that	  article	  as	  well.	  	  O’Neill	  is	  the	  author’s	  name.	  

	  
Q:	   These	  are	  sounds	  that	  are	  beyond	  the	  audible	  range?	  

	  
JA:	  	  Yes,	  below	  the	  audible	  range.	  That’s	  the	  loose	  definition	  of	  infrasound.	  	  Everybody’s	  
cut-‐off	   is	   different,	   but	   when	   people	   say	   infrasound,	   that’s	   generally	   what	   they’re	  
referring	  to.	  
	  
JS:	  	  At	  the	  2	  to	  20	  Hz	  range.	  

	  
23.	  	   Have	  wind	  strength/duration	  studies	  been	  done	  to	  determine	  potential	  

efficiency	  of	  this	  farm?	  What	  is	  the	  projected	  potential	  efficiency?	  
	  

JA:	  	  Yes	  absolutely,	  as	  a	  wind	  developer	  you	  don’t	  go	  into	  an	  area	  without	  taking	  a	  look	  
at	  the	  wind	  resource	  and	  determine	  if	  it’s	  a	  viable	  resource.	  Many	  of	  you	  are	  probably	  
aware	  of	  the	  tower	  that’s	  up,	  just	  near	  Brinston,	  near	  the	  main	  intersection.	  	  That	  tower	  
has	   been	   up	   for,	   actually	   it	   was	   put	   up	   before	   Prowind	   was	   even	   affiliated	   with	   the	  
project,	  probably	  in	  the	  4-‐year	  range	  at	  this	  point,	  maybe	  a	  little	  more.	  	  There’s	  been	  a	  
lot	  of	  study.	  	  In	  addition	  to	  that,	  we’ve	  taken	  a	  unit	  that	  uses	  sound	  waves	  to	  measure	  
wind	   up	   to	   heights	   well	   above	   the	   tower,	   likewise	  with	   a	   unit	   that	   use	   laser	   light	   to	  
measures	  wind	  speed.	  	  Both	  of	  these	  go	  up	  to	  200	  m	  when	  they’re	  working	  at	  their	  best.	  	  
All	  of	   the	   info	  has	  been	  compiled	  and	   it	  goes	   into	   the	   financial	  viability	  assessment	  of	  
the	  project.	  We’re	  not	  here	  to	  share	  the	  details	  of	  that	  financial	  assessment	  other	  than	  
that,	  we	  wouldn’t	  be	  here	  it	  if	  wasn’t	  viable.	  	  	  

	  
Q:	   Do	  you	  have	  one	  test	  tower	  in	  each	  area,	  in	  Brinston	  and	  the	  western	  part?	  

	  
JA:	  	  There	  is	  one	  in	  Brinston	  and	  you	  use	  the	  data	  you	  have	  at	  higher	  heights	  using	  the	  
SODAR	   and	   the	   LIDAR	   unit.	   	   You	   take	   that	   data	   and	   you	   model	   the	   rest	   of	   the	  
surrounding	  area.	   	  Some	  much	  large	  projects	  may	  have	  more	  than	  one	  meteorological	  
tower,	  but	  over	  that	  distance,	  not	  this	  one.	  Some	  models	  suggest	  that	  the	  western	  area	  
has	  a	  higher	  resource.	  You	  can	  take	  the	  data	  you	  measure	  and	  compare	  it	  to	  a	  historical	  
station,	  in	  this	  case	  at	  the	  Ottawa	  airport,	  where	  there’s	  been	  decades	  of	  data	  recorded	  
and	  you	  compare	  what’s	  the	  wind	  at	  your	  site	  compared	  to	  that	  station	  over	  the	  period	  
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where	  you’ve	  measured	  and	  you	  can	  develop	  a	  relationship	  between	  the	  two	  and	  using	  
that	  you	  can	  get	  an	  idea	  of	  what	  the	  long-‐term	  average	  wind	  speed	  is	  at	  your	  site.	  	  That	  
gives	  you	  more	  certainty	  as	  to	  what	  the	  resource	  is,	  and	  that	  was	  done	  as	  well.	  

	  
Property	  Value	  
	  
24.	  What	  assurances	  do	  we	  have	  that	  our	  property	  value	  will	  not	  decrease	  as	  a	  result	  
of	  the	  wind	  farm?	  	  Will	  you	  give	  every	  homeowner	  within	  the	  turbine	  area	  a	  
guarantee	  that	  property	  values	  will	  not	  decline?	  And	  if	  not,	  why?	  
	  
JS:	   	  We	  went	   through	   this	   concern	   last	   night	   as	  well.	   	   It	   is	   our	   position	   that	   property	  
values	  are	  not	  negatively	  impacted	  with	  adjacency	  to	  a	  wind	  farm.	  	  That	  is	  supported	  by	  
empirical	   evidence	  of	  many	  different	  places	  and	   that	  has	  always	  been	  peer	   reviewed.	  	  
We	  wouldn’t	  put	  our	  trust	  in	  studies	  that	  haven’t	  been	  peer	  reviewed.	  	  
	  
JS:	  	  As	  such	  we	  are	  not	  in	  a	  position	  of	  offering	  assurance	  over	  property	  values.	  	  There	  
are	   so	  many	  market	   forces	   that	   affect	   property	   values:	   locally,	   regionally,	   provincially	  
and	   nationally.	   	   There	   are	   so	  many	   dynamic	   forces	   affecting	   property	   value,	   it	   is	   not	  
something	   that	   a	  wind	  developer	  will	   do,	  much	   less,	   any	  other	   types	  of	   industries,	   or	  
businesses.	  	  
	  
Q:	  	   We	  hear	  examples	  of	  wind	  farms	  that	  have	  been,	  where	  the	  owner/operator	  has	  

been	  forced	  to	  buy-‐out	  residential	  tenants	  and	  residential	  homeowners	  because	  
of	  health	  issues	  and	  they’ve	  been	  forced	  to	  buy	  the	  properties,	  relocate	  the	  
owners	  and	  then	  re-‐sell	  the	  properties	  at	  sometimes	  less	  cost	  than	  what	  they	  
acquired	  them	  for.	  We	  hear	  those	  examples	  and	  I’d	  like	  you	  to	  address	  them.	  	  

	  
JS:	  	  There	  are	  some	  examples	  where	  developers	  or	  operators	  have	  purchased	  homes.	  	  I	  
don’t	  know	  the	   reasons	  why.	   	  Sometimes	   there	  are	  economic	   tests	   that	  are	  done,	   for	  
example:	   is	   it	   cheaper	   to	   litigate	  or	   is	   it	   cheaper	   to	   just	  buy	   the	  house.	   	   That	   is	  often	  
times	  one	  of	  the	  decision	  factors	  that	  goes	  into	  it.	   	  Having	  said	  that,	  I	  think	  everything	  
has	  to	  be	  looked	  relative	  to	  one	  another,	  in	  that	  there	  are	  some	  examples	  of	  wind	  farm	  
that	   have	   been	   built,	   that	   have	   been	   constructed	   prior	   to	   today	   regulations	   in	   the	  
Province.	   	   In	   other	   words,	   sometimes	   there	  were	   houses	   closer	   to	   the	   turbines	   than	  
what	   today’s	   current	   standards	   are.	   	   As	   Juan	   has	   already	   mentioned,	   the	   average	  
distance	   is	   well	   beyond	   what	   the	   minimum	   requirement	   of	   the	   Province	   is,	   in	   this	  
particular	  location.	  	  As	  well	  as	  the	  shortest	  distance.	  
	  
Q:	   So	  these	  farms	  were	  built	  to	  an	  older	  standard?	  

	  
JA:	  	  I’m	  aware	  of	  at	  least	  one	  case.	  	  There	  are	  very	  few	  cases	  where	  this	  has	  happened	  in	  
the	  Province,	  that	  I’m	  aware	  of,	  although	  they	  do	  get	  a	  fair	  amount	  of	  circulation.	  	  Those	  
projects	  in	  this	  Province	  are	  all	  built	  under	  the	  old	  regime.	  	  There’s	  an	  old	  set	  of	  rules,	  
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and	   you	   could	   be	   much	   closer	   to	   houses	   than	   today’s	   regulation	   allows,	   and	   by	   a	  
significant	  margin.	  	  
	  
JS:	  	  In	  fact,	  there	  are	  some	  in	  NS	  that	  I’m	  aware	  of	  and	  they	  are	  very	  close	  to	  houses.	  	  
	  
Q:	   How	  close?	  
	  
JS:	   	   I’m	  not	   sure	  of	   the	  exact	  number	  off	   the	   top	  of	  my	  head,	  but	   they’re	  close.	   	   Less	  
than	  400	  m	  to	  houses,	  which	  was	  the	  old	  guideline	  in	  Ontario.	  	  
	  
25.	   Are	  you	  expecting	  that	  volunteer	  municipal	  fire	  departments	  will	  respond	  to	  

turbine	  fires	  resulting	  from	  runaway	  blades,	  or	  excess	  friction?	  
	  
JA:	  	  As	  part	  of	  our	  approval	  package	  there	  is	  a	  template	  for	  emergency	  response	  and	  it	  
outlines	  the	  general	  details	  of	  response	  with	  the	  specifics	  to	  be	  filled	  in	  through	  further	  
negotiations	  with	  the	   local	  authorities.	   	  As	  a	  rule,	   local	  volunteer	  fire	  departments	  are	  
not	  required	  to	  respond	  to	  fight	  a	  fire	  directly	  at	  the	  top	  of	  the	  turbine.	  	  Most	  of	  them	  
don’t	   have	   the	   resources	   for	   that	   it’s	   not	   reasonable	   to	   expect	   them	   to.	   	  Wind	   farm	  
operations	  and	  maintenance	   staff	  are	   trained	   to	   respond	   to	   situations	  up-‐tower.	   	  Any	  
emergency	   occurring	   “up-‐tower”	   would	   be	   handled	   by	   O&M	   staff	   and	   transferred	   to	  
local	  authorities.	  
	  
JA:	  	  With	  respect	  directly	  to	  fire,	  if	  there’s	  a	  fire	  in	  the	  nacelle	  of	  a	  turbine,	  it’s	  rare,	  but	  
you	  still	  plan	  for	  it.	  	  The	  O&M	  staff	  are	  permitted	  to	  fight	  the	  fire	  if	  it	  is	  in	  the	  incipient	  
stage,	  so	  that	  is	  if	  it	  is	  starting	  and	  by	  use	  of	  fire	  suppression	  can	  extinguish	  it	  before	  it	  
gets	  out	  of	  hand.	  If	   it	  gets	  out	  of	  hand,	  their	  orders	  are	  to	  get	  out	  of	  the	  turbine.	  	  The	  
local	   authorities	   will	   be	   called,	   the	   local	   residents	   will	   be	   notified.	   	   The	   focus	   of	   the	  
response	  is	  to	  prevent	  the	  fire	  from	  spreading	  to	  additional	  areas.	  	  And	  contain	  the	  fire.	  	  
It	   is	  rare.	   	   It	  can	  happen,	  and	   it	   is	  very	  difficult	  to	  fight	  a	  fire	  at	  that	  height.	   	   It’s	  not	  a	  
responsibility	  you	  can	  put	  on	  local	  authorities.	  
	  
Q:	   Are	  the	  nacelles	  equipped	  with	  automatic	  fire	  suppression	  systems?	  
	  
JA:	  	  That	  was	  a	  question	  yesterday	  as	  well.	  	  At	  the	  time	  I	  said	  that	  I	  wasn’t	  aware	  of	  how;	  
turbines	  are	  not	  hooked	  up	  to	  local	  water	  facilities.	  
	  
Q:	   No,	  I’m	  thinking	  of	  foam.	  
	  
JA:	  	  I	  didn’t	  know	  the	  answer	  at	  the	  time,	  but	  I’ve	  done	  some	  research	  and	  have	  found	  
that	   certain	   turbine	   models	   will	   have	   a	   chemical	   fire	   suppressant	   reservoir	   in	   the	  
nacelle.	   	   I	   think	   that’s	  probably	  becoming	  more	  and	  more	  common	  at	   this	  point.	   	  The	  
point	  also	  raised	  yesterday	  by	  Jeff	  is	  that	  brake	  friction	  was	  mentioned	  in	  the	  question.	  	  
Proactive	   maintenance	   is	   a	   huge	   component	   in	   preventing	   that	   type	   of	   thing.	  	  
Particularly	  your	  rotor	  brake	  pads.	  
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JS:	  	  It’s	  the	  basics.	  	  The	  best	  way	  to	  prevent	  fire	  is	  to	  not	  ever	  permit	  a	  fire	  to	  get	  started.	  
That	  really	  is	  done	  through	  good	  maintenance.	  	  Good	  maintenance	  is	  something	  that’s	  
critical	  with	  respect	  to	  optimizing	  the	  yield	  of	  electricity	  that’s	  produced	  from	  the	  wind	  
turbine.	   	   At	   a	  more	   pragmatic	   level,	   if	   you’re	   not	   performing	   the	  minimum	   required	  
maintenance	  on	  a	  wind	  turbine,	  and	  you	  have	  an	  issue,	  a	  fire,	  or	  catastrophic	  failure	  as	  a	  
result	  of	  that,	  you’re	  insurance	  isn’t	  going	  to	  be	  any	  good,	  and	  you’re	  out	  millions	  and	  
millions	   of	   dollars.	   	   So,	   it’s	   in	   the	   best	   interest	   of	   the	   developer	   and	   the	   operator	   to	  
maintain	  wind	  turbines	  at	  the	  very	  least,	  the	  minimum	  requirement.	  
	  
Q:	   That’s	  why	  I	  asked	  the	  previous	  question,	  how	  many	  mechanics.	  	  I	  think	  the	  best	  

answer	  that	  I	  got	  was	  2-‐3	  in	  the	  fully	  operational	  stage.	  So	  2-‐3	  mechanics	  on	  a	  
24-‐hour	  per	  day,	  7	  day	  per	  week	  shift,	  365	  days	  per	  year	  for	  17	  generators.	  	  	  

	  
JA:	  	  14	  turbines,	  maximum.	  
	  
JA:	   	   There’s	   two	   types	   of	   maintenance	   that	   would	   be	   occurring.	   	   You	   have	   your	  
scheduled	   maintenance,	   certain	   things	   need	   to	   be	   changed,	   and	   then	   there’s	   your	  
maintenance	  you	  do	  in	  response	  to	  issues	  that	  arise.	  	  A	  typical	  turbine	  monitors	  about	  
500	   different	   parameters	   of	   what’s	   going	   on	   in	   the	   turbine.	   	   Gearbox	   temperature,	  
gearbox	  brake	  temperature,	  vibration	  levels	  in	  all	  different	  areas,	  etc.	  	  You’re	  getting	  a	  
lot	  of	  information	  and	  the	  idea	  is	  to	  detect	  those	  well	  in	  advance.	  	  	  
	  
Q:	  	  	   You	  were	  talking	  a	  bit	  last	  night	  about	  monitoring	  the	  turbines.	  	  That’s	  an	  offsite	  

remote	  location	  where	  the	  monitoring	  occurs?	  
	  
JS:	  	  Monitoring	  is	  done	  in	  two	  ways,	  there’s	  a	  computer	  inside	  the	  turbine	  that	  monitors	  
the	  turbine	   itself,	   that	  computer	  can	  shut	  down	  the	  turbine	  when	  any	  of	   those	   inputs	  
exceed	  operational	  specifications.	  	  The	  turbines	  are	  also	  monitored	  at	  a	  remote	  location	  
and	  any	  turbine	  can	  be	  shut	  down	  remotely	  from	  that	  remote	  location	  as	  well.	  
	  
Q:	   So	  there	  won’t	  necessarily,	  physically,	  be	  people	  daily	  at	  these	  turbines?	  
	  
JS:	  	  Correct.	  
	  
JA:	  	  By	  remote,	  that	  can	  be	  two	  ways.	  It	  could	  be	  an	  operations	  and	  maintenance	  centre	  
on	   site,	   and/or	   a	   separate	   one,	   either	   with	   the	   turbine	   manufacturer,	   or	   some	  
companies	   who	   operate	   wind	   farms	   have	   a	   separate	   where	   they	   run	   their	   remote	  
sensing.	   	  You’d	  expect	   to	  have	   folks	  on	   [site]	   fairly	   regularly.	   	  But	   it’s	  not	  a	  guarantee	  
that	  they’d	  be	  there	  24	  hours	  per	  day,	  all	  the	  time.	  	  It’s	  highly	  likely	  that	  that	  would	  be	  
the	  case,	  however.	  
	  
26.	   Will	  our	  satellite	  signal	  be	  interfered	  with	  when	  the	  turbines	  are	  turned	  on?	  If	  

we	  do	  have	  interference	  what	  will	  the	  options	  be	  for	  recourse?	  
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JA:	  	  That’s	  TV	  satellite,	  I	  presume.	  	  As	  part	  of	  our	  studies,	  we	  took	  a	  look	  at	  potential	  for	  
impact	  of	  TV	   reception.	   	  As	   far	  as	   the	  various	   things	  you	  hear	  about	   turbines	  and	   the	  
impacts	  they	  can	  have,	  that	  one	  is	  definitely	  a	  known	  impact.	  	  Over	  the	  air	  TV	  reception	  
can	  be	  impacted	  by	  turbines.	  	  It’s	  analog	  signals	  which	  are	  being	  phased	  out.	  	  I	  believe	  
CBC	   has	   got	   approval	   to	   delay	   phasing	   out	   their	   analog	   services.	   	   Digital	   over-‐the-‐air	  
signals	  are	  coming	  –	  those	  are	  the	  ones	  we’re	  talking	  about.	   	   If	   there’s	  a	  potential	   for	  
impact	  there,	  then	  we’d	  probably	  compensate	  you	  with	  satellite	  TV.	  
	  
JA:	  	  If	  you	  have	  a	  satellite,	  the	  beam	  points	  to	  the	  south,	  and	  it’s	  fairly	  narrow.	  	  From	  our	  
calculations,	  we	  don’t	  expect	  any	  impacts.	  	  If	  there	  are,	  we’re	  going	  to	  have	  to	  mitigate	  
it	  for	  you,	  to	  compensate	  you.	  
	  
Q:	   So,	  the	  compensation	  could	  be	  what?	  
	  
JA:	   	  We	   could	   come	   and	  move	   your	   dish,	   upgrade	   to	   a	   better	   antenna.	  We’d	   hire	   a	  
specialized	  consultant	  to	  solve	  the	  issue	  in	  a	  way	  that	  works.	  
	  
Q:	   Last	  night	  you	  talked	  about	  a	  1-‐800	  hotline.	  	  Is	  this	  type	  of	  impact	  also	  something	  

that	  we	  could	  use	  to	  report	  interference?	  
	  
JA:	  	  Yes.	  	  It’s	  specifically	  mentioned	  in	  the	  reporting	  for	  that	  type	  of	  issue.	  	  I’ve	  been	  in	  a	  
house	   for	   a	  different	  project	  where	   I	   saw	   the	  over	   the	  air	   reception	  was	   right	  on	   the	  
edge	  of	   the	   service	  contour,	   so	   right	  on	   the	  edge	  of	   the	   range	  where	   the	   service	  was	  
quite	   weak,	   and	   it	   did	   impact	   TV,	   and	   that	   person	   was	   compensated	   with	   a	   cable	  
subscription.	  	  Now	  that	  it’s	  gone	  over	  the	  air,	  we	  may	  not	  need	  to	  do	  this.	  
	  
Q:	   And	  the	  internet,	  same	  idea?	  
	  
JA:	  	  Yes.	  	  
	  
27.	   Could	  I	  find	  out	  a	  bit	  more	  about	  Prowind?	  	  Does	  Prowind	  operate	  existing	  

farms,	  or	  are	  you	  a	  developer	  of	  farms	  that	  sells	  them	  to	  operators?	  
	  
JA:	   	   I’ll	   start	  with	   the	   structure	   of	   Prowind.	   	   Prowind	   Canada	   develops	  wind	   farms	   in	  
Ontario,	  exclusively	  at	  this	  point.	  	  We	  used	  to	  do	  work	  in	  other	  provinces	  as	  well,	  but	  at	  
this	  point,	  we’re	  working	  in	  Ontario.	  	  There’s	  a	  Prowind	  family	  of	  companies,	  owned	  by	  
a	   parent	   company	   in	   Germany.	   	   That	   company	   has	   developed	   16	   wind	   farms.	   	   It	  
operates	  some	  of	   those	  now,	   it	  has	  sold	  some	  of	   those,	   in	  Germany.	   	  The	  process	   for	  
approvals	   in	   Ontario	   has	   changed	   several	   times,	   and	   so	   there	   are	   no	   operational	  
projects	   that	  Prowind	  owns	   in	  Ontario.	   	  A	  project,	  after	  construction,	   the	  developer	   is	  
required	   to	  maintain	   certain	   a	   portion	   of	   ownership	   for	   a	   period	   of	   time,	   25%	   for	   2	  
years,	   if	   I’m	  not	  mistaken.	   	  After	   that,	   ownership	   can	   change.	   	   The	  new	  owner	   is	   still	  
bound	  by	  all	  obligations	  that	  Prowind	  would	  be.	  
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Q:	   Is	  this	  the	  only	  project	  Prowind	  has	  in	  Ontario?	  
	  
JA:	  	  You	  can	  see	  the	  full	  list	  on	  our	  website.	  	  We	  have	  several	  projects	  in	  this	  region,	  and	  
some	  in	  southwestern	  Ontario	  as	  well.	  
	  
28.	  	  Please	  provide	  your	  thoughts	  on	  this	  statement:	  
	  
	   “There	  is	  widespread	  consensus	  that	  wind	  turbines	  cause	  noise	  pollution	  which	  

frequently	  leads	  to	  sleep	  disturbances	  for	  those	  living	  nearby.	  	  And	  there	  is	  a	  
growing	  documentation	  from	  medical	  professionals	  about	  adverse	  health	  effects	  
on	  humans	  and	  animals.	  	  The	  Ontario	  Agency	  for	  Health	  Protection	  has	  an	  
obligation	  under	  its	  mandate	  for	  health	  promotion,	  chronic	  disease	  prevention	  
and	  injury	  prevention,	  to	  investigate	  the	  growing	  numbers	  of	  complaints	  being	  
received	  in	  Ontario.”	  

	  
LK:	  	  It’s	  an	  interesting	  question.	  	  I	  have	  to	  disagree	  with	  that	  a	  little	  bit.	  	  The	  consensus	  is	  
that	  the	  noise	  from	  wind	  turbines,	  as	  they	  are	  regulated	  in	  the	  Province	  at	  up	  to	  40	  dB	  
will	  not	  be	  related	  to	  adverse	  health	  effects,	  particularly	  sleep	  disturbance.	  	  Because	  the	  
40	  dB	   that	   the	  WHO	  has	   it	   set	  at	   is	  based	  on	   the	  effects	   such	  as	   sleep.	   	   Studies	  have	  
been	   done	   that	   show	   that	   people	   who	   economically	   benefit	   from	   turbines,	   which	  
directly	  relates	  back	  to	  your	  question	  from	  before,	  who	  have	  higher	  levels	  of	  noise	  that	  
they	  hear,	  but	  who	  aren’t	  being	  compensated,	  don’t	  have	  the	  same	  effects.	  	  The	  noise	  is	  
really	   not	   being	   directly	   related	   to	   effects	   such	   as	   sleep.	   	   The	   report	   from	   the	   Chief	  
Medical	   Officer	   of	   Health	   has	   said	   that	   the	   noise	   from	   wind	   turbines	   is	   not	   directly	  
related	  to	  adverse	  health	  effects,	  though	  some	  people	  will	  find	  it	  annoying.	  	  So	  the	  noise	  
from	  wind	  turbines	  could	  be	  annoying,	  but	  is	  not	  necessarily	  related	  to	  sleep	  effects.	  
	  
LK:	  	  I’m	  not	  familiar	  with	  that	  agency.	  	  I	  do	  know	  that	  the	  Province	  regulations	  for	  wind	  
turbines,	   as	   550m	  and	  40dB	  are	   acceptable.	   	   The	  CMO	   for	   the	  Province	  has	   said	   that	  
turbines	  are	  not	  directly	   related	   to	  adverse	  health	  effects.	   	  Recently	   there	  was	  a	   legal	  
case	  in	  the	  Province	  to	  the	  ERT,	  Suncorp	  had	  a	  project	  in	  the	  ChathamKent	  area,	  called	  
Kent	  Breeze	  that	  went	  to	  the	  ERT.	  	  The	  project	  was	  approved	  under	  the	  Regulation	  and	  
then	   it	  was	  appealed.	   	  The	  appeal	  process	  went	   through	  the	  ERT.	   	  This	  document	   is	  a	  
summary	   of	   that	   appeal	   process.	   	   Because	   it	   was	   a	   relatively	   new	   appeal,	   what	   that	  
panel	   did	   was	   instead	   of	   coming	   out	   with	   a	   small	   summary	   of	   their	   findings,	   they	  
expelled	  a	  summary	  of	  the	  findings	  of	  the	  expert	  witnesses	  on	  both	  sides	  of	  the	  debate	  
so	  people	  could	  read	  it.	   	  The	  test	  of	  the	  panel	  was	  do	  wind	  turbines,	   in	  this	  case	  does	  
this	  project,	  cause	  serious	  harm	  to	  human	  health.	  	  The	  panel	  found	  that	  the	  project,	  as	  
approved	  under	   the	  Regulation	  would	  not	  cause	  serious	  harm	  to	  human	  health.	   	  As	  a	  
result	  the	  project	  was	  allowed	  to	  go	  forward.	  
	  
Q:	  	  	   They	  use	  the	  word	  ‘serious’.	  So	  if	  there’s	  no	  ‘serious’	  harm,	  does	  that	  mean	  there	  

could	  still	  be	  harm?	  
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LK:	   	   I	   think	  what	   the	   panel	   said	  was	   that	   it	  was	   a	  matter	   of	   degree.	   	   It’s	   a	  matter	   of	  
degree	  and	  the	  effects	  that	  people	  have	  at	  40	  dB	  they’re	  not	  considering	  serious	  harm.	  	  
We	  have	  a	  copy	  of	  it,	  or	  it	  can	  be	  downloaded.	  	  It	  summarizes	  both	  sides	  well.	  
	  
28.	   How	  much	  to	  landowners	  receive	  from	  the	  wind	  turbines?	  
	  
JA:	  	  This	  is	  one	  we	  got	  last	  night	  as	  well.	  	  We’re	  really	  not	  here	  to	  share	  the	  details	  of	  our	  
arrangements	  with	  landowners.	  	  I	  can	  say	  that	  in	  working	  with	  a	  consultant	  previously,	  
I’ve	  seen	  a	  number	  of	  different	  land	  leases	  from	  different	  developers,	  and	  the	  Prowind	  
compensation	  is	  better	  than	  most.	  	  But	  we’re	  not	  in	  a	  position	  to	  give	  numbers,	  and	  it’s	  
not	  really	  fair	  to	  the	  people	  we	  have	  agreements	  with.	  
	  
29.	   How	  far	  does	  shadow	  flicker	  range?	  
	  
JA:	   	   Shadow	   flicker	   is	   not	   uniform	   around	   a	   turbine.	   	   First	   of	   all,	   if	   a	   turbine	   casts	   a	  
shadow	  and	  you’re	  standing	  in	  that	  shadow,	  because	  the	  blades	  are	  moving,	  then	  as	  the	  
blade	  passes	  by	  the	  sun	  there	  would	  be	  a	  flicker.	   	  The	  closer	  you	  are	  to	  a	  turbine,	  the	  
more	  of	  that	  there	  is.	  	  One	  of	  the	  things	  the	  550m	  setback	  addresses	  is	  the	  vast	  majority	  
of	   the	  flicker.	   	   In	  very	  specific	  directions,	   the	  two	  directions	  where	  the	  shadows	  reach	  
the	  furthest	  is	  when	  the	  sun	  is	  very	  low	  on	  the	  horizon.	  	  Statistically	  over	  the	  year,	  the	  
areas	  where	   it	   spends	   the	  most	   time	   reaching	   the	   furthest	   are	   to	   the	   east-‐southeast,	  
and	  to	  the	  west-‐southwest.	  	  Just	  below	  east	  and	  west.	  	  
	  
JA:	  	  Based	  on	  the	  sunshine	  data	  for	  this	  area,	  based	  on	  the	  probability	  of	  how	  often	  the	  
wind	  turbine	  is	  going	  to	  be	  operating,	  and	  what	  direction	  they’ll	  be	  facing	  from	  the	  wind	  
data	  we	  have,	  you’re	  looking	  at.	  	  	  
	  
JA:	  	  In	  that	  worst-‐case	  direction,	  at	  a	  distance	  of	  700m,	  you’re	  at	  20	  hours	  or	  below	  per	  
year	  at	  that	  location.	  
	  
30.	  	   Can	  you	  provide	  certainty	  that	  the	  residents	  of	  the	  area	  will	  not	  experience	  

negative	  health	  effects	  from	  the	  presence	  of	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  
project?	  

	  
LK:	  	  Can	  I	  say	  with	  certainty?	  No.	  	  I	  think	  that	  by	  the	  studies	  that	  have	  been	  conducted	  
globally,	   that	  a	  certain	  number	  of	  people	  are	  annoyed	  by	  wind	  turbines.	   	   I	   see	  that	  at	  
the	  open	  houses	  that	  I	  go	  to	  throughout	  the	  province.	  	  A	  lot	  of	  people	  are	  annoyed	  by	  
wind	  turbines	  before	  they’ve	  even	  gone	  up.	  	  The	  issue	  is	  really	  that	  wind	  turbines	  are	  an	  
environmental	  change.	   	   It’s	  that	  change	  in	  the	  environment	  that	   links	  back	  to	  some	  of	  
the	   annoyances	   that	   people	   tend	   to	   have.	   	   As	   I	   said	   earlier,	   it’s	   those	   variables	   like	  
attitude	  and	  visual	  cues	  that	  are	  the	  drivers,	  statistically,	  of	  annoyance.	  	  It’s	  open	  houses	  
that	   people	   go	   to,	   it’s	   discussions	   with	   experts,	   it’s	   discussions	   with	   industry	  
representatives	  and	  developers	  that	  can	  help	  bring	  down	  that	  level	  of	  rhetoric	  and	  give	  
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people	   information	   so	   they	   can	  make	   informed	   decisions,	   and	   by	   doing	   that	   we	   can	  
hope	  to	  bring	  down	  levels	  of	  anxiety,	  and	  levels	  of	  annoyance.	   	   Is	   it	  by	  certainty?	   	  No,	  
annoyance	  is	  very	  personal;	  it’s	  hard	  to	  say.	  
	  
31.	   Has	  Prowind	  petitioned	  the	  government	  for	  a	  third	  party	  epidemiological	  study	  

on	  the	  health	  effects	  of	  industrial	  wind	  turbines?	  	  If	  not,	  why?	  
	  
JS:	  	  No,	  we	  did	  not	  petition	  the	  government	  for	  third	  party	  epidemiological	  studies.	  	  We	  
believe	  that	  the	  studies	  that	  have	  been	  completed	  and	  peer	  reviewed	  are	  sufficient	  and	  
we’re	  not	  in	  the	  business	  of	  lobbying	  for	  health	  studies.	  
	  
LK:	   	   There	   are	   a	   few	   studies	   that	   are	   ongoing	   in	   the	   Province	   now.	   	   One	   is	   being	  
conducted	   from	   the	   University	   of	  Waterloo.	   	   They’re	   looking	   at	   noise	   measurement,	  
clinical	  studies	  of	  people	  living	  near	  wind	  farms.	  	  They’ve	  got	  nurses	  and	  medical	  doctors	  
involved,	  PhD	  students,	  Masters	  students	  trying	  to	  do	  that	  work.	  	  There’s	  also	  a	  project	  
going	  on	  at	  Wolfe	  Island,	  a	  professor	  from	  Queens,	  where	  they’ve	  given	  questionnaires	  
to	   people	   on	   Wolfe	   Island	   before	   the	   project	   went	   up,	   during	   construction,	   during	  
operation	   and	   now	   they’re	   in	   the	   next	   phase	   of	   that	   where	   they’re	   asking	   questions	  
during	  operation.	  	  I	  don’t	  know	  when	  that	  study	  is	  coming	  out,	  I	  don’t	  know	  when	  they	  
wish	  to	  release	  it,	  but	  those	  are	  two	  ongoing	  studies	  in	  the	  Province.	  
	  
32.	   Why	  would	  you	  be	  concerned	  about	  where	  the	  hydro	  cables	  are	  being	  placed	  

between	  the	  two	  areas	  in	  the	  wind	  farm?	  
	  
JA:	  	  I’m	  not	  sure	  I’d	  be	  concerned.	  	  	  I’d	  want	  to	  know.	  	  We’ve	  got	  electrical	  lines	  around	  
us	  in	  our	  houses,	  in	  our	  walls,	  alarm	  clock	  next	  to	  your	  head,	  etc.	  	  I	  just	  think	  I’d	  want	  to	  
know	  where	  the	  infrastructure	  is	  going	  relative	  to	  where	  I	  am	  and	  how	  that	  work	  would	  
be	  carried	  out.	  	  I	  don’t	  personally	  have	  any	  specific	  concerns	  about	  any	  impact	  if	  that’s	  
what’s	  inferred	  by	  that	  question.	  
	  
33.	   Loren,	  you	  sold	  your	  home	  in	  Ottawa	  last	  night.	  	  Are	  you	  now	  considering	  

purchasing	  a	  new	  home	  near	  a	  wind	  turbine,	  and	  if	  not,	  why?	  
	  
LK:	  	  We	  looked	  at	  a	  lot	  of	  homes.	  	  My	  wife	  is	  from	  Dundas,	  which	  is	  a	  small	  community	  
outside	   of	   Hamilton	   and	   I	   dragged	   her	   away	   so	   I	   could	   go	   to	   school	   and	   now	   she’s	  
dragging	  me	  back.	   	  No,	  I	  don’t	  think	  there	  are	  any	  wind	  turbine	  projects	  scheduled	  for	  
Dundas.	  
	  
34.	   How	  far	  can	  ice	  be	  thrown	  from	  the	  blades	  if	  not	  turned	  off	  immediately?	  
	  
JA:	   	   This	   is	   some	   feedback	   received,	   some	   concerns	   about	   ice-‐throw.	   	   We’ve	  
commissioned	  a	  study	  and	  we	  just	  received	  the	  report.	  	  We’ll	  make	  that	  available	  next	  
week,	   once	   we’ve	   written	   our	   summary	   to	  match	   it.	   	  What	   the	   report	   says	   –	   it’s	   all	  
based	   on	   probability	   –	   beyond	   200m,	   the	   probability	   is	   virtually	   non-‐existent	   that	   a	  
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piece	  of	  ice	  is	  going	  to	  be	  thrown	  that	  distance.	  	  On	  a	  model	  incorporating	  air	  resistance,	  
using	  1kg	  ice	  fragments,	  which	  are	  fairly	  large.	  	  	  It	  also	  relates	  that	  to	  the	  potential	  for	  
traffic.	   	  At	   that	  distance,	   the	  only	  public	   road	   is	   the	  no-‐winter-‐maintenance	  section	  of	  
Byker	  Road,	  which	  has	  very	  little	  traffic.	  	  The	  report	  will	  be	  made	  available	  soon.	  
	  
Q:	   Bell	  road	  would	  be	  close	  as	  well	  though,	  right?	  
	  
JA:	  	  Not	  within	  200m.	  	  It’s	  more	  than	  200m	  to	  Bell	  road	  from	  the	  nearest	  turbine.	  	  The	  
setback	  maps	  show	  the	  setbacks	  from	  the	  nearest	  road.	   	  Byker	   is	  the	  only	  one	  at	  that	  
proximity	  to	  a	  turbine.	  
	  
35.	   What	  if	  the	  blades	  break	  off?	  
	  
With	  that	  question,	  we’re	  getting	  into	  the	  catastrophic	  scenario.	  	  It	  has	  happened	  in	  the	  
past	  at	  other	  places.	   	   It’s	  quite	   rare;	  however,	   if	   it	   gets	  on	   film,	   that’s	   something	   that	  
people	  like	  to	  see	  happen.	  	  It’s	  a	  potential	  concern,	  typically	  associated	  with	  a	  lightening	  
strike	   that	   damages	   the	   blade.	   	   There	   are	   lightening	   protection	   systems	   that	   are	  
designed	  to	  mitigate	  that.	  	  If	  a	  blade	  breaks,	  pieces	  will	  be	  thrown	  from	  the	  blade,	  or	  the	  
blade	  will	  fall.	  	  It’s	  not	  a	  scenario	  that	  you’d	  like	  to	  see,	  and	  it’s	  an	  extremely	  remote	  risk	  
for	  a	  wind	   farm.	   	  The	  550m	  setback	  comes	   into	  play	  once	  more	  with	   that,	  and	  at	   the	  
same	  time,	  when	  you’re	  talking	  about	  those	  types	  of	  risks,	  there	  are	  a	   lot	  of	  risks	  that	  
are	   a	   lot	   larger	   that	  we’re	   incurring	   in	  our	  daily	   lives.	   	  We	   can’t	   guarantee	   that	   there	  
won’t	  be	  a	  blade	  that	  breaks	  and	  comes	  flying	  off,	  but	  the	  chance	  is	  extremely	  remote.	  
	  
JS:	  	  To	  clarify,	  a	  lightening	  strike	  on	  a	  blade	  does	  not	  necessarily	  mean	  that	  the	  blade	  will	  
disintegrate	  and	   come	  off	   that’s	  not	   the	   case.	   	   In	   fact	   there	  was	   recently	   a	   lightening	  
strike	  on	  an	  AIMPowerGen	  blade	  and	  turbine	  out	  near	  Port	  Burwell,	  in	  Lake	  Erie	  and	  the	  
blade	   remained	   intact.	   	   It	   simply	  delaminated.	   	   The	   turbine	   shut	   it	  down	   immediately	  
because	  it	  sensed	  that	  the	  rotations	  on	  the	  blade	  were	  out	  of	  balance.	  	  
	  
36.	   What	  if	  my	  farm	  starts	  to	  experience	  stray-‐voltage	  after	  the	  wind	  farm	  is	  built?	  
	  
JS:	  	  Stray	  voltage	  is	  something	  that	  we	  hear	  about	  oftentimes.	  	  Stray	  voltage	  is	  an	  issue	  
that	   is	   pre-‐existing	   oftentimes,	   and	   it’s	   related	   to	   improper	   grounding	   of	   electrical	  
systems	   at	   houses,	   at	   farms,	   wherever	   there	   are	   electrical	   wires.	   	   Oftentimes	   the	  
grounding	  system	  that’s	  associated	  with	  the	  turbines	  and	  electrical	  cabling	  between	  far	  
exceeds	  the	  requirements	  of	  typical	  residential	  grounding	  that	  you	  find	  in	  the	  adjacent	  
areas.	  	  	  
	  
JA:	  	  Usually	  stray	  voltage,	  is	  not	  specifically	  associated	  to	  wind	  farms,	  it’s	  a	  problem	  that	  
can	   exist	   completely	   exclusive	   of	   wind	   farms.	   	   Generally	   it	   has	   to	   be	   a	   pre-‐existing	  
condition	  to	  exist.	  	  	  
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JS:	  	  A	  previous	  wind	  farm	  that	  I	  was	  working	  on	  development	  with,	  there	  was	  a	  question	  
raised	  about	  stray	  voltage.	  	  There	  wasn’t	  an	  issue	  with	  any	  stray	  voltage,	  but	  there	  was	  a	  
question	  about	  whether	   the	  wind	   farm	  being	  developed	  would	  result	   in	  stray	  voltage.	  	  
An	   electrical	   engineer	   was	   commissioned	   to	   do	   a	   study	   on	   the	   existing	   lines	   the	  
distribution	  lines	  immediately	  adjacent	  to	  the	  wind	  farm,	  the	  same	  lines	  that	  the	  wind	  
farm	  was	  being	  tapped	  into	  to	  send	  electricity	  in	  to	  the	  grid.	  	  The	  results	  of	  the	  analysis	  
of	   the	   electricity	   voltages	   and	   the	   directional	   nature	   of	   the	   existing	   electricity	   in	   the	  
overhead	   lines	  along	   the	   road,	  what	   the	   study	  showed	  was	   that	  when	  wind	   farm	  was	  
added	  to	  that,	  it	  actually	  reduced	  the	  potential	  for	  stray	  voltage	  in	  the	  area.	  	  
	  
Q:	   What	  grid	  are	  you	  hooking	  into?	  
	  
JA:	   	   There’s	   a	   line	   that	   runs	   north/south	   along	   Brinston	   Road,	   coming	   from	   the	  
Morrisburg	  Transmission	  Station.	  	  It’s	  a	  44kV,	  so	  44000-‐volt	  circuit.	  	  We’ll	  be	  tapping	  in	  
to	  those,	  south	  of	  Brinston	  on	  the	  side	  of	  the	  road.	  
	  
Q:	   Even	  with	  the	  ones	  off	  Byker	  Road?	  
	  
JA:	   	   Yes.	   	   The	  power	   from	   those	  will	   come	  over	   on	   shared	  poles	  with	  Hydro	  one	   and	  
they’ll	  all	  join	  up	  and	  tap	  in.	  
	  
Q:	  	   Not	  into	  the	  large	  transmission	  lines	  in	  the	  area?	  
	  
JA:	  	  No.	  	  Those	  are	  high-‐voltage	  transmission	  lines.	   	  They	  run	  east	  to	  west	  through	  the	  
project	  area,	  as	  many	  of	  you	  know.	  	  They’re	  230kV.	  	  That’s	  generally	  quite	  an	  expensive	  
endeavour	   to	   tap	   into	   a	   line	   like	   that.	   	   You’d	   typically	   see	   that	   from	   a	   much	   larger	  
project.	   	  This	   is	  a	  relatively	  small	  project.	   	  We’re	  on	  the	  distribution	   lines,	  the	   lines	  on	  
the	  side	  of	  the	  road.	  
	  
37.	  	  	   What	  recourse	  is	  there	  for	  people	  living	  in	  the	  nearby	  area	  if	  they	  experience	  

health	  impacts	  after	  the	  turbines	  are	  built?	  
	  
LK:	  	  The	  MOE	  has	  a	  spill	  response	  line.	  	  It’s	  a	  bit	  of	  a	  misnomer,	  but	  it’s	  a	  1-‐800	  number	  
that	  you	  can	  call.	  	  It’s	  manned	  24hours	  per	  day,	  7	  days	  per	  week.	  	  If	  you	  think	  a	  turbine	  
is	  making	  noise,	   it’s	  annoying	  you,	  you	  can	  call	   that	  hotline	  and	   lodge	  a	  complaint	  the	  
MOE	  has	  a	  compliance	  document	   that	  outlines	  how	  they	  would	  go	  about	   looking	  at	  a	  
complaint.	   	  Last	   time	   I	  checked,	   it’s	  not	  on	  the	  MOE’s	  website	   itself,	  you	  have	  to	  type	  
into	   Google	   ‘MOE	   and	   wind	   turbines	   and	   compliance’	   and	   then	   one	   of	   the	   first	  
documents	  that	  appears	  is	  that	  document.	  	  It’s	  not	  easy	  to	  find,	  I’m	  not	  sure	  why	  it’s	  not	  
on	  their	  website.	  
	  
JA:	   	  First	  of	  all,	  we	  have	  to	  reiterate	  that	  the	  current	  evidence	  shows	  that	  there	   is	  not	  
direct	  health	  impact	  of	  wind	  turbines	  on	  individuals.	  	  If	  someone	  is	  of	  the	  believe	  that	  a	  
wind	   turbine	   is	   impacting	   their	   health	  post-‐construction,	  we’ve	   got	   a	   line	   that	   can	  be	  
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called	  for	  complaints	  to	  the	  project	  owner.	  	  That	  will	  be	  made	  available	  to	  everyone	  for	  
any	  complaint,	  but	  health	  related	  as	  well.	  	  	  This	  is	  not	  an	  established	  health	  issue,	  so	  it’s	  
a	  difficult	  question	  to	  answer.	  
	  
Q:	   But	  if	  someone	  were	  experiencing	  health	  issues,	  the	  turbine	  would	  not	  be	  shut	  

off,	  the	  turbine	  would	  continue	  to	  operate,	  while	  the	  person	  was	  complaining.	  	  Is	  
that	  right?	  

	  
JA:	  	  You’d	  have	  to	  have	  proof	  that	  the	  issue	  is	  from	  the	  turbine.	  	  	  
	  
JK:	   	   Let’s	   make	   it	   specific.	   Let’s	   talk	   about	   noise.	   	   If	   there’s	   a	   complaint	   made	   that	  
turbines	  are	  noisy,	  noise	  analysis	   is	  done.	   	   It’s	  a	  requirement	  of	  the	  MOE.	   	   If	   the	  wind	  
farm	   is	   not	   operating	   within	   the	   guidelines	   of	   the	   report	   that	   was	   submitted	   and	  
approved	   for	   the	   license	   to	   operate,	   then	   mitigation	   measures	   have	   to	   be	   made.	  	  
Sometimes	  noise	   is	  a	   little	  more	  pronounced	  with	  atmospheric	  conditions,	  etc.	   	   If	   that	  
was	  the	  case	  and	  it	  was	  found	  to	  be	  that,	  then	  the	  turbine	  would	  have	  to	  be	  shut	  off.	  
	  
JA:	  	  Or	  turned	  down,	  to	  mitigate.	  
	  
Q:	   What	  do	  you	  mean,	  ‘turned	  down’?	  
	  
JA:	   	   Modern	   turbines	   have	   the	   ability	   to	   regulate	   the	   power	   they	   produce,	   and	  
consequently,	  [when	  turned	  down]	  they’ll	  produce	  less	  sound.	  You’re	  not	  allowed	  to	  use	  
that	   provision	   as	   a	   method	   for	   gaining	   a	   closer	   setback	   or	   noise	   approval.	   That’s	  
reserved	  for	  mitigation	  measures.	  	   If	  you	  have	  a	  validated	  noise	  complaint;	   if	  for	  some	  
reason	  a	  turbine	  is	  producing	  more	  noise	  than	  it	  should	  and	  that’s	  reaching	  a	  residence,	  
there	  will	  have	  to	  be	  a	  remediation	  or	  a	  mitigation	  where	  the	  turbines	  are	  turned	  down	  
to	   limit	   the	   sound	  produced,	   either	   under	   certain	   conditions,	   or	   all	   the	   time	   that	  will	  
depend	  on	  the	  results	  of	  the	  measurements.	  	  There	  are	  multiple	  steps	  before	  that,	  but	  
what	   the	   protocol	   says	   is	   that	   the	  wind	   farm	   operator	  will	   have	   to	  measure	   noise	   at	  
every	  wind	  speed	  of	  operation,	  turn	  off	  the	  turbines	  and	  measure	  background	  noise	  to	  
determine	  if	  it	  is	  the	  turbine	  that’s	  causing	  the	  noise.	  
	  
JS:	  	  Turbines	  have	  to	  be	  compliant	  with	  the	  noise	  guidelines	  in	  order	  to	  receive	  the	  noise	  
certificate	  to	  operate.	  	  If	  going	  forward,	  the	  turbines	  are	  not	  compliant,	  that	  certificate	  
ultimately	  can	  be	  revoked.	  	  	  
	  
Q:	   If	  that	  happens,	  what	  happens	  to	  the	  turbine?	  
	  
JA:	  	  Curtailment.	  	  You	  can’t	  operate	  it	  at	  a	  level	  that’s	  not	  compliant.	  
	  
38.	   Why	  are	  turbines	  so	  spread	  out?	  	  Is	  there	  a	  second	  phase	  being	  proposed	  for	  the	  

project?	  
	  

155



JA:	  	  Several	  of	  the	  first	  wind	  farms	  in	  Ontario	  did	  environmental	  permitting	  for	  a	  larger	  
number	  of	  turbines	  than	  they	  planned	  to	  build	  in	  their	  first	  phase.	  	  So,	  they	  got	  approval	  
to	  build	  X	  number	  of	  turbines	  and	  they	  only	  built	  a	  subset	  of	  those	  and	  in	  further	  years,	  
they	   built	   the	   rest	   in	   different	   phases.	   	   Sometimes	   there’s	   a	   perception	   that	   turbines	  
show	  up	  and	  then	  more	  and	  more	  come	  in	  the	  area.	  	  In	  my	  opinion,	  that’s	  where	  some	  
of	  that	  [concern]	  comes	  from.	  
	  
JA:	  	  In	  our	  case,	  what	  we’ve	  proposed	  is	  all	  of	  what	  we	  have	  land	  secured	  for,	  it’s	  all	  of	  
the	  grid	  capacity	  we	  have	  allocated	  for	  us	  and	  based	  on	  hydro	  one	  restrictions,	   in	  that	  
local	  grid,	  there	  will	  be	  no	  more	  power	  allowed	  to	  be	  injected	  into	  that	  spot.	  	  We	  don’t	  
have	  any	  more	   land	  acquisition	  activity	   in	   the	  area	   to	  expand,	  and	  we	  don’t	  have	  any	  
existing	  plans	  to	  do	  so.	  	  If	  we	  were	  to	  change	  that	  direction	  and	  decide	  we	  were	  going	  to	  
develop	   another	   project	   and	   we	   found	   a	   way	   to	   connect	   it,	   we’d	   have	   to	   start	   this	  
process	   again,	   from	   the	   start	   and	  we’d	   let	   everyone	   know.	   	  When	  we	  do	   our	   studies	  
we’d	   have	   to	   consider	   the	   turbines	   that	   are	   already	   proposed	   in	   those	   studies,	   so	   it	  
would	  be	  a	  cumulative	  assessment.	  
	  
39.	   How	  did	  you	  get	  approval	  to	  build	  a	  wind	  farm	  in	  a	  watershed	  area?	  
	  
JA:	  	  Since	  a	  watershed	  can	  be	  interpreted	  to	  be	  anywhere,	  we	  interpreted	  this	  question	  
to	  be	  in	  regards	  to	  the	  floodplain	  that	  is	  present	  in	  the	  project	  area.	  	  	  
	  
JA:	  	  We	  have	  no	  turbines	  planned	  for	  floodplains;	  we	  are	  required	  to	  be	  outside	  of	  the	  
floodplain	  and	  so	  there	  are	  no	  turbines	   in	  the	  floodplain.	   	  There	  are	  access	  roads,	  and	  
buried	   cables	   in	   the	   floodplain,	   much	   like	   there	   are	   municipal	   access	   roads	   in	   the	  
floodplains.	   	  Those	  are	  things	  that	  are	  permitted	  to	  be	  in	  the	  floodplain,	  permitted	  we	  
adhere	  to	  certain	  drainage	  requirements.	  	  	  
	  
40.	   Has	  one	  of	  these	  projects	  ever	  been	  refused?	  
	  
JA:	  	  I’m	  aware	  of	  one	  project	  that	  has	  been	  denied	  by	  the	  MNR	  due	  to	  peregrine	  falcons	  
nesting	  in	  the	  area.	   	  The	  letter	  from	  the	  MNR	  for	  that	  project	   indicated	  that	  peregrine	  
falcons	   are	   a	   formerly	   endangered	   species.	   	   They’re	   recovering	   and	   this	   area	   has	   a	  
healthy	  recovering	  population	  so	  they’re	  not	  permitting	  any	  development	  in	  that	  area.	  	  
I’m	  not	  aware	  of	  others.	  	  	  
	  
JA:	  	  I	  think	  typically	  there	  are	  a	  lot	  of	  proposed	  wind	  farms	  that	  don’t	  go	  ahead	  and	  that	  
may	   not	   be	   because	   of	   a	   direct	   denial,	   but	   it	   may	   be	   because	   the	   developer	   has	  
recognized	  that	  there	  are	  insurmountable	  obstacles.	  	  There’s	  definitely	  a	  lot	  of	  that.	  
	  
41.	   At	  the	  start	  you	  mentioned	  the	  government	  had	  a	  50%	  domestic	  content	  

requirement	  for	  the	  project.	  	  That	  percentage,	  is	  that	  the	  total	  percent	  of	  the	  
cost	  of	  the	  turbine,	  from	  the	  cement	  to	  the	  top,	  or	  is	  it	  just	  the	  turbine?	  
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JA:	   	   they	  have	  a	   scoring	  system.	   	  You	  get	  a	  different	  amount	  of	  percentage	  points	   for	  
different	  activities.	   	  This	   is	  available	  on	  the	  OPA’s	  website.	   	  For	  commercial	  scale	  wind	  
energy,	  they	  have	  a	  scoring	  system.	  	  You	  get	  a	  certain	  percentage	  for	  using	  95%	  or	  more	  
Ontario	  labour	  on	  your	  site	  when	  you	  build.	  	  You	  get	  a	  certain	  percentage	  if	  the	  steel	  for	  
your	  foundation	  came	  from	  Ontario,	  if	  your	  concrete	  came	  from	  Ontario,	  if	  your	  towers	  
are	   manufactured	   here,	   the	   blades,	   the	   nacelle,	   the	   motor	   that	   moves	   the	   turbine	  
around,	   etc.	   	   They’re	   quite	   detailed	   at	   this	   point.	   	   Based	   on	   that	   scoring	   system,	   you	  
have	  to	  meet	  50%.	  	  The	  idea	  is	  that	  it	  roughly	  reflects	  the	  cost	  of	  the	  project	  installed.	  
	  
Q:	   Do	  we	  see	  in	  Ontario,	  being	  a	  wind	  farm	  technology	  spot	  for	  parts,	  for	  

manufacturing,	  as	  opposed	  to	  offshore	  stuff?	  
	  
JA:	  	  That’s	  the	  stated	  goal	  of	  the	  government.	  	  You’re	  seeing	  that	  working	  with	  respect	  
to	  manufacturing	  setup.	  	  	  
	  
JS:	   	   It’s	   part	   of	   the	   Green	   Energy	   Act.	   	   It’s	   a	   public	   policy	   to	   try	   to,	   at	   a	   high	   level,	  
transition	   from	   a	   lot	   of	   skilled	   blue-‐collar	   work	   into	   green-‐collar	   work.	   	   Down	   near	  
Windsor	   for	   example,	   there’s	   a	   lot	   of	   manufacturing	   associated	   with	   the	   automobile	  
industry	  and	  as	  you	  know	  that’s	  really	  gone	  through	  some	  rough	  times	  as	  of	   late.	   	  But	  
you’ve	   got	   this	   incredible	  working	   knowledge	   and	   skill	   associated	  with	  making	   things,	  
and	  you’ve	  got	   the	   infrastructure	   in	  place	   to	  make	   things.	   	  Public	  policy	   intent	  was	   to	  
spur	   investment	   in	   Ontario	   to	   transition	   into	   a	   green-‐collar	   manufacturing	   base	   to	  
replace	  what	  was	  lost	  in	  some	  sense.	  	  It’s	  a	  sensible	  proposition	  because	  of	  the	  location	  
of	  Ontario	  in	  the	  larger	  context	  of	  North	  America.	   	  You	  have	  access	  to	  the	  oceans,	  the	  
railway	   links	   throughout	   all	   of	   North	   America,	   the	   highways;	   you’re	   next	   to	   this	  
enormous	  American	  market.	  	  	  
	  
JS:	   	   Having	   said	   all	   that,	   we	   can’t	   go	   from	   zero	   to	   60	   overnight.	   	   The	   local	   content	  
requirements,	   I’d	   like	   to	   think	   that	   there’s	   a	   science	   behind	   the	  way	   the	   awarding	   of	  
points	  for	  local	  content	  was	  put	  together	  so	  that	  investment	  will	  continue	  to	  grow	  from	  
Canadian	  manufacturing	   as	  well	   as	  North	  American	  manufacturers	   into	  Ontario	   to	   be	  
able	   to	   start	   manufacturing	   green	   equipment:	   solar,	   geothermal,	   wind	   turbine	  
equipment,	  etc.	  
	  
Q:	   Do	  you	  see	  that	  happening	  now?	  	  Where	  are	  we	  in	  that	  transition?	  
	  
JS:	   	   It’s	   starting	   to	   go.	   	   That’s	   evidenced	   by	   the	   increased	   requirements	   in	   the	   local	  
content.	  	  It’s	  gone	  from	  25%	  to	  50%.	  	  Over	  time,	  it	  will	  likely	  continue	  to	  increase.	  
	  
Randi:	   	   Enercon	   is	   building	   a	   concrete	   tower	   manufacturing	   facility	   that	   they’ve	   just	  
announced	  in	  September.	  	  
	  
JA:	  	  There	  are	  people	  in	  the	  audience	  who	  probably	  have	  a	  better	  idea	  of	  where	  some	  of	  
the	  plants	  are.	  	  	  

157



	  
Luke	   Geleynse:	   	   I	   think	   people	   are	   aware	   of	   Samsung,	   and	   the	   investments	   they’re	  
making,	  and	  some	  of	  the	  partnerships	  with	  other	  companies.	  	  	  
	  
JA:	  	  Siemens	  has	  a	  blade	  plant	  [in	  Ontario].	  
	  
LG:	  	  For	  example,	  GE	  is	  subcontracting	  inverter	  manufacturing	  via	  builders	  in	  the	  Kanata	  
area.	  	  In	  the	  wind	  industry,	  we’re	  seeing	  a	  lot	  of	  the	  smaller	  stuff	  –	  the	  yaw	  motors,	  the	  
converters,	  the	  control	  panels	  have	  taken	  a	  little	  longer	  on	  the	  uptake.	  	  Obviously	  solar	  
has	  moved	  a	  lot	  quicker.	  	  There	  are	  27	  solar	  manufacturers	  in	  operation	  now	  in	  Ontario.	  	  
The	   wind	   industry	   is	   catching	   up	   quick.	   	   Right	   now	   the	   first	   flush	   is	   in	   southwestern	  
Ontario.	   	   That’s	   where	   infrastructure	   for	   manufacturing	   exists,	   but	   some	   of	   the	  
companies	   I’ve	   been	   talking	   with	   are	   now	   looking	   at	   eastern	   Ontario.	   	   Some	   of	   the	  
communities	   locally,	  Chesterville	   is	  a	  good	  example.	   	  Where	   that	  goes	  will	  depend	  on	  
the	  long-‐term	  expectancy	  of	  the	  FIT	  program	  
	  
Q:	   I	  think	  that	  if	  you	  incorporate	  this	  message	  more	  predominantly	  into	  your	  PR	  and	  

communications,	  it	  would	  send	  volumes	  to	  offset	  some	  of	  the	  negative	  responses	  
to	  the	  project.	  	  I’m	  here	  for	  information	  purposes.	  	  If	  the	  wind	  turbine	  industry	  
did	  more	  to	  promote	  this	  side,	  it	  would	  offset	  a	  lot	  of	  the	  negative	  impact	  in	  the	  
economic	  times	  we’re	  in.	  	  Inform	  the	  community.	  	  I	  don’t	  think	  the	  Province	  is	  
actually	  hearing	  that,	  we	  see	  the	  turbines	  coming	  up	  the	  seaway	  and	  there’s	  
guys	  losing	  their	  jobs	  over	  that.	  If	  this	  is	  the	  hot	  item,	  let’s	  ‘Make	  it	  in	  Ontario’.	  	  
That	  would	  bode	  well	  for	  the	  industry.	  

	  
JS:	  	  I	  appreciate	  the	  feedback.	  	  Thank	  you.	  
	  
Randi:	  	  Wrap	  up	  and	  thank	  you.	  
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Public Contact Information - South Branch Wind Farm

Date Added First Name Last Name Phone Address Town Province Postal Code e-mail
Robbie Brinston Ontario
Del 
J. 
Scott Brinston
Barron South Mountain
Lorne Brinston
Frank Iroquois
Maureen Iroquois
Nelson Iroquois
Eddy and Irene Spencerville/Shanly
Joan Morrisburg
Bruce Shanly
Hilary Shany
Dan Hainsville
Cecil Brinston
John South Mountain Ontario
Norman Brinston
Marlene & Gary Brinston
Mike & Kathy Shanly Ontario
Blanche Brinston
Amanda Winchester
Dale Brinston
Heinz & Helena Williamsburg
Levi Spencerville
Mark Spencerville
Barry Iroquois
Dave Brinston
John Brinston
Les Morrisburg
Mike Morrisburg
Bruce Brinston
David 
Calvin 
Rebecca Iroquois
Dave 
Ron Morrisburg
Lee Iroquois
Robbie Iroquois
Peter Brinston Ontario
Neil Iroquois
Alan Williamsburg
Herman Williamsburg
Dale South Dundas
Brent South Dundas
Troy Brinston
Crystal Brinston
John & Rina Iroquois
Henry Brinston
Douglas Cornwall
Melissa Cornwall
Evonne Iroquois
Albert & Betty Shanly
John Shanly
Bill and Laura Brinston
Hugh Cardinal Ontario
Alen Williamsburg
Bernd 
Laura 
Richard 
Charles 

10/12/11 Sandy 
10/12/11 Cheryl
10/12/11 Tina  
10/12/11 Jane 
10/12/11 Lynn and Roger 
10/12/11 Denise and Kim  Brinston ON f
10/19/11 Jen Brinston ON
10/19/11 Marlene 

11/9/11 Brian and Joanne Crysler ON
11/9/11 Mark Glen Stewart
11/9/11 Brian Toronto ON
11/9/11 Aron Toronto ON
11/9/11 Leslie Brinston ON
11/9/11 Susan Brinston ON
11/9/11 Larry Brinston ON
11/9/11 Manfied Iroquois ON
11/9/11 Rose Brinston ON
11/9/11 Henri & Laurence
12/4/11 Candace Brinston ON

12/16/11 Jason 
12/16/11 Diana
12/12/11 Gerrit Spencerville ON
12/12/11 Doug Spencerville ON
12/12/11 Angie Spencerville
12/12/11 Barry Kemptville
12/12/11 Bill Spencerville
12/12/11 Vic Spencerville
12/12/11 Russell Spencerville ON
12/12/11 K  Brinston ON
12/12/11 Mark and Lisa  Brinston ON
12/12/11 Lana  Brinston ON
1/10/12 Rene and Sue Brinston
1/10/12 Gerry Dixon's Corners
1/10/12 Cathy Dixon's Corners
1/10/12 Luke Kemptville
1/10/12 I Shanly
1/10/12 Betty
1/10/12 Bill Iroquois
1/10/12 Ralph G Brinston 
1/10/12 John L. Williamsburg

1



1/10/12 Isaac Iroquois
1/10/12 Sheryl  Brinston 
1/10/12 Jeff South Mountain
1/10/12 Kees Finch

2/7/12 F Spencerville
2/13/12 Bob  
2/14/12 Ricky

3/5/12 Carol

2
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ro
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ra
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 p

ro
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ra
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 b
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 b
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r p
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 d
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l m
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l p
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 c
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 c
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 d
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 b
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t p
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A
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R
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E

A 
 h
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 b
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t p
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ed
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 c
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ha
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lo

gy
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 p
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r f
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ro
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 p
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 d
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r d
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.
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t p
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at
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r m
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at
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 b
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 d
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 c
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n
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l c
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m
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 o
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l b
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r l
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l o
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 d
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 c
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 p
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un
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le
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 c
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ng
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sl
at

io
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rm
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en
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d 
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ov
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e 
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ns
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rm
er
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) u

se
d 

at
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M

el
an

ct
ho

n 
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re
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fic

an
tly
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rg

er
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nd
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ud
er
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an
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e 
pr

op
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W
in

d 
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rm
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er

 c
ur

re
nt

 ru
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s,
 th
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M

el
an

ct
ho

n 
tra
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rm
er
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ld
 n

ee
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to
 b

e 
in

cl
ud

ed
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no
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e 
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ur
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 th

e 
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d 
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e 
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od

el
in

g 
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r a
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l b
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th
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O

E
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S
ou

th
 B

ra
nc

h 
tra
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rm
er
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 m

uc
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al

le
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an
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xp
lic

itl
y 
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ud
ed
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om

 m
od

el
in

g 
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th
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E
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 S
et
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in
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e 
be
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re
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ed

 b
y 

th
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in
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f t
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R
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R
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R
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r M
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u 
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nd
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O

pe
n 
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ou

se
s 
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r t

he
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ou
th

 B
ra

nc
h 

W
in

d 
Fa

rm
. I

 u
nd

er
st

an
d 

th
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av

e 
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d 
th

e 
ch

an
ce
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 a

sk
 m

an
y 

of
 th

es
e 

qu
es

tio
ns
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 p

er
so

n.
 I 

ho
pe

 th
e 

in
cl

ud
ed

 
in

fo
rm

at
io

n 
be

lo
w
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o 

he
lp

fu
l. 

P
le

as
e 

do
n'

t h
es

ita
te

 to
 c

on
ta

ct
 u

s 
if 

yo
u 

ha
ve

 a
ny

 fu
rth

er
 

qu
es

tio
ns

.
 A

t t
he

 m
ee

tin
g 

in
 D

ec
em

be
r, 

yo
u 

co
m

pl
et

ed
 a

 s
ur

ve
y 

re
qu

es
tin

g 
ad

di
tio

na
l i

nf
or

m
at

io
n,

 a
nd

 
at

ta
ch

ed
 a

 n
um

be
r o

f q
ue

st
io

ns
. I

 h
av

e 
in

cl
ud

ed
 th

es
e 

qu
es

tio
ns

 a
nd

 o
ur

 a
ns

w
er

s 
be

lo
w

:

1.
 "D

o 
yo

u 
st

ill
 o

w
n 

th
e 

rig
ht

s 
to

 th
e 

pr
oj

ec
t o

r h
av

e 
yo

u 
so

ld
 to

 a
no

th
er

 c
om

pa
ny

 to
 in

st
al

l?
"

P
ro

w
in

d 
is

 c
ur

re
nt

ly
 th

e 
ow

ne
r o

f t
he

 S
ou

th
 B

ra
nc

h 
W

in
d 

Fa
rm

.

2.
 "W

ho
 p

ay
s 

th
e 

am
ou

nt
 o

f t
ax

es
 o

n 
th

e 
w

in
d 

tu
rb

in
es

 - 
is

 it
 b

as
ed

 o
n 

m
ar

ke
t v

al
ue

 o
r h

ow
 

is
 it

 a
ss

es
se

d.
 Is

 it
 b
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ed

 o
n 

th
e 

re
al

 v
al

ue
 o

f t
he

 in
st

al
la

tio
n?

"

In
 O

nt
ar

io
, w

in
d 

tu
rb

in
es
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av

e 
an

 a
ss

es
se

d 
va

lu
e 

of
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40
,0

00
 p

er
 m

eg
aw

at
t p

lu
s 

th
e 

eq
ui

va
le

nt
 o

f a
n 
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re

 o
f i

nd
us

tri
al

 z
on

ed
 la

nd
 p

er
 tu

rb
in

e.
 P

ro
pe

rty
 ta

x 
is

 b
as

ed
 o

n 
th

is
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se

ss
ed

 v
al

ue
. P

ro
w

in
d 

w
ill

 b
e 

pa
yi

ng
 th

e 
pr

op
er

ty
 ta

x 
du

e 
on

 th
e 

w
in

d 
fa

rm
.

3.
 "W

hy
 is

 th
e 

tu
rb

in
es

 s
pr

ea
d 

ou
t?

 It
 th

ei
r a

 s
ec

on
d 

ph
az

e.
"

Th
e 

tu
rb

in
e 

lo
ca

tio
ns

 w
er

e 
de

te
rm

in
ed

 b
as

ed
 o

n 
th

e 
fo

llo
w

in
g 

fa
ct

or
s:

* 
lo

ca
tio

n 
of

 in
te

re
st

ed
 la

nd
ow

ne
rs

* 
lo

ca
tio

n 
of

 s
en

si
tiv

e 
fe

at
ur

es
 (e

g:
 fl

oo
dp

la
in

, f
or

es
ts

, s
tre

am
s)

* 
lo

ca
tio

n 
of

 n
ea

rb
y 

re
si

de
nc

es
* 

w
in

d 
re

so
ur

ce

Th
er

e 
is

 n
o 

se
co

nd
 p

ha
se

 p
la

nn
ed

 fo
r t

hi
s 

pr
oj

ec
t.

4.
 "D

o 
yo

u 
ch

an
ge

 th
e 

la
nd

 o
w

ne
rs

hi
p 

to
 c

om
m

er
ci

al
 p

ro
pe

rty
 o

r d
oe

s 
th

e 
la

nd
ow

ne
r 

ch
an

ge
 th

e 
zo

nn
in

g.
"

Th
e 

G
re

en
 E

ne
rg

y 
A

ct
 e

lim
in

at
ed

 th
e 

ne
ed

 fo
r t

he
 z

on
in

g 
ch

an
ge

s 
fo

r r
en

ew
ab

le
 e

ne
rg

y 
pr

oj
ec

ts
. N

o 
zo

ni
ng

 c
ha

ng
e 

is
 re

qu
ire

d.

5.
 "D

eb
ris

, e
g 

ic
e 

th
ro

w
 h

ow
 fa

r c
an

 it
 fl

y 
if 

no
t t

ur
ne

d 
of

f i
m

m
ed

ic
ia

te
ly

?"

In
 re

sp
on

se
 to

 s
om

e 
co

nc
er

ns
 b

y 
bo

th
 th

e 
m

un
ic

ip
al

iti
es

 a
nd

 th
e 

pu
bl

ic
, w

e 
co

m
m

is
si

on
ed

 
an

 ic
e 

th
ro

w
 re

po
rt 

fro
m

 a
 s

pe
ci

al
iz

ed
 c

on
su

lta
nt

, Z
ep

hy
r N

or
th

. T
he

ir 
an

al
ys

is
 u

se
d 

se
ve

ra
l 

co
ns

er
va

tiv
e 

as
su

m
pt

io
ns

 a
lo

ng
 w

ith
 th

e 
w

in
d 

an
d 

w
ea

th
er

 c
on

di
tio

ns
 in

 th
is

 a
re

a 
an

d 
ca

m
e 

up
 w

ith
 a

 s
ta

te
m

en
t o

f r
is

k 
fro

m
 ic

e 
th

ro
w

 a
t t

he
 S

ou
th

 B
ra

nc
h 

W
in

d 
Fa

rm
.

Th
e 

re
po

rt 
in

cl
ud

ed
 a

n 
an

al
ys

is
 o

f t
he

 ri
sk

 to
 B

yk
er

 R
d.

 T
o 

ac
co

un
t f

or
 fu

tu
re

 u
pg

ra
de

s 
an

d 
in

cr
ea

se
d 

fu
tu

re
 tr

af
fic

 fl
ow

, t
he

 ri
sk

 in
cl

ud
ed

 th
e 

as
su

m
pt

io
n 

th
at

 1
00

 c
ar

s 
a 

da
y 

tra
ve

lle
d 

do
w

n 
th

is
 ro

ad
.

If 
th

e 
tu

rb
in

e 
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in

g 
an

d 
ic

e 
is

 th
ro

w
n 

fro
m
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 b

la
de
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…

th
e 

an
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al
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ke
lih

oo
d 
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 a

n 
ic

e-
ve
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e 
im
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.0
01
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 i.

e.
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ne
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ct

 e
ve
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 7

85
 y

ea
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.” 
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s 
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d 
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 th

e 
pr

ev
io
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m
ee

tin
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oo

d 
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et
y 

an
d 

to
 p
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ve

nt
 m
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ne
 d
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e,
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t t
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rb

in
e 

do
w
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if 
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e 
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 d
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he
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tu
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in

e 
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d 
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ry
 9

85
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e,

 th
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k 

fro
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e 
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w
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y 
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 e
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n 
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he

n 
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c 
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nd
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s 
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e 
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m

ed
 to

 b
e 
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er
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 th
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en

t v
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ha

ve
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ed
 th
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rt 
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 th
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l p
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n 
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m
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f t
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 c
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t p
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n 
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, D
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r o
f h

om
es

. 
M

an
y 

of
 th
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E

ur
op
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er
 s

et
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m
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r p
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w
ay

 fr
om

 b
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 b
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e 
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 b
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th
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 m
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 p
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f 
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d 
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 p
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e 
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d 
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o 
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d 
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 b
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 c
ha

ng
e 

le
gi

sl
at

io
n.

Th
e 

m
in

im
um

 s
et

ba
ck

 s
et

 o
ut

 b
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 o
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 c
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r d
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k 
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d 
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s 
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 p
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e.
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w
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 m
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e 
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e 

w
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M
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f 
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E
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 c
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t d
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 b
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 o
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r d
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e 
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ro
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ou
th

 
B

ra
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w
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S
ha

do
w
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t p
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h 

tu
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in
e.
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fe
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 d

et
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m
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e 
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 p
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g 
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 d
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m
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w
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 b
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 a
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 b
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m
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e 
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0 
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do
w

 fl
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ke
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 b
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a 

fe
w
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 d
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is
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ar
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 d

ur
in

g 
th

e 
ea

rly
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nd
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 s

un
sh

in
e 

ho
ur

s 
of

 th
e 

da
y,
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he

n 
th

e 
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n 
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w
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 th
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on
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en
 th
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m
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 c
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e 
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in
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w
 to
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el

l a
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al
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d 
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et
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es
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e 
tu
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in
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 c
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pa

ny
's

 h
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ur

ch
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ed
 th

e 
ho

m
es

 w
ith

 a
 c
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e 
th

at
 th

e 
pu
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se
r c

an
 n

ot
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m
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o 
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ur

se
.
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ha

t a
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ut
 c
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pe
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io
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he
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ne
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t t
o 
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e 

w
in

d 
tu

rb
in
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. M

os
t o

f u
s 
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e 

ne
ar

 
re

tir
em

en
t a

nd
 p
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n 

to
 s

el
l p

ro
pe

rty
 fo

r a
 re

tir
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t i
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om
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ow
 d

o 
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u 
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t 
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s 
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ve
n 

th
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om
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 c
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se
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Community 
Update

We have been working in your community for the past four 
years to develop what is now the South Branch Wind Farm – an 
amalgamation of three smaller projects. Once constructed, the  
30 megawatt (MW) facility will be able to produce enough 
renewable electricity to power approximately 7,500 homes per year. 

South Branch Wind Farm

May 2011

We develop and operate power 
plants driven by renewable sources. 
Headquartered in Kemptville, 
Ontario, we have over 10 years 
experience. Wind energy is our focus, 
and we plan to develop and operate 
wind farms across Canada.

Our unique relationships with 
farming communities and land 
owners are what drive our success. 
Prowind’s founder, Johannes 
Busmann, has a family agricultural 
farm with wind turbines in his 
backyard. His enthusiasm for 
renewable energy and his knowledge 
of the farming community are the 
foundation for our community 
approach to building wind farms. 
Everyone benefits from our wind 
projects. We believe that together, 
wind farms and agriculture make a 
good partnership.

About Us
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South Branch Wind Farm Development Update

We have been completing field work and gathering information for 
our submission for a Renewable Energy Approval (REA) permit. 
Ontario’s REA process sets the requirements to get approval to build 
a renewable energy project. We have been conducting environmental, 
archaeological, cultural and other studies to assess the potential 
impact of the project. Once complete, we will post the results of our 
research publicly for sixty days to allow the community to comment. At 
the end of the 60-day period, we will host a final open house to answer 
your questions about the project. We will address your comments and 
submit a final REA application to the Ministry of Environment in the fall 
2011.

We measured wind speeds for three months using Light Detection 
and Ranging (LIDAR) technology (measuring wind speeds at very high 
heights by bouncing light pulses off of dust particles in the air). We are 
pleased to report the results confirm our prior estimates of wind speed 
at higher heights. 

Air blowing down from wind turbines could help crops, concludes preliminary findings of a recent study funded 
by the United States Department of Energy. A months-long program, conducted by a researcher from the U.S. 
Department of Energy and a co-researcher from the University of Colorado, studied how wind turbines on 
farmlands interact with surrounding crops.  The researchers found that increased air flow from wind turbines 
helps to even out the temperature of corn and soybean crops. The increased circulation enables them to fend 
off fungal infestations and improve their ability to grow.

For more details visit: http://www.ameslab.gov/news/news-releases/wind-turbines

Wind Turbines on Farmland

LIDAR technology
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Turbine Specifications 

Spring 2011 Finalize field work for REA permit

June 2011 Post research results for public review 
and comment

Fall 2011 Host final open house

Fall 2011 Submit final REA to Ministry of Environment

Spring 2012 Receive REA permit and begin construction

Fall 2012 Install turbines

Spring 2013 Commission wind farm

DM
Database

 Project Timeline

We are completing environmental studies to determine the appropriate size of turbine for this project. The 
table below presents the maximum possible dimensions. Once we choose a turbine, we will be able to establish 
the total needed for the 30MW project. 

Make and model
To be determined 

Maximum rated output
2.0 to 3.0 MW per turbine

Tower and blade height
≤ 191.5 m

Rotor diameter
≤ 103 m

Blade sweep area
≤ 8,332 m2

Range of rotational speeds
5-14 RPM

Approximate foundation diameter
18 m

Maximum quantity required 
for South Branch project 15
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Today’s wind turbines are quiet enough to hold a conversation at the base. As with any machine, wind turbines 
do emit a sound that compares to the sound level within your home. Developers must adhere to strict 
guidelines for turbine locations when designing wind farms based on the expected sound level at nearby 
homes; sound must not exceed 40 decibels at neighbouring properties. This regulation is in place to ensure the 
sound from wind turbines has little impact on residential households. 

DM
Database

DM

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150

Falling leaves

Whisper

Bedroom Home Inside car Industrial noise Jet airplane

Office Stereo music Pneumatic drill
Wind
turbine

We are proud to be a part of the communities of Brinston and Dixons Corners, Township of 
South Dundas, United Counties of Stormont, Dundas and Glengarry; and east of Shanly, the 
Township of Edwardsburg/Cardinal, United Counties of Leeds and Grenville.

Communities

We believe in open communication 
If you have any questions or comments about the South Branch Wind Farm, please contact:

Cathy Weston
cweston@prowind.ca
613.894.4656

Visit www.prowind.ca for information on the South Branch Wind Farm or other Prowind projects.

Wind Facts 
Sound from wind turbines 

Rochelle Rumney
rrumney@prowind.ca
905.745.4719

Data courtesy of the American Wind Energy Association
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Foreword 
 
 
This document is a response to the “South Branch Wind Farm Draft REA, July 29, 2011”. 
 
Every reasonable attempt has been made to ensure accuracy in the comments made, and 
to provide the best resources and references to support the comments. 
 
No financial compensation has been offered or received to conduct the analysis of the 
Renewable Energy Application (REA).  
 
Bruce Albers 
406 Pitt Road 
Spencerville, ON. 
K0E 1X0 
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Project Description Report 
 

Section 15(1) of Ontario Regulation 359/09 states the following; 
 

15.  (1)  A person who proposes to engage in a renewable energy project shall distribute, 

(a) notice of the proposal to engage in the project; and 

(b) notices of the location and time of at least two public meetings to be held for the 
purpose of conducting consultations in respect of the project. O. Reg. 359/09, s. 15 
(1). 

 
(6)  A notice mentioned in clause (1) (a) or (b) shall be distributed in accordance with the 

following rules: 

1. The notice must be published on at least two separate days in a newspaper with 
general circulation in each local municipality in which the project location is situated. 

 
The South Branch Wind Farm Draft REA indicates that the project location will physically impact 
lands within two separate municipalities, the Township of South Dundas and the Township of 
Edwardsburgh/ Cardinal.1 

 
The required notice has appeared in only one newspaper, the Morrisburg Leader.  This 
newspaper describes itself as serving South Dundas.2 
 
Surveying the nearest convenience stores to the project location in Edwardsburgh/Cardinal 
reveals that the Morrisburg Leader is not among the supplied newspapers. 

1. 730 Truck Stop (approx. 12km from site) 
i. Prescott Journal 
ii. Ottawa Sun 

2. Drummond’s Gas (approx. 12km from site) 
i. Brockville Recorder and Times 
ii. Kemptville advance 
iii. Prescott Journal 
iv. Ottawa Sun 

3. The Village Pantry (approx. 12 km from site) 
i. Ottawa Citizen 
ii. National Post 
iii. Ottawa Sun 
iv. Brockville Recorder and Times 
v. Kemptville advance 
vi. Prescott Journal 

 
Prowind Canada has failed to publish a notice mentioned in clause 15(1)(a) or (b) in a newspaper 
with general circulation in the Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal. 
 

                                                
1 South Branch Wind Farm Project Description Report Version 3.0, p.21 
2 http://morrisburgleader.ca/about/ 
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Public Consultation 
 

2.1 – Section 16(1) 
Section 16(1) of Ontario Regulation 359/09 states the following; 

 
16.  (1)  A person who proposes to engage in a renewable energy project shall hold at 

least two public meetings, each on a separate day, in accordance with this section, 

(a) in each local municipality in which the project location is situated; and 

(b) if the project location is in unorganized territory, 

(i) within 25 kilometres of the project location, or 

(ii) in the local municipality that is closest to the project location, if there is no 
appropriate place to hold a public meeting in the area described in subclause 
(i). O. Reg. 359/09, s. 16 (1) 

The South Branch Wind Farm Draft REA indicates that the project location will physically impact 
lands within two separate municipalities, the Township of South Dundas and the Township of 
Edwardsburgh/ Cardinal.3 
 
Edwardsburgh/Cardinal is not an “Unorganized Territory”.4 
 
Prowind Canada has held no public consultation meetings in the Township of 
Edwardsburgh/Cardinal, and has therefore failed to meet the standard as set out in section 16(1). 

 

2.2 – Open Houses 
Typical open houses have included biased, inaccurate, and misleading information.  This 
information has come in the form of blurry/difficult to read maps, doctored photographs, 
posters, and employees/agents providing opinion rather than fact. 
 
A balanced, informed and public dialog between all residents and the proponent (as 
oppose to private conversations) is the approach rural communities are accustomed to 
when dealing with important issues affecting the community. 
 

2.3 – Dissemination of Draft REA Documents 
Many rural residents do not have access to the internet nor have the knowledge to make 
use of it.  As a result, residents may only view these documents at municipal offices, as 
such, these documents may not leave the municipal office.  It is an unreasonable 
expectation for residents to read and provide meaningful comments on over 800 pages of 
documentation. 
 

 

                                                
3 South Branch Wind Farm Project Description Report Version 3.0, p.21 
4 Municipal Act 2001, S.O. 2001, c25, 1(1) 
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Project Description Report 

 

Project Application 
States that Prowind Inc. (Prowind) is based in Kemptville Ontario.  This statement is inconsistent 
with other documents comprising the REA that state Prowind is located in Hamilton, Ontario.5 

 

Turbines 
A specific make, model and nameplate have not yet been established.  The lack of specifications 
precludes residents from providing specific comments on such matters as ice throw. 

The proponent has specified a maximum height (tower + blade) of 199m, or 652 feet.  If this size 
turbine is to be used, it will be of the largest size in Ontario.  This is markedly higher than 
Environment Canada considers as an upper guideline.6   Even at that height, the Ministry of 
Natural Resources’ Wind Atlas classifies the area as ‘Marginal’ to ‘Acceptable’. 

Bird Species 
States that the mortality rate for birds is approximately two birds per turbine.  As reference, the 
proponent provides  “Bird Observations at the Pickering Wind Turbine”, a document from 2003.7  

The proponent has chosen to reference an outdated, irrelevant report to downplay avian mortality 
rates.  There are other industrial wind turbine facilities in operation that keep annual statistics that 
could have been referenced such as Wolfe Island. 

Sound 
States that the Province of Ontario has strict regulations pertaining to wind turbine sound 
experienced at homes, schools, hospitals, etc.  In actuality the province has no approved 
methodology to determine compliance with noise levels identified in the Guideline(s)\Certificates 
of Approval Air.8  

 

Pre-Construction Avian Surveys AND Risk Assessment 
 

Project Scope 
States that the project will consist of a maximum of 15 turbines.  This is inconsistent with other 
documentation that states the project will consist of up to 14 turbines. 

                                                
5 http://www.prowind.ca/?page=contact 
6 Brinston and South Branch Wind Farms: Pre-construction Avian Summary DRAFT Report, Appendix A 
7 James, Ross D. 2003. Bird Observations at the Pickering Wind Turbine. Ontario Birds 21, 2:84-97 
8 Email from Gary Tomlinson (Senior Environmental Officer) to Jane Glassco, June 12, 2009 
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Spring Migration Survey 
 
Makes reference to “a skilled bird observer” but does not qualify the observer’s credentials. 
 

Spring Migration 
States that no other Committee on the Status of Endangered Wildlife in Canada (COSEWIC) 
species were detected during the surveys or on any other occasion field staff were in the project 
area.  However, the following species were reported in the bird survey but were not listed as 
being part of the COSEWIC database: 

• 8 Great Blue Heron (special concern) 
• 19 Horned Lark (Endangered) 
• 19 Barn Swallow (Threatened) 
• 14 Vesper Sparrow (Endangered) 
• 3 Eastern Meadowlark (Threatened) 

 

Post-Construction Environmental Effects Monitoring 
Plan: Birds And Bats 
 

Carcass Searching Protocol 
States that carcass searching will occur at 10 of the maximum 14 turbines.  The project is located 
in two main areas, a western area and an eastern area9.  The western area is to have four 
turbines, while the eastern area is to have ten.  The closest turbines (#04 & #09) between the two 
areas are approximately 6.5 km in distance.  Due to this distance, the carcass searching protocol 
should consider the project as two separate projects and search all turbines in both areas, as 
indicated by item 3 below. 
 
MNR’s Bats and Bat Habitats: Guidelines For Wind Power Projects. 

• Minimum Requirements for Post-construction Monitoring Effort and Timing  
1. Post-construction monitoring (including mortality surveys, carcass removal and 

searcher efficiency trials) during the core season when bats are active (i.e. May 1 – 
Sept. 30) for the first 3 years (for each phase) of wind turbine operation.  

2. Bat mortality surveys should be conducted at least every 3 days at each monitored 
turbine.   

3. Bat mortality surveys should occur at all turbines at wind power projects ≤ 10 turbines. 
For wind power projects of >10 turbines, a sub-sample of turbines should be selected 
to cover representative areas throughout the project area.   

4. Should significant mortality be observed, and operational mitigation implemented, 
postconstruction monitoring should continue for an additional 3 years from the 
implementation of operational mitigation, to evaluate the effectiveness of the 
mitigation.  Post-construction monitoring should begin upon the commencement of 
operation of the wind power. 

                                                
9 South Branch Wind Farm Project Description Report Version 3.0, p.03 
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Design and Operations Report 

Specifications 
A specific make, model and nameplate have not yet been established.  The lack of specifications 
precludes residents from providing specific comments on such matters as ice throw. 

Significant Natural Heritage Features 
States “Risks associated with the operation of the wind farm are exclusive to the potential 
mortality of birds and bats from rotating turbine blades”. 
 
This statement is false, as it does not account for the potential of ice throw and ice shedding. 
 

Ice Accumulation 
Ice shedding is not sufficiently addressed in this section, and ice throw is not addressed at all.  As 
demonstrated at the Chatham-Kent ERT, both ice shedding and ice throw present serious risk.  In 
the case of ice throw the risk is particularly serious as it could affect surrounding properties, 
structures, roadways and citizens. 
 
The statement that ice build-up will be detected in several ways, one of which is through vibration 
sensors, may or may not be accurate.  Depending on the make and model the proponent 
chooses this may not be possible.  As has been admitted by GE that their vibration detector 
technology may not shut down their turbine.10 
 

Noise Complaint Monitoring 
This section lacks specific action to resolve noise issues.  Once a complaint has been logged by 
the proponent, there is no indication as to when the complaint will be actioned let alone resolved.  
Furthermore, the section appears to exclude the complainant from the process beyond making 
the original complaint. 
 
There are several references to “consultation with MOE”, however how is the MOE to make an 
appropriate determination of ACTUAL sound contamination when they lack the equipment and 
methodology to determine compliance or non-compliance? 
 
A fifth contingency should be added to the available solutions, that of shutting the offending 
turbine(s) off. 
 

Radio Communication, Radar, and Seisom-Acoustic Complaints 
Monitoring 
This section lacks specific action to resolving noise issues.  Once a complaint has been logged 
by the proponent, there is no indication as to when the complaint will be actioned let alone 
resolved.  Furthermore, the section appears to exclude the complainant from the process beyond 
making the original complaint. 
 

                                                
10 GE Energy: Ice Shedding And Ice Throw – Risk And Mitigation, 2006 

52



Response to “South Branch Wind Farm Draft REA, July 29 2011” 
Any errors or omissions contained within this analysis are unintentional 10 

Shadow Flicker 
Shadow flicker occurs when the sun travels behind a turbine, and casts a shadow upon the 
landscape.  As the blades of the turbine rotate, an effect called ‘shadow flicker’ occurs. 
 
Shadow flicker may cause annoyance and/or stress.11  As well, it presents a small risk of inducing 
photosensitive epilepsy seizures12.  Proper planing/siting of turbines can reduce the occurrence of 
shadow flicker. 
  
A shadow flicker analysis has not been released as part of the REA, nor has any mention of 
shadow flicker and its affects on the residents of the community been made by the proponent. 
 
 

Noise Assessment Report 
 

Project Details 
Indicates 15 turbines.  This is inconsistent with other documents comprising the REA. 
 

Step-Up Transformer 
As stated in the report: “A step-up transformer with an approximate capacity of 35 MVA will be 
included with this project. Voltage levels will be 27.6 kV on the low side, and 44.0 kV on the high 
side. Since this transformer is rated below 55 kV, it will not be included in the analysis.” 
 
There is no basis for excluding the transformer on the basis of voltage in the MOE Noise 
Guidelines for Wind Farms (October 2008). That document identifies: 
 
6.2.4 Transformer Substation 
The acoustic emissions of each transformer unit must be specified by the manufacturer and 
conform to the standard ANSI/IEEE C57.12.90, Reference [7]. In cases where the specific 
information is not available in the early stages of planning the proposed Wind Farm, as described 
in the introduction to Section 6, proponents must submit a maximum rated value of the 
transformer acoustic emissions.  The requirements do not apply to the small transformer units 
attached to each wind turbine. These small transformers are insignificant noise sources and, 
therefore, their contributions do not require assessment.  The acoustic emissions data must be 
used in the noise impact assessment at each receptor. 
 
6.2.5 Noise Sources and Locations 
All wind turbine units and Transformer Substations must be assigned a unique source 
identification and must be listed along with their Universal Transverse Mercator (UTM) 
coordinates in a table in the report. The table should be provided in electronic form along with the 
report. 
 

Generic Wind Turbine 
No statement regarding tonality has been provided, thus the public does not have the opportunity 
to comment on the subject. 
 

                                                
11 Society For Wind Vigilance: Visual Health Effects And Wind Turbines 
12 Society For Wind Vigilance: Visual Health Effects And Wind Turbines 
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Noise Level Summary Tables 
The usage of UTM coordinates to reference non-participant receptors may be useful for 
professionals however; it makes it difficult for a typical resident to understand the impact on their 
home. 
 

Construction Plan Report 
 

Construction And Installation Activities 
States that during peak times, construction can occur up to 7 days per week between the hours of 
07:00 – 22:00. 
 
The assumption by the proponent that construction lasting 15 hours a day, 7 days a week will 
somehow be acceptable to the residents is misguided.  Though currently there is no noise by-law 
as the proponent has indicated, residents have a mutual respect for their neighbours and the 
peace and tranquility of the rural area.  Conducting construction activities for the duration 
specified by the proponent demonstrates an absolute lack of understanding for the area as well 
as respect for the community. 
 

Transport of Turbine Components 
The transportation of turbine components requires special vehicles as well as a host of ancillary 
vehicles.  The route that the turbine components as well as other necessary construction 
equipment including 72 – 10213 cement trucks (per turbine) has not be disclosed. 
 
The transportation of such equipment to and from project sites is substantial, and the lack of 
disclosure on what routes will be used precludes the public from making meaningful comments 
on the potential disruptions. 
 

Operations And Maintenance Building Construction 
States that renovation activities would occur between 08:00 – 22:00, and would be performed 
concurrent with other wind farm construction activities. 
 
The assumption by the proponent that construction lasting 14 hours a day, potentially on 
weekends will somehow be acceptable to the residents is misguided.  Residents have a mutual 
respect for their neighbours and the peace and tranquility of the rural area.  Conducting 
construction activities for the duration specified including weekends by the proponent 
demonstrates an absolute lack of understanding for the area as well as respect for the community. 
 

Schedule 
States that construction activity is proposed to occur up to 7 days per week between the hours of 
07:00 – 22:00. 
 
The assumption by the proponent that construction lasting 15 hours a day, 7 days a week will 
somehow be acceptable to the residents is misguided.  Residents have a mutual respect for their 
neighbours and the peace and tranquility of the rural area.  Conducting construction activities for 

                                                
13 South Branch Wind Farm Construction Plan Report, p.13 
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the duration specified by the proponent demonstrates an absolute lack of understanding for the 
area as well as respect for the community. 
 

Mitigation (construction noise) 
States that construction activity will occur between the hours of 07:00 – 22:00. 
 
The assumption by the proponent that construction lasting 15 hours a day, will somehow be 
acceptable to the residents is misguided.  Though currently there is no noise by-law as the 
proponent has indicated, residents have a mutual respect for their neighbours and the peace and 
tranquility of the rural area.  Conducting construction activities for the duration specified by the 
proponent demonstrates an absolute lack of understanding for the area as well as respect for the 
community. 
 
The proponent indicates two methods to make available to the public should they feel the need to 
file a complaint (via email and/or phone).  The proponent fails to provide details on how such a 
complaint will be handled, or when a mutually satisfactory resolution to the issue can be expected. 
 
 

Decommissioning Plan Report 

Purpose 
States that the plan may be amended from time to time.   There is no indication as to why such 
changes would be necessary, nor what protocols are to be provided so the community may have 
a voice in these changes.  
 

Financial Assurance of Decommissioning Costs 
The proponent states that they will provide (minimum) $1, 000.00 per MW, per year for a total of 
20 years to be held in escrow for the purposes of decommissioning.  As the project is to total 30 
MW, the sum in the escrow account will be no less than $600, 000.00 ($1, 000.00 * 30 MW * 20 
years). 
 
The proponent has failed to provide the most basic figures to substantiate that $600, 000.00 will 
be sufficient to execute their proposed decommissioning plan.  There is no mention of costs 
associated with upgrading of access roads, heavy equipment rental, man-power, transportation, 
scrap costs, etc…  Without providing these figures to the public, meaningful comments to the 
proponents financial assurance plan cannot be made. 
 
The proponent has proposed a maximum of 14 turbines for the project $600, 000.00/14 turbines 
= $42,857.14 per turbine.  This figure seems grossly underestimated. 
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Abutting Property Impact Assessment Report 
 

Relevant Properties 
 
Four turbines have been expressly mentioned as infringing (less than 140 m) on property lines of 
non-participants.  The proponent has provided “Potential Impact” assessments for each case. 
 
In all cases, the proponent has failed to recognize the potential hazards of ice throw.  Using the 
proponent’s generic turbine figures of 140m hub height and 118m rotor diameter, and applying 
GE’s Ice Shedding and Ice Throw – Risk and Mitigation formula for calculating safe setback, the 
resulting safe setback is 387m (1.5 * 140m + 118m) or 1270 feet.  Due to the proximity of the 
infringed properties, ice throw presents a significant hazard. 
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Bruce Albers 
406 Pitt Road 
Spencerville, ON. 
K0E 1X0 
 
 

November 18, 2011 
 
 
Dear Mr. Albers,  
 
Thank you for your thorough review and comments on the July 29, 2011 South Branch Wind 
Farm Draft Renewable Energy Approval. These comments were received at our office on 
September 28, 2011.  
 
We have taken your comments and incorporated elements of your feedback and suggestions for 
improvement into the latest version of the report titled South Branch Wind Farm Draft Renewable 
Energy Approval V2.2, November 4, 2011.  
 
We have also summarized our responses to your comments below. The responses are structured 
according to the headings in your document titled “Response to „South Branch Draft REA, July 29 
2011‟”. 
 
 
Project Description Report 
 
Thank you for your comments on this report. It was announced at the September 28th Open 
House that additional meetings would be held within both municipalities.  
 
These upcoming meetings have been advertised in the Prescott Journal, the Kemptville Advance 
and the Morrisburg Leader. We hope that the postings in these publications are to your 
satisfaction. We welcome any further feedback on this matter.   
 
 
PUBLIC CONSULTATION 
 
Section 16 (1) 
 
We have recently published the dates of two upcoming open houses in the Township of 
Edwardsburgh/Cardinal. 
 
Open Houses 
 
Open houses are one of the common methods used to present information to the public for 
development projects from both public and private entities. Prowind believes the format of the 

226 ½ James St. N., Unit A 
Hamilton, ON        L8R 2L3 
Phone:  905.258.1747 
Fax: 866.203.6516 
Email:  info@prowind.ca 
Web: www.prowind.ca 
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open houses provides best access to Prowind staff and project information. This allows one on 
one discussions and direct and personalized answers to any individual concerns and questions. 
The information posters present all the project information in writing for those attendees without 
specific questions. Further this format allows local residents to attend the meeting at any time 
during the open house hours, to accommodate individual schedules as best as possible.  
 
The availability of Prowind staff at our September meeting was adequate to address all open 
house attendees. Prowind staff recall your attendance at the open house, but upon several 
inquiries, you did not wish to engage Prowind staff with questions or concerns about the project.  
 
The information provided on the posters, as well as by Prowind staff, was accurate to the best of 
our knowledge.  
 
With respect to your comment regarding „doctored photographs‟ we have made an assumption 
that this refers to the photographs of the local area with simulated turbines added into them. We 
would like to address any potential inference that these images are intentionally inaccurate or 
misleading. These images are provided at the open houses in order to give the public accurate 
visual representations of the proposed turbine dimensions and locations. This element of open 
houses is frequently requested, and once turbine coordinates are known it is standard practice at 
Prowind to produce such images. They are created with sophisticated software that uses inputs 
of geographical turbine and photo coordinates, photo focal length, photo date, photo time, site 
elevation data, height of camera above ground, direction of photo, vertical tilt angle of photo, 
horizontal tilt angle of photo, and geo-referenced control points to ensure that turbines appear to 
proper scale and in proper locations.  We note that at the open house held on Sept 29th, 2011 you 
made a positive comment to Prowind staff about a photo taken from the intersection of 
Henderson Rd and Coons Rd. If you have any further questions or comments on these images, 
we would be happy to discuss further. 
  
 
Dissemination of Draft REA Documents 
 
Draft REA documents that are available in hard copy at the municipal offices can be copied if 
desired. Additionally, if an additional individual copy of the report is required, Prowind is happy to 
provide one upon request. 
 
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION REPORT 
 
Project Application 
 
This has been updated in the revised report. The developer is based in Hamilton, Ontario. The 
headquarters recently relocated from Kemptville to Hamilton and this change has now been 
updated in all of our reports.  
 
Turbines 
 
The adoption of maximum dimensions for the purpose of the REA and public comments allows 
the reviewers to consider the impacts of turbines at this maximum dimension.  A reduction in 
dimensions (either blades, tower height or both) would reduce the impacts to surrounding 
features.   
 
Bird Species 
 
This report is still relevant as the statistics have not changed in any meaningful way.  A recent 
report was released in December 2010 entitled “What birders think of wind energy” 
(http://naturecanada.ca/pdf/Ontario%20Birds_birders_on_wind_energy.pdf). Within this report are 
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results of bird mortality rates from wind farms across Canada and the United States.  Within 
Canada results are presented from over a dozen wind farms. The average of these results is a 
mortality rating of 1.5 birds/turbine/year, which is lower than the original report referenced in the 
REA.  
  
Wolfe Island, although geographically the closest wind farm to the proposed South Branch Wind 
Farm, is not an appropriate comparison. The Wolfe Island Wind Farm is located along a 
shoreline, within an Important Bird Area and a known bird migration corridor. Field studies at the 
South Branch Wind Farm and a general understanding of bird movements have demonstrated 
that this site is not in close proximity to any bird or bat migration corridors and will therefore have 
a much lower impact on bird populations than that at Wolfe Island. 
 
 
PRE-CONSTRUCTION AVIAN SURVEYS AND RISK ASSESSMENT 
 
Project Scope 
 
This has been updated in the revised version. There may be references within reports prepared 
by third-party consultants that reference a 15-turbine layout.  These reports were prepared before 
the removal of Turbine #14 from the project scope.  The identifier and position of the remaining 
14 turbines has not changed and so these reports are considered valid. 
 
Spring Migration Survey 
 
This has been updated in the revised version of the Natural Heritage Assessment Report.  Tables 
4, 5, 11, and 13 provide the name of investigators who have completed each element of the field 
work.  Appendix H of the Natural Heritage Assessment Report now provides credentials for each 
of the field staff engaged in this project. 
 
Spring Migration 
 
The Barn Swallow and Eastern Meadowlark have only recently been listed with COSEWIC, after 
this report was written. They have been addressed with the MNR in a confidential report that must 
remain as such for sensitivity reasons. Species at Risk are not within the scope of the REA.  
  
The Great Blue Heron, Horned Lark and Vesper Sparrow are listed with COSEWIC in the 
province of British Columbia only. All three are subspecies that are only found in the BC region 
and are not listed with COSSARO and are not a concern at the South Branch Wind Farm. 
 
 
POST-CONSTRUCTION ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS MONITORING PLAN: BIRDS AND BATS 
 
Carcass Searching Protocol 
 
The Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR) has provided guidelines for bird and bat post-
construction monitoring that was published after a thorough stakeholder review process, including 
public review. These MNR guidelines were used to construct the above noted document for the 
South Branch Wind Farm. MNR has reviewed the plan proposed for the South Branch Wind Farm 
and has provided comments which have been incorporated into the revised version of the report. 
It is the opinion of the MNR that this project can be considered one project area and follow the 
guideline recommendations to survey a subsample of the 14 turbines.   
 
If you have comments on the Ministry of Natural Resources post-construction monitoring protocol, 
please direct your comments to: 
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Josh Annett, Program Officer 
Ministry of Natural Resources - Policy Division, Renewable Energy Program 
300 Water Street, Floor 5, Robinson Place South Tower 
Peterborough Ontario    K9J 8M5  
Phone: (705) 755-1224  
Fax: (705) 755-1206 
 
 
DESIGN AND OPERATIONS REPORT 
 
Specifications 
 
Reviewers are invited to make specific comments on the potential impacts of the maximum 
turbine dimensions that are presented in the report.  It is expected that a reduction in dimension 
will reduce the potential effects on the surrounding environment. 
 
Significant Natural Heritage Features 
 
Due to the location and placement of the turbines within agricultural land, ice throw poses no 
measurable risk to natural heritage features found with the South Branch Wind Farm project area. 
Operation risks to natural heritage features are as stated in the report.  
 
Ice Accumulation 
 
This section has been updated to more specifically address ice throw and expand on full 
mitigation of risk. 
 
Noise Complaint Monitoring 
 
The MOE has recently published a document titled „Compliance Protocol for Wind Turbine Noise‟. 
Our report has been updated to refer to this document in the handling of any potential noise 
complaints.  
 
The suggested fifth contingency is a subset of contingency measure 3 already presented in the 
report.  
 
Radio Communication, Radar, and Seismo-Acoustic Complaints Monitoring 
 
This report section does not include any references to noise issues. We note that the comment is 
identical to the previous comment and presume that this is unintentional. If/when clarified, we 
would be happy to respond. 
 
Shadow Flicker 
 
A shadow flicker analysis is not part of the scope of the REA process. However, turbine setbacks 
for the proposed South Branch Wind Farm are sufficiently large to mitigate shadow flicker at any 
non-participating residences. 
 
At the reported maximum rotor speed of 20 RPM, shadow flicker frequency from a turbine is 
limited to 1 Hz, well below the 3 Hz threshold cited in reference 12 as being associated with the 
low end of triggering epileptic seizures. 
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NOISE ASSESSMENT REPORT 
 
Project Details 
 
As indicated in the Design & Operations Report, (footnote page 4), there may be references 
within reports prepared by third-party consultants that reference a 15-turbine layout.  These 
reports were prepared before the removal of Turbine #14 from the project scope.  The identifier 
and position of the remaining 14 turbines has not changed and so these reports are considered 
valid since the potential impact will not be greater than what is presented in these reports. 
 
A subsequent version of the noise report will be completed and released once a turbine make 
and model has been selected.  
 
Step-Up Transformer 
 
Section 35 of O. Reg 359/09 provides the basis for the exclusion of the transformer from the 
noise assessment.  
 
Generic Wind Turbine 
 
A statement addressing tonality will be added to the noise report before submission to the MOE.  
Prowind is not aware of any modern wind turbines that would be subject to a noise penalty for 
tonality under MOE regulations. 
 
Noise Level Summary Tables 
 
The use of UTM coordinates is a requirement of the MOE Noise Guidelines for Wind Farms (Oct 
2008). This coordinate system is commonly used on Global Positioning System (GPS) devices 
and on web-based mapping tools such as Google Earth. Should either of these avenues be 
unavailable or impractical for obtaining receptor specific results from the Noise Assessment 
Report, Prowind would be happy to assist with this process. 
 
In addition, our site plan mapping will be updated to reflect consistent labeling with the Noise 
Assessment Report.   
 
 
CONSTRUCTION PLAN REPORT 
 
Construction And Installation Activities 
 
The presented construction schedule reflects a worst-case scenario and the remaining portion of 
the sentence reads “with activities producing high levels of noise ending at 21:00.” Additional 
wording has been added to this section of the report to clarify that a much more likely scenario is 
that construction activities will be carried out 6 days per week between the hours of 7:00 – 17:00, 
reflecting a 60 hour week, which many contractors use during wind farm construction.  
 
Further, following the proposed construction schedule is a sentence that reads “There is no noise 
bylaw in the area where the project is located and therefore construction times may be adjusted 
based on feedback and consultation with the local community.”   
 
Your objection to the proposed worst-case construction schedule has been noted. Consultation 
on this matter is ongoing and will continue up to the construction start date.  
 
 
 
 

61



 6 

Transport of Turbine Components 
 
The routes taken by turbine component delivery trucks is determined via special municipal 
permitting for hauling oversized cargo and is not part of the scope of the REA.  
 
Other contractors such as concrete suppliers are governed by load restrictions when selecting 
their preferred route to the project location. That being said, Prowind is open to consultation on 
preferred routes to be taken by contractors using public roadways. 
 
Operations And Maintenance Building Construction 
 
The presented construction schedule reflects a worst-case scenario and the remaining portion of 
the sentence reads “with activities producing high levels of noise ending at 21:00.” Additional 
wording has been added to this section of the report to clarify that a much more likely scenario is 
that construction activities will be carried out 6 days per week between the hours of 8:00 – 18:00, 
reflecting a 60 hour week, which many contractors use during wind farm construction.  
 
Further, following the proposed construction schedule is a sentence that reads “There is no noise 
bylaw in the area where the project is located and therefore construction times may be adjusted 
based on feedback and consultation with the local community.”   
 
Your objection to the proposed worst-case construction schedule has been noted. Consultation 
on this matter is ongoing and will continue up to the construction start date.  
 
Schedule 
 
The presented construction schedule reflects a worst-case scenario. Additional wording has been 
added to this section of the report to clarify that a much more likely scenario is that construction 
activities will be carried out 6 days per week between the hours of 7:00 – 17:00, reflecting a 60 
hour week, which many contractors use during wind farm construction.  
 
The references in previous sections to community consultation are still applicable. 
 
Your objection to the proposed worst-case construction schedule has been noted. Consultation 
on this matter is ongoing and will continue up to the construction start date.  
 
Mitigation (construction noise) 
 
The presented construction schedule reflects a worst-case scenario and the remaining portion of 
the sentence reads “with activities producing high levels of noise ending at 21:00.” Additional 
wording has been added to this section of the report to clarify that a much more likely scenario is 
that construction activities will be carried out 6 days per week between the hours of 7:00 – 17:00, 
reflecting a 60 hour week, which many contractors use during wind farm construction.  
 
Further, following the proposed construction schedule is a sentence that reads “There is no noise 
bylaw in the area where the project is located and therefore construction times may be adjusted 
based on feedback and consultation with the local community.”   
 
Your objection to the proposed worst-case construction schedule has been noted. Consultation 
on this matter is ongoing and will continue up to the construction start date.  
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DECOMMISSIONING PLAN REPORT 
 
Purpose 
 
Due to the plan being prepared 20 or more years in advance of being acted upon, it may be 
necessary to amend in the future. Any changes will be governed by the conditions of REA 
approval in place at that time.  
 
 
Financial Assurance of Decommissioning Costs 
 
A detailed financial analysis is beyond the scope of the REA. The numbers presented are a 
minimum case and do not account for the increasing scrap value of tonnes of steel and copper 
contained within the turbine components. The proponent remains liable for the full 
decommissioning costs of the project.  
 
 
ABUTTING PROPERTY IMPACT ASSESSMENT REPORT 
 
Relevant Properties 
 
A reference to ice throw will be added to the next version of the Abutting Property Impact 
Assessment Report in a consistent manner as the information contained in the Design and 
Operations Report. The impacts at each of the four turbines outlined in the report will remain the 
same. The land surrounding these turbines up to a distance of 387 m is primarily agricultural, with 
a small amount of woodland at Turbine 13. Impacts and mitigation for agricultural land is currently 
outlined in the report and ice throw would not create any additional impacts to this land once 
mitigation factors are considered.  
 
 
Thank you again for the time taken to review this document and provide us with your feedback. 
 
Please do not hesitate to contact us if you have any additional comments. We would like to 
extend an invitation to meet with you in person should that be of interest. Please advise us if this 
is a suitable option. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
The Prowind Team 
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Foreword 

Our intention is to review the proposal for an industrial-scale wind power generation project in 
the “South Branch” area of Ontario, which encompasses an area in the Township of South 
Dundas and the Township of Edwardsburgh-Cardinal, to ensure that the proposal adheres to 
principles and regulations set out in the Green Energy and Green Economy Act (2009) and, 
more broadly, that there are no environmental impacts on human inhabitants of this area, or on 
wildlife. 

Every reasonable attempt has been made to ensure accuracy in the comments made, and to 
provide the best resources and references to support the comments. 

No financial compensation has been offered or received to conduct the analysis of the 
Renewable Energy Application (REA). 

 

Jane Wilson, RN, B.A. 

2188 Carsonby Road West, RR 3 

North Gower, Ontario 

September 23rd, 2011 
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INTRODUCTION 

In Ontario, a Renewable Energy Application is required to “describe any negative 
environmental effect on public health and safety” according to O. Reg. 359/09. 1 

Our prime concerns are the potential for harm to wildlife in the environment, particularly avian 
wildlife such as songbirds, waterfowl, and raptors, and for harm to humans who will live 
nearby the industrial power generation project with its industrial wind turbines and 
transformer equipment which do produce environmental noise. 

Despite Ontario regulations aimed at protecting the environment and assuring human safety, 
the number of reports of problems is increasing daily, stemming from the experiences of 
communities in Ontario already—this is the source of our concerns. 

We refer to a letter from Marcia Wallace, Director, Ministry of the Environment, Environmental 
Programs Division to us, dated March 24, 2011, in which she states, “The MOE is committed to 
ensuring that its rules regarding wind farms continue to reflect current science, as is the case 
with all other environmental standards set by the MOE. Accordingly, the MOE has hired an 
independent consultant to develop a procedure which will enhance the MOE’s ability to ensure 
operating wind farms comply with provincial requirements. The MOE has also sought expert 
advice from an independent consultant to review low frequency noise impacts from wind 
turbines, and to develop recommendations to the MOE regarding low frequency noise.”2 

This, coming in 2011, seems a little late as industrial wind turbine projects have been operating 
in the province since 2006. Should there not have been noise measurement protocols in place? 
How can Prowind guarantee compliance when in fact no methodology exists? 

In fact, in April of 2011, Mayor Don McIver of the Township of Amaranth, where dozens of 
industrial wind turbines have been operating for a period of years, wrote to the Minister of the 
Environment, John Wilkinson, to reiterate points from a personal meeting with the Minister as 
regards the situation in his township. “Amaranth Council at the start of the Environmental 
Assessment process for a wind turbine farm many years ago formally requested by motion to 
your ministry that human and animal health baseline studies and real estate baseline studies be 
included in the Environmental  Assessment Process. The need for these studies was rejected. … 
There is no question that the impact of wind turbines and the transformer that connects this 
power to the grid have negatively affected the health and wealth of neighbouring residents. The 
Council of the Township of Amaranth is opposed to any further wind turbines projects until the 
negative impacts of the current wind farm are corrected.”3 

As a result our concerns are: 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
1	  Renewable	  energy	  approvals	  draft	  document	  posted	  on	  the	  Environmental	  Registry	  March	  1,	  2010,	  Technical	  
Bulletin	  One,	  Guidance	  for	  preparing	  the	  Project	  Description	  Report	  as	  part	  of	  an	  application	  under	  O.	  Reg.	  359/09.	  
2	  Private	  correspondence,	  Marcia	  Wallace,	  March	  24,	  2011,	  Ministry	  reference	  no.	  ENV1283MC-‐2011-‐288.	  
3	  McIver,	  Don,	  Mayor	  Township	  of	  Amaranth,	  correspondence	  April	  5,	  2011.	  See	  Appendix	  “A”.	  
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• That current regulations are not adequate to protect human health, and that neither 
industry nor the government possess the capacity in terms of methodology, to measure 
noise as perceived by humans from industrial wind turbine projects. It is a fact that the 
current setbacks of 550 metres in Ontario are based on modeling exercises and not real 
human experiences 

• Residents of the projects referred to by Mayor Don McIver in Amaranth and next-door 
Melancthon have been experiencing problems and as wind power developers recognize 
the effect, have been buying out homeowners and subjecting them to “gag” orders with 
a non-disclosure clause in the agreements. This is now the subject of legal action in 
Ontario, as it is being questioned as to whether such non-disclosure clauses are in the 
public interest.4  

Surely this is evidence of an environmental problem connected to existing industrial wind 
power generation projects. 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
4	  Ontario	  Superior	  Court	  Case	  No	  CV11-‐434766.	  Shawn	  Drennan	  and	  Trisha	  Drennan	  v.	  Suncor	  Energy	  Inc.	  et	  al.	  
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DETAILED COMMENTS 

1. Comment: Format of the Renewable Energy Application prepared by Prowind Canada 
Inc. 

The Green Energy and Green Economy Act (2009) makes clear the government’s intent that 
communities should be involved in the development process. See below:  

Minister’s directions 

   (2)  Where the Minister has issued a direction under subsection (1), the Minister may issue, 
and the OPA shall follow in preparing its feed-in tariff program, directions that set out the goals 
to be achieved during the period to be covered by the program, including goals relating to, 

  (a)  the participation by aboriginal peoples in the development and establishment of renewable 
energy projects; and 

  (b)  the involvement of members of the local community in the development and 
establishment of renewable energy projects.5 

While Prowind has followed the letter of the regulations as regards the Renewable Energy 
Application process, in fact several actions have in our view limited the community’s ability to 
access information on the project. For example: 

-the announcement of the final meeting in the REA process (scheduled for September 29th, 2011) 
was placed in the Morrisburg newspaper, which is available by subscription only. In fact, 
Morrisburg is a good 20 km away from residents who will be affected by the South Branch 
project. If the company had earnestly wanted to inform the community in which the project will 
be located, Prowind had a choice of several publications including the EMC Kemptville, The 
Manotick Messenger Manotick-Winchester edition, The Advance (Kemptville), The Winchester 
Press, or the Prescott Journal, all of which are considered “local” papers by the community. In 
our view this represents a breach of the requirements under the regulations; given the amunt of 
time Prowind is supposed to have spent working in the community, it would seem likely it 
would have had a better idea what the local newspapers are. 

-an earlier draft version of the REA document was given to the offices of both townships and 
accessible to council and staff by a password-protected FTP process. As the document runs to 
800 plus pages, this was not accessible to most members of council or staff. We question too, 
why this document was available only to the townships at this point, when “public” 
availability, i.e., “public stakeholders”should have included all members of the community, i.e., 
municipalities and citizens. There is no provision in the REA process for an early release of the 
document to the municipalities. 

-again, at a print length of several hundred pages and a total of 35 megabytes, the files available 
at the township offices (not to be removed from the offices) and on Prowind Canada Inc.’s 
website cannot be described as accessible and fostering community involvement in this process. 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
5	  http://www.ontla.on.ca/web/bills/bills_detail.do?locale=en&BillID=2145	  
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Many of the residents in the area do not have Internet access at all or if they do, it is via dial-up 
access, which would not accommodate viewing of such large files. 

2. Comments related to effects on human health and serious irreversible harm to plant and 
animal life and the environment 

From the Green Energy and Green Economy Act, the following are causes for a hearing to be called 
to review a Certificate of Approval, so we will base our comments on whether Prowind’s 
Renewable Energy Application contains areas where this could be questioned. In specific: 

(2)  The Tribunal shall review the decision of the Director and shall consider only whether 
engaging in the renewable energy project in accordance with the renewable energy approval will 
cause, 

  (a)  serious harm to human health; or 

  (b)  serious and irreversible harm to plant life, animal life or the natural environment. 

Potential for harm to human health 

As mentioned in the Introduction, real-life experience in the Province of Ontario, the United 
States of America, and indeed around the world, indicate that there are effects on human health 
due to environmental noise, which would include the noise and low frequency noise produced 
by industrial wind turbines. 

A representative of Prowind Canada Inc. Appearing on a Rogers TV information program was 
asked by journalist Mark Sutcliffe whether wind turbines produce noise. “Of course they do,” 
he said. “They’re power plants.”6 

The World Health Organization has documented environmental noise as a negative factor on 
human health; this would include the noise produced by industrial wind turbines.7 
Environmental noise can cause cardiovascular problems, sleep disturbance and tinnitus, among 
other health effects. 

We are aware that Prowind Canada has followed the regulations in the Green Energy Act with 
regards to setbacks etc., but wish to state at this time that evidence is mounting that the current 
setback of 550 meters in Ontario between an industrial wind turbine and a “noise receptor” i.e., 
a dwelling in which people live, is not adequate.  

Ministry of the Environment documents obtained through a Freedom of Information request 
confirm that current guidelines in Ontario for industrial wind turbines will result in negative 
health effects. In one internal memorandum, a senior staff member said: “It appears compliance 
with the minimum setbacks and the noise study approach currently being used to approve 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
6	  “Talk	  Ottawa”,	  Rogers	  TV	  Ottawa,	  April	  22,	  2010.	  
7	  World	  Health	  Organization,2011.	  Burden	  of	  disease	  from	  environmental	  noise.	  Available	  at	  
http://www.euro.who.int/__data/assets/pdf_file/0008/136466/e94888.pdf	  
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siting of WTGs will result or likely result in adverse effects contrary to subsection 14(1) of the 
EPA.”8 (Our emphasis.) 

Dr. Alec Salt, an otolaryngology specialist with the University of Washington, speaking at the 
First International Symposium on the Global Wind Industry and Health Effects (October 2010) 
said that a setback of two kilometers is appropriate, based on current research.9 

3.Comment: pre-construction bird study section of the REA 

We consulted a document prepared for the National Wind Coordinating Collaborative in the 
United States, published June 2011, entitled Comprehensive Guide to Studying Wind 
Energy/Wildlife Interactions. Funded by the U.S. Wind and Water Power Program of the 
U.S.Department of Energy, the 281-page document represents a guide to the best practices in 
methodology in assessing the impact of industrial wind power generation projects on the 
environment and wildlife in particular.  

The document assumes that wind power generation developers wish to avoid any negative 
impact and provides resources to: 

• Assess the suitability of a proposed wind turbine site 
• Assess the potential effects on species of concern 
• Evaluate the actual effects of implementation of wind energy technology and 
• Evaluate the effectiveness of measures taken to avoid, minimize or offset significant 

adverse impacts and risk reduction management actions to reduce future impacts. 

The methodology cited in the document is based on “generally agreed-upon and scientifically 
appropriate methods and metrics” which would “help to enhance the credibility and 
comparability of study results, including the results of studies conducted at different sites with 
different study objectives.” 

The fact is, industrial wind turbine projects do kill birds. According to the Comprehensive 
Guide, research prior to the mid-1990s in North America and Europe of wind power-bird 
interactions documented deaths of songbirds and waterbirds. Research at Tarifa, Spain, 
identified a high rate of fatalities for the griffon vulture. The early studies also found that bats 
were killed at wind power facilities.10 

Passerines are most at risk and make up the majority of avian fatalities, while members of other 
species such as raptors are also at great risk.11 

While research efforts focus on the potential for fatality for birds and bats, the loss of habitat 
due to turbine pads and access roads is also an important negative impact produced by 
industrial wind turbine projects. 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
8	  Ontario	  Ministry	  of	  the	  Environment	  memorandum,	  April	  9,	  2010,	  cited	  in	  Krogh	  C	  and	  Horner	  B,	  A	  summary	  of	  
new	  evidence:	  adverse	  health	  effects	  and	  industrial	  wind	  turbines.	  August	  2011.	  
9	  Notes	  from	  the	  symposium	  taken	  by	  the	  author.	  
10	  National	  Wind	  Coordinating	  Collaborative,	  June	  2011,	  page	  5.	  
11	  Ibid,	  page	  11.	  
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According to the National Wind Coordinating Collaborative, the following steps are necessary 
for an appropriate and accurate assessment of at-risk avian populations in the area of a 
proposed industrial wind power generation project. 

-Point counts are conducted along roads for early risk assessment, before the industrial wind 
power generation developer has signed leases with landowners and rranged for access to 
private property. 

-Data collected during passerine point-count surveys should include: time, species, number, 
estimated distance from the observer, activity, habitat, flight direction and estimated flight 
height. 

-For appropriate data analysis and relevance to the proposed industrial power generation 
project, the above data should be categorized to correspond to the height below, above, and 
within the space occupied by the turbine blades in the proposed development. 

-Weather data—temperature, wind speed and directions, cloud cover and precipitation—
should also be recorded for each observation session. 

-Baseline estimates of birds should be made using data for one year including one breeding 
season and one fall migration and one spring migration. This data needs to be combined with 
existing bird survey data to determine whether the survey year was an average, low, or high 
use period.12 

Where raptor populations are a concern—fall counts should begin as early as August and 
continue through to December, and spring counts typically begin in February and continue into 
June, depending on the location. Counts should be done at the rate of two to three days per 
week, and more than one year of data may be required, according to the National Wind 
Coordinating Collaborative.13 

On reviewing the Prowind REA information on the pre-construction avian surveys, it would 
seem that the time spent on bird counts follows established protocols for counting birds, but not 
necessarily with preventing collisions with industrial wind turbines in mind. In specific: 

-the spring migration period count was four hours on ten days over a seven-week period, with 
an 11-day gap at the beginning. 

-the breeding season survey was conducted on just three days; this data does not include any 
information of the height at which birds were observed flying relative to the turbine blade 
sweep, yet this is exactly the type of activity which can result in collision and avian death. 

-the fall migration survey was again, as for the spring migration, four hours on ten days. 

-the survey period was over a single year 

Species-specific data in the Prowind survey indicated that the following species of birds were 
observed flying at heights that would put them at risk for collision with the rotor blades: 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
12	  Ibid,	  page	  43.	  
13	  Ibid,	  page	  45.	  
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Canada Goose 

Great Blue Heron 

Turkey Vulture 

Osprey 

Broad-winged Hawk 

Red-tailed Hawk 

Accipiter 

Red-billed Gull 

Common Crow 

American Crow 

Horned Lark 

Barnswallow 

Pipit 

And House Finch 

The presence of the Bobolink was noted and is a concern as it is an endangered species and 
under protection by the Ontario Endangered Species Act. It is not mentioned in the Prowind REA 
whether the company intends to apply for an exemption. 

The mention of raptor counts for the fall migration period at Port Stanley and Holiday Beach 
(Section 5.4.1) is specious and perhaps manipulative: of course the raptor counts will not figure 
as high for South Branch as in what is an Important Bird Area or IBA (but where, as an aside, 
industrial wind turbine projects are being proposed anyway) but to then follow with the 
statement –“Numbers are not strictly comparable, as observation hours on each day have not 
been standardized” –begs the question as to why it is mentioned at all, except to minimize any 
apparent effect on the South Branch raptor population by making it seem so small as to be 
inconsequential. In fact, any effect on any raptor population would have an effect on the 
environment, and have far-reaching consequences for agricultural activities. 
 
4.Comment: bat studies 
 
In our view, the same comment applies as for avian studies: there was not enough time allotted 
for the survey of bat populations; it could be stated that the choice of the time of day for the bat 
studies was not designed to observe as many bats as possible, but rather, as few as possible. 
Prowind relies on its choice of research that says not much is known about bat-industrial wind 
turbine interactions. 
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According to the U.S. National Wind Coordinating Collaborative, “estimation of fatalities will 
require a minimum of one year, and two or more years of post-construction monitoring when 
little is known about fatality rates in a particular landscape.”14 
 
As for both birds and bats, Prowind plans to report on fatalities on a per MW basis, when the 
Comprehensive Guide—which has its goal to minimize fatalities, not just meet the letter of 
obviously flawed regulations—recommends that the more accurate approach would be to 
report as fatalities per rotor swept hour. 15 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
14	  Ibid,	  page	  93.	  
15	  Ibid,	  page	  93.	  
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5.Comment:Turbine specifications report 
 
Prowind has stated that it has provided information to “Aboriginal, public and policy 
stakeholders” prior to submitting the REA. 
Which Aboriginal communities were consulted? There are various land claims that are related 
to the South Branch area, both specific and comprehensive. It is key to identify which First 
Nation(s) were consulted and what attempt if any was made to communicate to non-affiliated 
First Nations people. 
 
It is puzzling that at this late stage of the Renewable Energy Application process, Prowind is not 
able to stipulate its choice of turbines, nor, therefore, the exact number of turbines to be erected, 
if the project receives approval from the Ministry of the Environment. 
 
This lack of information affects the ability of community stakeholders to properly assess 
impacts from the industrial wind power generation project. Although the text says the turbines 
might be “smaller” it would seem appropriate for the community to know the choice now. 
 
6.Comment:Noise Assessment 
 
Again, as evidence mounts that a 40dB limit for noise is not protective of human health, our 
comment is that in a project with multiple turbines installed, there will likely be negative effects 
on people from the environmental noise and vibration or infrasound, from the industrial wind 
turbines. 
 
And again, it is troubling that the exact equipment to be used is not described or named, even at 
this late stage. 
 
Other comments: 
Section 4.2 "Step-Up Transformer" states, "A step-up	  transformer with an approximate capacity 
of 35 MVA will be included with this project. Voltage levels will be 27.6 kV on the low side, and 
44.0 kV on the high side. Since this transformer is rated below 55 kV, it will not be included in 
the analysis." 
 
Why is the transformer excluded? The MOE Noise Guidelines for Wind Farms (October 2008) 
states: 
 
“6.2.4 Transformer Substation 
The acoustic emissions of each transformer unit must be specified by the manufacturer and 
conform to the standard ANSI/IEEE C57.12.90, Reference [7]. In cases where the specific 
information is not available in the early stages of planning the proposed Wind Farm, as 
described in the introduction to Section 6, proponents must submit a maximum rated value of 
the transformer acoustic emissions. 
The requirements do not apply to the small transformer units attached to each wind turbine. 
These small transformers are insignificant noise sources and, therefore, their contributions do 
not require assessment. 
The acoustic emissions data must be used in the noise impact assessment at each receptor. 
 
6.2.5 Noise Sources and Locations 
All wind turbine units and Transformer Substations must be assigned a unique source 
identification and must be listed along with their Universal Transverse Mercator (UTM) 
coordinates in a table in the report. The table should be provided in electronic form along with 
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the report.” 
	  
Our comment: A 35 MVA transformer is not the same as the small 2 to 3-MW step-up 
transformer associated with each turbine. 
 
A 35 MVA transformer is not a large one, and likely it will be possible to locate it so that it does 
not result in any receptor exceeding the MOE guidelines, but it is required to be identified 
under the MOE Guidelines. 
 
In spite of the non-specific information in other locations, the turbine specified are the largest 
proposed for Ontario to date, with a hub height of 140 m and a rotor diameter of up to 116 m, so 
the tip height will be in the order of 198 metres (650 feet) above grade.  
 
According to the layout maps, a number of turbines will be very close to the lot lines of the non-
participating neighbours, certainly within the 1.5 x (rotor hub beight + rotor diameter) 
recommended by GE for an ice throw buffer.  
 
This was argued for by the Appellant at the Environmental Review Tribunal (ERT) for the  Kent 
Breeze wind farm, and the developer did actually add additional adjacent lots. Based on the 
Kent Breeze ERT, Prowind should express an acknowledgement of risk.  
 
In short, the concerns are: 
1) the lack of data for the transformer noise output and location 
2) the assumption of the turbine sound power level, and 
3) the close proximity of the turbines to the lot lines. They are within MOE rules as currently 
stated, but outside what was eventually done for Kent Breezes in order to provide for ice and 
blade throw protection. 
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7.Comment: Emergency Preparedness 
 
This report is simply a boilerplate (proprietary) document from GE and has no spite-specific 
data. For example, in sections 3.0 and 4.0 of the Appendix, where it is noted to “insert” a list of 
chemicals, there is no actual list, merely the instruction to do so. 
 
This is merely the outline for a proper working plan, not a plan. 
 
According to industry literature, there is a significant risk from lightning strikes and fires 
caused by other means. In a recent article in North American Clean Energy, Scott Starr says that 
property damage to a single industrial wind turbine and the fire that spreads to nearby areas 
has ranged from $750,000 to $6 million. “Aside from the imminent hazards of a burning turbine, 
there is also the risk of sparks, embers, or debris falling to the ground and setting off a wildfire 
… Technical equipment and combustible material are concentrated in the nacelle and, once a 
fire starts in a turbine, it can be fuelled by up to 200 gallons of hydraulic fluid and lubricants.”16 
 
With all the risks posed by the industrial wind turbines, is not appropriate for the community to 
see evidence that local fire authorities have actually been consulted and that there is a plan of 
action in place, as opposed to an outline for a plan? 
 
8. General comment 
 
The comments noted above are merely those of an interested observer and not the result of a 
technically trained expert in safety, engineering, acoustics or other field associated with 
industrial wind power generation. 
 
The type of reports submitted to meet the requirements of O.Reg 359/09 we suggest are beyond 
the ken of most members of any community. How can the Ontario Government or Prowind 
insist that there is true community involvement when the community is hampered even in its 
understanding of the application, or that to do so, must spend probably thousands of dollars to 
contract for the requisite professional expertise? 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
16	  Starr	  S.	  Taming	  turbine	  fires	  before	  they	  stat:	  it’s	  when,	  not	  if.	  North	  American	  Clean	  Energy,	  May-‐June	  2011,	  
page	  42.	  
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Jane Wilson 
2188 Carsonby Rd. W.  
RR 3 
North Gower, ON 
 

December 2, 2011 
 
 
Hello Ms. Wilson,  
 
 
Thank you for your thorough review and comments on the July 29, 2011 South Branch Wind 
Farm Draft Renewable Energy Approval. These comments were received at our office on 
September 29, 2011.  
 
We have taken your comments and incorporated elements of your feedback and suggestions for 
improvement into the latest version of the report titled South Branch Wind Farm Draft Renewable 
Energy Approval V2.2, November 4, 2011.  
 
We have also summarized our responses to your comments below. The responses are 
structured according to the paragraph numbers in your document titled “Comments On the 
South Branch Draft Renewable Energy Application By Prowind Canada Inc.” 
 
 
1. Comment: Format of the Renewable Energy Application prepared by Prowind Canada Inc. 

Newspaper advertisements 
 
We announced at our previous open house on September 29, 2011 that three additional 
meetings will be held in both Edwardsburgh/Cardinal and South Dundas. All three of these 
meetings were recently (Nov. 9 and 10, 2011) advertised in the Kemptville Advance, Prescott 
Journal and Morrisburg Leader. We hope that the postings in these publications are to your 
satisfaction. We welcome any further feedback on this matter.   
 
As always the notification was directly mailed and/or emailed to local residents and stakeholders 
and posted on our website. 
 
Public availability of Draft REA 
 
The first draft REA was made available to the public on July 31, 2011. Municipal staff are given 
advanced copies of the document for their review and comment as they are a commenting 
agency and are required to provide feedback. We are required to give municipalities the Draft 
REA at least 90 days in advance of the final open house as outlined in Section 18. (3)(b) of O. 

226 ½ James St. N., Unit A 
Hamilton, ON        L8R 2L3 
Phone:  905.258.1747 
Fax: 866.203.6516 
Email:  info@prowind.ca 
Web: www.prowind.ca 
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Reg 350/09. We are required to make the draft documents available to the public 60 days in 
advance of the final public meetings according to section 16. (5) of the above noted regulation. 
 
Availability of REA for review 
 
Draft REA documents that are available in hard copy at the municipal offices can be copied if 
desired. The majority of people do have access to the Internet and the reports are available for 
download from the website 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. If an additional individual copy of the 
report is required due to limited or no Internet access, Prowind is happy to provide the reports 
on CD or paper copies in particular circumstances. To date, no requests for additional copies 
have been received.     
 
2.  Comments related to effects on human health and serious irreversible harm to plant and animal 
life and the environment 
 
Thank you for your comments on this topic. Your comments have been noted and your letter will 
be entered into the public record.  
 
There continues to no peer-reviewed scientific evidence relating health impacts directly to wind 
turbine emissions. The most recent paper to come out on this topic is titled “Health effects and 
wind turbines: A literature review” by Knopper, L. and Ollson, C., 2011. This paper concludes 
that reported health impacts from people living near wind turbines are more closely related to 
their attitude toward wind turbines, than physiological effects. Impacts felt by individuals living 
near turbines are more often health impacts from anxiety and stress from a negative attitude 
toward wind farms than a direct impact from the turbine itself.  
 
“...wind turbine annoyance and some reported health effects (e.g., sleep disturbance) have been statistically 
associated with wind turbine noise especially when found at sound pressure levels greater than 40 db(A), 
but found to be more strongly related to subjective factors like visual impact, attitude to wind turbines in 
general and sensitivity to noise.”  
 
This report references an important study that measured infrasound in homes that were within 
500 m of wind turbines and determines: 
 
“... that results of their study suggest that there should be no adverse public health effects from infrasound 
or low frequency noise at distances greater than 305 meters from the two wind turbine types measured.” 
 
Any new wind farm built in Ontario is required to be below a 40 dbA sound level at nearby 
homes and at least 550 m away.   
 
3. Comment: pre-construction bird study section of the REA 
 
Thank you for your comments and thorough review of the document entitled “Comprehensive 
Guide to Studying Wind Energy/Wildlife Interactions”. 
 
Prowind conducted a variety of avian studies to examine each season of bird usage of the area 
and this process in its entirety was conducted over three years. Bird surveying started in 2008 
and was completed just this past summer in 2011.  
 
We appreciate your comments on habitat loss and we agree with this opinion. Habitat loss is a 
major concern with any new development; we choose to locate our wind farms on agricultural 
land for this very reason. Row crops make very poor habitat for any species and therefore no 
pre-existing wildlife habitat is removed for the construction of the crane pad and access road, 
etc. This project is exclusively located on agricultural land and will not remove any natural 
habitat.  
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Wind turbines are responsible for some degree of bird mortality, but keep in mind - homes, cats, 
barns, vehicles, etc. are also responsible for bird mortality, and to a higher degree. The original 
location of the wind farm was partially chosen for its low impact to the natural environment from 
existing disturbance. Due to its location away from shorelines, bird migration corridors and large 
bodies of water and large woodlands, the bird populations are relatively low. The examples you 
used in your comments may not be appropriate comparisons, as we do not know their 
landscape or location within the bird migration pathways. Wind farms can be damaging to bird 
populations if sited in an area where there are high numbers of birds. Our assessment of the site 
and successful consultation with MNR provides confidence that the South Branch Wind Farm is 
sited appropriately to keep impacts to bird populations at a minimum. 
 
The bird surveys conducted at the project area encompassed more research than the MNR 
currently requires to be carried out for wind farm projects. The MNR has reviewed and approved 
our bird monitoring surveys. The MNR staff are trained and familiar with the local area and 
believe that Prowind has conducted sufficient studies to determine the impact of the wind farm 
on local bird populations.  
  
The Bobolink has only recently been listed as a Species at Risk and is therefore removed from 
the REA process. This is dealt with separately through the MNR per their requirements.  
 
To address your last comment in this section, the Holiday Beach example, although not a direct 
comparison is included in the report to add perspective. It illustrates the difference in bird 
populations between a migration corridor and a non-migration corridor. The number of birds 
observed at the South Branch Wind Farm may seem high unless compared with an area that is a 
thoroughfare for migrating birds. It was not meant to be specious, but included for reference 
purposes.  
 
4. Comment: bat studies 
 
Prowind conducted a radar bat monitoring program at multiple locations across Southern and 
Eastern Ontario that looked at bat movements across the province. This was approved and 
encouraged by the MNR to gain additional information on province wide bat activity.  
 
Currently, there are fewer pre-construction bat monitoring requirements than three years ago 
when the bat monitoring was undertaken, so Prowind has completed an extensive bat 
monitoring program for research purposes only. 
 
The bat monitoring was conducted during the fall migration period and monitored all night, from 
dusk until dawn. This is when bats are most active and when the highest results would be 
observed. Results from this site indicated low diversity and abundance of bats in this area.  
 
As you suggested, and per MNR requirements, three years of post-construction bird and bat 
monitoring at the South Branch Wind Farm will be conducted to quantify impacts of the turbines 
on bird and bat species. If a threshold of bird and/or bat deaths is recorded, mitigation 
measures will be initiated which may include, feathering the blades, slowing the blades or 
turning off the turbines during the hours of highest activity.  
 
5. Comment: Turbine specifications report 
 
First Nations Consultation 
 
Consultation with First Nations is an important part of the REA process and one that we have 
not overlooked.  
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The First Nations communities consulted were those identified by the Ministry of the 
Environment. At the beginning of the REA process, a draft Project Description Report and map 
of the project area is submitted to the MOE. The MOE compiles a list of First Nations 
communities with treaty rights and land claims in the area of the proposed project.  
 
For this project Prowind has communicated with: 

• Mohawks of the Akwesasne 
• Métis Nation of Ontario 
• Alderville First Nation 
• Algonquins of Ontario 

 
This is all outlined in the Consultation Report that will be published once it is complete and MOE 
has reviewed and confirmed completeness. By its nature, the Consultation Report is a dynamic 
and evolving document. 
 
Turbine Model  
 
We believe the late turbine choice will be beneficial to the community as we will be able to 
consider the latest technology that becomes available. This allows us to consider turbines that 
are of smaller dimensions, quieter sound and fewer in number.  
 
Our decision to approve a large, generic turbine was approved by the MOE. We must submit an 
updated noise report when a turbine model has been chosen. 
 
6. Comment: Noise Assessment 
 
Transformer Substation 
 
A transformer substation is defined in the O. Reg 359/09 as: 
 
“transformer substation” means a transformer substation capable of operating at a nominal 
voltage of 50 kV or more.   
 
The transformer on site at the South Branch Wind Farm project will be 27.6 kV to 44.0 kV. This is 
below the threshold for identifying as a transformer substation as defined above and is therefore 
not applicable to noise assessment or further discussion in the REA.  
 
Regardless, Prowind has identified the location of the substation on all maps of the project 
layout. It will be setback approximately 335 m from the road and approximately 420 m from the 
nearest home.  
 
Adjacent properties 
 
Where properties are within 140 m of a turbine, risks have been addressed in the Abutting 
Property Assessment Report. The land within 140 m of these turbines is primarily row crops and 
a small amount of woodland at turbine 13. The impacts will be low as only cropland will be in the 
vicinity and at a time when the land is unused (winter). 
 
With respect to addressing ice throw in the REA, we have expanded on mitigation options in the 
Design and Operations Report.  
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Assumption of turbine sound 
 
The assumptions for turbine sound and power level were chosen at a very conservative level. 
The decision to use a high sound power level meant that we have more options for turbine 
model selection. It also means that the sound power level of the turbine that is chosen will likely 
be lower than what was modeled.  
 
7. Comment: Emergency Preparedness 
 
Emergency plans are prepared by the Operations and Maintenance contractor, which is most 
commonly the turbine manufacturer for the first years of operation. Additionally, the Emergency 
Plan is prepared in consultation with local emergency services after the project has been 
approved. We provided a sample template to inform you of what is typically included in the 
emergency plan, but it will not be completed as part of the REA process.  
 
 
 8. General comment 
 
We appreciate your comments on the weight of the project information presented to the public. 
Prowind is available at several open houses in the upcoming months if you have questions about 
anything in these documents. We are available by phone and email during office hours if 
additional information is required.  
 
These documents are meant to be technical documents discussing the real impacts of the 
renewable energy project. Highly detailed reports are necessary to discuss the type and degree 
of risk and impact to a variety of facets of the project area and wider community.   
 
 
 
Thank you again for the time taken to review this document and provide us with your feedback. 
 
Please do not hesitate to contact us if you have any additional comments. We would like to 
extend an invitation to meet with you in person should that be of interest. Please advise us if this 
is a suitable option. 
 
 
Sincerely,  
 
The Prowind Team 
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Prowind Canada Inc. is proposing the development of the South Branch Wind Farm, a 
30 megawatt (MW) renewable energy generation facility. Once constructed, the 
facility will be able to produce enough renewable electricity to power approximately 
7,500 homes per year.

We invite you to join us for the final information sessions in the community to 
discuss the South Branch Wind Farm development project.

Meeting in Township of South Dundas
   
Location:  Matilda Hall, 4421 County Rd. 16, Dixon’s Corners
Date:  Tuesday, January 10, 2012 
Time:  6:00pm to 9:00pm  

Meeting in Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal 

Location:  Drummond Building, 22 Ryan St., Spencerville 
Date:  Wednesday, January 11, 2012
Time:  6:00pm to 9:00pm

Meeting agenda:

6:00pm to 7:00pm  Project information reception
7:00pm to 8:30pm  Question and answer panel

The panel will feature an expert on health effects and wind turbines – Lauren Knopper – 
co-author of “Health effects and wind turbines: A review of the literature”.

Questions for the Q&A panel will be given priority if received in advance of the meeting date. 
Please send your questions to the Prowind Canada office via the contact details below.  

Prowind Canada Inc.
For project inquiries contact Prowind Canada at 905 528 1747, or info@prowind.ca.
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Correspondence with South Nation Conservation

South Branch Wind Farm

Contact 
Name Method Date Message Message 

Sender Attachments

Geoff Owens email 03-Dec-09

Hello Rochelle,
 
Further to our telephone conversation of earlier today where we 
agreed to have a pre consultation meeting regarding a proposed 
wind energy project in the Municipality of South Dundas.
 
The dates we propose are Jan 6-7-8 and Jan 11-12, 2010.
 
We look forward to hearing from soon in this regard.
 
Thank you,
Geoff  Owens 

Geoff Owens email 10-Dec-09

Hi Geoff, 

Sorry for the delay in my reply, but we just had to sort out our 
schedules on this end. 

It looks like January 12th will work best for us. Does 1 pm work 
for you? I think our timing that day is pretty flexible, so if not, 
please feel free to offer an alternative meeting time. 

Thanks for organizing this. I look forward to meeting you. 

Take care, 
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

Geoff Owens email 10-Dec-09

Hi Rochelle,
 
This date and time seems to work for SNC staff. We look forward 
to hosting you and your colleagues at our office in Finch.
 
Have a happy holiday and we will see you in the New Year.

Geoff

Geoff Owens, 
Sandra 
Mancini, Mat 
Leblanc, 
Cathy 
Weston, 
Rochelle 
Rumney

Meeting 01/12/10 See Meetings Minutes on file

Mat Leblanc email 01/25/10

Hi Mathieu, 

As per our meeting on the 12th of this month, I have completed 
the "Data Information Request" form for the two wibd farms we 
are propisng in the South Nation watershed. The completed form 
is attached to this email. It includes a list of the data we require 
for both the South Branch Wind Farm and the Kerr's Ridge Wind 
Farm. 

I will forward you an email from our Geomatics Manager with 
the shapefiles of the areas of interest for both project areas. 
Please let me know if these file types are acceptable; if not, we 
can discuss other options. We only require the above data for 
the areas outlined in the shapefiles. 

It was great to meet you the other day and I look forward to 
working with you. Please let me know if I can clarify anything or 
help in any way.

Take care, 
Rochelle Rumney

Rochelle 
Rumney
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Contact 
Name Method Date Message Message 

Sender Attachments

Mat Leblanc email 01/25/10

Hi again Mathieu, 

Here are the shapefiles as discussed in the previous email. I 
hope they work for you, but let me know if they don't.

As noted below, the spatial coordinate system is UTM ZONE 18N 
NAD83.

Thanks so much for your work on this.

Rochelle
--
Hi Rochelle,

Here is are the files you requested. I've included KMZ's for 
reference. The spatial coordinate system is UTM ZONE 18N 
NAD83.
Cheers,
J

Rochelle 
Rumney

Mat Leblanc email 01/28/10

Thanks Rochelle,
 
I’ll start gathering the info ASAP and will send you an invoice 
shortly.
 
Mathieu

Mat Leblanc email 02/17/10

Good afternoon Rochelle,
 
Our GIS guy is having trouble using one of your shapefile. Would 
it be possible to check out the South Branch shapefile and 
resend it?
 
Thanks
 
Mat

Mat Leblanc email 03/03/10

Hey Rochelle,
 
Just to let you know I didn’t forget about you. Since the area in 
question is pretty large, it’s taking our fisheries biologist some 
time to gather all the info.  Everything will be sent to you ASAP.
 
Thanks
 
Mat

Mat Leblanc email 03/19/10

Good afternoon Rochelle,
 
I have all the information for your data request.
 
The total cost for the data request shall be $542:
·        $122 for the digital data;

·        $420 for staff time

The invoice shall be sent very shortly.  I can send it via email if 
you prefer.
 
Let me know how you want to proceed.
 
Thanks
Mat

Mat Leblanc email 03/19/10

My apologies Rochelle, the amount below should have read $514 
for staff time.  So the total cost of the data request is $636 not 
$542.
 
Sorry.
 
Mat
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Contact 
Name Method Date Message Message 

Sender Attachments

Mat Leblanc email 03/24/10

Good afternoon Rochelle,
 
Please find attached the information that you have requested 
from SNC.  
 
You will find two shapefiles (SBfloodplainclip and 
Kerrsfloodplainclip) containing the 1:100 year floodplain line for 
the above projects area.  
 
This data is owned by South Nation Conservation (SNC) and 
should be used only as a guideline for the specific project that 
you are undertaking, in this case the "South Branch and Kerr’s 
Ridge Wind Farms". SNC is not responsible for any errors made 
in the interpretation of this information. SNC staff should be 
consulted in regards to appropriate interpretation of the 
mapping and prior to any final conclusion being made.
 
You will also find three pdf documents containing all the fisheries 
information that SNC has for the watercourses contained in both 
areas.
 
Do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions or 
concerns.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mathieu

South Branch 
Request - 
Fisheries.pdf, Kerr's 
Ridge Request - 
Fisheries.pdf, South 
Branch historical 
Catch.pdf, 
Sbfloodplainclip.shp, 
Kerrsfloodplainclip.s
hp, 

Mat Leblanc email 16-Apr-10

Hi Mat, 

We spoke a couple of weeks ago on the phone regarding the 
mapping layers you sent us for the South Branch and Kerr’s 
Ridge Wind Farms. 

During that call you mentioned sending us a contact name/info 
for an MNR staff member who can provide us with further 
mapping information that you were unable to provide due to 
privacy issues. 

Did you ever manage to track that contact info down? I don’t 
recall receiving it, but I have been gone for the past two weeks, 
maybe I missed it.

Thanks Mat.

Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

Mat Leblanc email 16-Apr-10

Hi Rochelle,
 
You can reach the Land Information Ontario office at 705-755-
1878 or lio@ontario.ca.  The website is 
http://www.mnr.gov.on.ca/en/Business/LIO/. You can search for 
data and make maps on their website.
 
Sorry, I couldn’t find a contact name.
 
Let me know if you need anything else.
 
Thanks
 
Mat
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Contact 
Name Method Date Message Message 

Sender Attachments

Sandra 
Mancini, Mat 
Leblanc

email 06/15/10

Hi there, 

I just wanted to pass along the minutes from the meeting 
yesterday.

Have a look and feel free to add/remove/alter anything in there. 
Let me know if you don’t have any changes to make, so I know 
when we are all ready to move on. 

Once we have a finalized version we can start putting some of 
what we talked about into action. 

Thanks again for meeting with us. I think it was very beneficial. 

Have a great afternoon,
Rochelle 

Rochelle 
Rumney

Mat Leblanc email 08/03/10

Hi Mat, 

As a follow up my voicemail at the end of last week, I just 
wanted to send along some information on the mapping that I 
need for the South Branch Wind Farm field work.  It always 
takes me a bit longer to get to these things than I think it will. 

When we met back in June you mentioned that I could send over 
my mapping needs and you might be able to give me some 
contact information or ideas on when I can acquire such data. 
I’d be very appreciative of any help you can provide. 

Below is a list of information I’d like to have for the South 
Branch field work. I’ve also attached a map from another one of 
our projects so you know what sort of product we looking for 
with all of this. 

Watercourses, Seepage areas/springs, Water bodies, Wetlands, 
Woodlands, Valleylands, Hazard lands, Aggregate resources, 
Petroleum resources, ANSIs, Wildlife habitat (significant wildlife 
habitat, snake hibernacula, bat hibernacula, rare vegetation 
communities), Fish Habitat or stream classification for potential 
fish habitat, Species at Risk, Crown Forest, Hazard lands

Please feel free to call or email if you have questions about any 
of this. I’ll also be in the area next week for a Open House for 
this wind farm project if a meeting is valuable at all. 

Thanks so much Mat. I hope you had a nice long weekend.

Take care, 
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

Mat Leblanc email 08/19/10

Hi Rochelle,
 
SNC might have some of this data.  But most of it is MNR’s, so 
I’ll see if I can find you a contact there that you could deal with.
 
Mat

Mat Leblanc email 08/19/10

Thanks Mat. I have a contact at the MNR in Kemptville, so don’t 
worry about that.

Do you know if you have any data on SN Conservation Areas?  I 
noticed two in the project vicinity while I was out there. 

Thanks, 
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney
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Contact 
Name Method Date Message Message 

Sender Attachments

Mat Leblanc email 08/31/10

Hi Rochelle.
 
I haven’t worried about you don’t worry.  Correct me if I’m 
wrong, but didn’t I send you fish/fish habitat/classification info 
with your last property inquiry?
 
I’m waiting on the GIS department to tell me if we have 
conservation areas.
 
Also, I don’t know if you have checked it out, but there is also 
the Land Information Ontario website that could be of interest.
 
Mat

Mat Leblanc email 08/31/10

Hi Mat, 

You did, you’re right. I have the fisheries data which includes the 
watercourse name and class and fish species found there. I have 
also historical catch info for the South Branch of the South 
Nation River. Is there a map somewhere with the titles of all the 
stream names? I only know of the South Branch and Sandy 
Creek.  But there are many other streams within the project 
area that may be listed in this table you sent me, but I just don’t 
know their names.

Thank you for the fisheries info. Sorry that I forgot about that.

I’d appreciate the conservation area info very much, if you have 
it. Thanks for looking into it for me.

And yes, we have contacted LIO and received all the info we 
need from them. We just want to make sure we have all the  
available data from all the sources. 

Thanks again, 
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

Mat Leblanc email 09/09/10

Hi Mat, 

I just wanted to check in with you to see if you had any luck 
locating records of  SNC Conservation Areas near the South 
Branch Wind Farm. 

Thanks!

Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

Mat Leblanc email 09/09/10
Yup.  I`m just waiting to hear from the Lands department.
 
Mat

Mat Leblanc email 09/14/10

Hi Rochelle,
 
So I finally got the info for the Conservation Areas.  So you are 
looking at a fee of $148.36 + HST.
 
Do you still want to go ahead?
 
Thanks
 
Mat
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Name Method Date Message Message 

Sender Attachments

Mat Leblanc email 09/15/10

Hi Rochelle,
 
Please find attached the information that you have requested 
from SNC.
 
This data is owned by South Nation Conservation (SNC) and 
should be used only as a guideline for the specific project that 
you are undertaking, in this case the South Branch Wind Farm. 
SNC is not responsible for any errors made in the interpretation 
of this information.  SNC staff should be consulted in regards to 
appropriate interpretation of the mapping and prior to any final 
conclusion being made.
 
Do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions or 
concerns.
 
Sincerely,
Mat

imagef598ba.JPG, 
ConservationAreas_
SNC.shx, 
ConservationAreas_
SNC.dbf, 
ConservationAreas_
SNC.prj, 
ConservationAreas_
SNC.sbn, 
ConservationAreas_
SNC.sbx, 
ConservationAreas_
SNC.shp, 
ConservationAreas_
SNC.shp.xml

Mat Leblanc email 11/04/10

Hi Mat, 

Just a quick question for you regarding fish habitat. 

As a mitigation measure for drilling under watercourses at the 
South Branch Wind Farm site, we’ve stated we will not drill 
during sensitive fish spawning and rearing periods in case of a 
frac-out.

I’m using dates and timelines from a Southern Ontario CA and 
wondered if they are the same in Eastern Ontario. 

As far as I’m aware, sensitive spawning and rearing periods for 
bait fish occur during March 15th to June 30th and for sport fish 
it is March 15th to July 15th. Is this correct for the South Nation 
River and its tributaries?

Also, just as an update, we are working hard to complete the 
REA documents and should have a draft ready for agency review 
(that’s you) by the end of the month (fingers crossed). Just 
wanted to let you know that it’s coming your way shortly. 

Thanks Mat. Hope things are well with you. 

Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

Mat Leblanc email 11/04/10

Hi Rochelle,
 
For all of South Nation, the timing window is from March 15 to 
June 30.
 
Thanks for the update.
 
Cheers
 
Mat
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Contact 
Name Method Date Message Message 

Sender Attachments

Mat Leblanc email 11/05/10

Hi Mat, 

Thanks for your quick response yesterday. I have few other 
questions for you. 

With respect to the 15 m regulation around floodplains and 
water courses, does this mean no development within it, or just 
that we require a permit? 

I remember that we not able to construct permanent features 
within the floodplain, but I wasn’t sure about the 15 m 
regulation area. Would we be able to build a turbine within 15 m 
of the floodplain?

Also, if turbines are allowed within the regulation area, is it ok if 
the foundation goes into the floodplain? The surface would be 
returned to original grade, but the shallow spread foundation 
would extend beyond the diameter of the tower by about 6 m, 
give or take a few metres (it depends on soil conditions). This 
foundation is all underground and crops can be replanted up to 
the turbine base. 

I know we’d need a permit to do this, but first I wanted to make 
sure we are able to do this at all.

Please feel free to give me a call if you need clarification on any 
of this. 

Rochelle'

Rochelle 
Rumney

Mat Leblanc email 11/05/10

"Hi Rochelle,
 
1 - You can develop within the 15m but you need a permit to do 
so. 
 
2 - When it comes to floodplain, we look at the flood storage 
capacity of the lot.  So we would want to make sure that any 
development within the floodplain would not affect this capacity 
negatively.  
 
Let me know if this makes sense or not!!
 
Cheers
 
Mat"

Mat Leblanc phone 11/11/10

I have attached the permit that we need to complete for SNC. 
We’ll need engineered drawings of the drilled crossing and any 
construction within the regulation area and/or floodplain.  They 
are mostly concerned with depth of drilling, soil type and frac-
out plans. He’s going to figure out if we need multiple permits, 
or submit them all as in one permit application. 

He also told me about building foundations within the floodplain. 
We have to be able to prove that it doesn’t significantly alter the 
drainage/infiltration of the floodplain. We need an expert, either 
a hydrologist or engineer or the like to be able to assess it and 
state whether it is significant or not.  Mat suspects that since it 
just one partial foundation in the floodplain, it wouldn’t be 
significant, but we need some expertise on this. 

SNC Permit.pdf
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Contact 
Name Method Date Message Message 

Sender Attachments

Mat Leblanc email 11/11/10

Hi Mat, 

As per our conversation this morning, are you also able to tell 
me the forest coverage for South Dundas Township on its own?  
I;d like the know the percentages for both the watershed as a 
whole and South Dundas on its own. I don’t know if you have 
that information, but if you do, it’d be very helpful.

Thanks again!
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

Mat Leblanc email 11/11/10

Hi Rochelle,
 
Unfortunately, SNC’s forester is presently on Paternity Leave, so 
I don’t have the answer now, but I will see what I can find.
 
Mat

Mat Leblanc email 01/04/11

Hi Mat, 

You’ll be happy to know that just before the holidays, we 
managed to put together a pretty solid draft South Branch Wind 
Farm REA. We’re sending it over to the SNC for review and 
comment. I have attached a letter of introduction and 
information for ftp access. We’ve decided at this stage in the 
process to just send it electronically, but if you want a hard copy, 
just let me know.

We haven’t managed to get the archaeology studies done, due 
to weather, but there is lots of review outside of that. We’ll get 
that to you as soon as it is available. 

If you have any questions or have trouble accessing the ftp 
server, please let me know. Those things can be finicky 
sometimes. 

Thanks,
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

SNC Draft REA 
Letter 2011 01 
04.pdf

Mat Leblanc email 01/10/11

Good morning Rochelle,
 
Today’s my first day back so I’m just trying to get back into 
things.
 
Thanks for sending the info, we will have a look and get back to 
you with our comments and/or questions.
 
Happy New Year!!
 
Mat

Mat Leblanc email 02/14/11

Hi Rochelle,
 
Do you need our comments by a certain date?
 
Thanks
 
Mat
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Contact 
Name Method Date Message Message 

Sender Attachments

Mat Leblanc email 02/14/11

Hi Mat, 

Good timing. I was just sending out emails about the REA review 
to other agencies. 

I’ll actually be in the area Feb 28th-Mar 2 and am contacting 
agencies to see if a meeting at this stage would be valuable. If 
you’ve had a chance to review the REA or a portion of it and 
have questions, concerns or need clarifications, now might be a 
good time to sit down again and go over some of that stuff.  If 
you think this would be valuable and are free any time during 
those dates, let me know. 

As for a deadline for comments, if there are changes to be made 
based on your comments, we would like them by mid- March. If 
no changes are required to the reports, we would be fine with 
the comments
at the end of March. We’re hoping to submit the final REA to 
MOE by mid to late April and this just gives us a good buffer for 
getting all the comments back. Will that be enough time?

Let me know if you want to get together at the end of the 
month. It might be nice just to reassess timelines and update 
you on the project. 

Thanks, 
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

Mat Leblanc email 03/01/11

Hi Rochelle,
 
 Sorry for not getting back to you sooner.  I don`t think a 
meeting is necessary right now, but don`t hesitate to stop by 
the office if you want to discuss the project.
 
I`m presently going through the report right now and I will 
forward my comments ASAP.
 
Cheers
 
Mat 

Mat Leblanc email 03/24/11

Hi Mat, 

I’ll be in the area again early next week (sorry for the short 
notice) if you have any questions or want to meet to discuss 
South Branch Wind Farm REA review.  I’ll also be around at the 
end of April if that is preferable. 

If you don’t have any questions or comments, a meeting isn't 
necessary, but I think they are always valuable. I’ll leave it up to 
you. 

How is the review coming along? It’s a big document and I 
imagine a bit dry at times. Lots of coffee. 

Take care, 
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

Mat Leblanc email 03/25/11

Hi Rochelle,
 
Thanks.  I’ve been out of the office all week on training, so I 
haven’t gotten a good chance to finish reviewing the document 
but I’m getting there.  I will hope to have something for you 
next week.
 
Cheers
 
mat
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Contact 
Name Method Date Message Message 

Sender Attachments

Mat Leblanc email 06/24/11

Hi Rochelle,

I will have something for you by Monday.  I’ll be finishing 
reading the report this weekend.

Sorry for taking so long.  I’m finally caught up over here.

Thanks
Mat

Mat Leblanc email 07/08/11

Hi Rochelle, 

I don't have much to add but please see my comments 
attached..

I guess the main things are:

- That a permit from SNC will be required if any work is 
proposed within 15 m inlnad of the 1:100 year floodplain and 
within 15 m (top of bank) from any watercourse (horizontal 
drilling will also require a permit);

- Stockpiling of material should be done outside of the 
floodplain;

- At a minimum, SNC should be consulted for the desing of the 
culverts, the discharge ponds and for the mitigation measures.

Let me knoe if you need anything else. Sorry again for the late 
reply.

Thanks.
Mat

SNC comments.xls

All agency 
contacts

email 08/01/11

Hello All,

I’m pleased to report that the updated Draft REA reports for 
South Branch Wind Farm are now available on our project 
website.  You may download some or all of these reports as 
needed.

http://www.prowind.ca/?page=projects-south-branch

Please let me know if you would like me to provide you with a 
CD of the reports or if you have any difficulties in downloading 
this information.

We welcome your comments on any aspect of this project.  
Thank you in advance for taking time to consider the proposed 
project. 

Kind regards,
Cathy

Cathy Weston

Mat Leblanc email 03/09/12

Hello Mat,

In response to the comments you provided to us on July 8, 2011 
regarding the South Branch Wind Farm REA, we have prepared 
the following letter, attached.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks very much,

Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

2012-03-19_South 
Branch REA_SNC 
update.pdf
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 1 

Meeting Summary 
 
South Nation Conservation 
 
Nathan Farrell 
Watershed Planner 

Tuesday, April 29, 2008 
 
Mathieu Leblanc 
Planning Assistant 

 
 

 Development in the flood plain is generally not recommended, but can be 
permitted.  This may require and involve more processes. 

 The South Nation Conservation (SNC) participates in the comprehensive 
zoning by‐laws, but the final decision does not rest solely on their conclusion. 

 The soil within the flood plain is fairly stable, does not contain much sand 
(mostly clay), and has a bedrock approximately 20 metres below. 

 Areas to avoid are the wetlands and top north east portion of the Brinston 
farm region due to organic soil.  This type of soil is unstable, thus 
development may sink.  There is a preferred clearance of 120 meters from 
the wetland area (Winchester Bog) before development commences. 

 There are 10 municipal drains within the Brinston area, and the river has 
been dredged. 

 Through the SNC’s own studies, there is a 1% change of flooding within the 
flood plain.  However, flooding may not occur for several years.  The 
estimated height of water flooding is 1 meter. 

 Prowind needs to contact the municipality and/or township first with the 
application of for zoning approval.  Then SNC will request and review the 
application.  Various environmental studies will be requested at the expense 
of Prowind, such as a flood plain study and possibly an environmental impact 
assessment.  The flood plain study is important in assessing whether 
development will change the volume of the flood. Some specific geotechnical 
and water course engineering will most likely be required. 

 In Nathan’s opinion, the largest hurdle Prowind may face is the County 
designation of prime agricultural land (an Official Plan issue). 

 There is a one‐time $100 administration charge and $30 fee per map should 
Prowind wish to acquire SNC data. 

 Both Mr. Farrell and Mr. Leblanc indicated they are very willing to cooperate 
with Prowind. 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Meeting	  Notes	  	  
Prowind	  Canada	  and	  South	  Nation	  Conservation	  	  
South	  Branch	  and	  Kerr’s	  Ridge	  
	  
Date:	  January	  12,	  2010,	  1:00	  pm	  –	  2:00	  pm	  
Location:	  South	  Nation	  Conservation	  Office,	  38	  Victoria	  Street	  	  Finch,	  ON	  
In	  attendance:	  	  
Prowind	  Canada	  –	  Rochelle	  Rumney,	  Catherine	  Weston	  
South	  Nation	  Conservation	  –	  Mathieu	  Leblanc,	  Sandra	  Mancini,	  Geoff	  Owens	  
	  
	  
Mathieu	  LeBlanc	  will	  be	  the	  main	  contact	  for	  all	  correspondence	  with	  the	  CA.	  He	  should	  be	  
included	  on	  all	  correspondence.	  
	  
Maps	  were	  presented	  of	  the	  general	  project	  areas.	  Rochelle	  will	  provide	  Mathieu	  with	  
shapefiles	  defining	  the	  project	  areas	  for	  South	  Branch	  (brinston	  /	  boundary)	  and	  Kerr’s	  Ridge	  
(Castor	  River)	  and	  a	  formal	  request	  for	  data	  in	  GIS	  shape	  files	  containing	  the	  natural	  feature,	  
waterway,	  flood	  plain	  and	  any	  other	  data	  of	  interest.	  
	  
There	  will	  be	  costs	  associated	  with	  providing	  this	  GIS	  data,	  but	  the	  CA	  does	  not	  anticipate	  any	  
problem.	  
	  
Once	  the	  site	  plans,	  or	  at	  least	  finalized	  layouts	  with	  roads	  and	  cabling	  are	  established,	  Prowind	  
will	  request	  a	  second	  meeting	  with	  the	  CA	  to	  discuss	  requirements	  for	  Permitting.	  The	  CA	  
requires	  permits	  for	  any	  portion	  of	  the	  project	  that	  lies	  within	  the	  SNC	  consultation	  area	  –	  this	  is	  
within	  15	  m	  of	  any	  natural	  resources	  of	  interest.	  Assuming	  the	  requirements	  are	  
straightforward,	  SNC	  provided	  an	  estimate	  of	  2-‐3	  weeks	  turnaround	  for	  permits	  to	  be	  issued.	  
	  
SNC	  commented	  that	  their	  main	  concerns	  are	  with	  the	  establishment	  of	  buildings,	  or	  solid	  
structures	  (such	  as	  foundations),	  and	  that	  roadways	  or	  cabling	  would	  not	  be	  as	  concerning,	  
assuming	  that	  no	  change	  to	  the	  drainage	  patterns	  would	  be	  introduced.	  Man-‐made	  structures,	  
such	  as	  ditches,	  that	  were	  more	  than	  75	  m	  from	  a	  natural	  waterway	  would	  not	  be	  of	  concern,	  
nor	  require	  permitting.	  
	  
It	  is	  not	  clear	  how	  the	  REA	  and	  CA	  permit	  processes	  are	  intertwined.	  
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South	  Nation	  Conservation	  (SNC)	  and	  Prowind	  Canada	  Inc.	  (PCI)	  
Meetings	  Notes	  

	  
Date:	  Tuesday,	  June	  15,	  2010,	  2:00	  pm	  to	  2:40	  pm	  
	  
Location:	  South	  Nation	  Conservation	  Office,	  Finch,	  ON	  
	  
Attendees:	  Sandra	  Mancini,	  Mat	  Leblanc,	  Cathy	  Weston,	  Juan	  Anderson,	  	  
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Rochelle	  Rumney	  
	  
	  
	  
Updates	  
	  
• Kerr’s	  Ridge	  Wind	  Farm	  did	  not	  receive	  a	  FIT	  contract	  and	  therefore	  this	  project	  
is	  on	  hold	  indefinitely.	  

	  
• South	  Branch	  (SB)	  Wind	  Farm	  did	  receive	  a	  contract	  and	  is	  moving	  ahead	  
	  
o The	  SB	  project	  is	  a	  30	  MW	  wind	  farm	  and	  will	  be	  permitted	  for	  15	  turbines	  

with	  the	  possibility	  of	  building	  fewer	  than	  15	  if	  larger	  (>	  MW)	  turbines	  are	  
chosen.	  

	  
Mapping	  
	  
• SNC	  can	  possibly	  provide	  PCI	  with	  a	  soil	  map,	  or	  a	  source	  of	  this	  information	  
	  
• Floodplain	  mapping	  was	  received	  in	  March.	  The	  data	  for	  the	  rest	  of	  the	  mapping	  
is	  owned	  by	  MNR	  and	  not	  able	  to	  be	  distributed	  by	  SNC.	  However,	  SNC	  will	  be	  
able	  to	  tell	  us	  where	  to	  obtain	  this	  data.	  	  

	  
• Mat	  has	  agreed	  to	  receive	  a	  list	  of	  mapping	  needs	  from	  PCI	  and	  either	  provide	  
mapping	  or	  provide	  a	  contact/link	  where	  PCI	  can	  obtain	  data.	  	  

	  
• Floodplain	  mapping	  we	  received	  includes	  watercourse	  data	  
	  
Permitting	  	  
	  
• Confirmed	  that	  it	  is	  ok	  to	  build	  roads	  and	  bury	  cabling	  within	  the	  floodplain	  as	  
long	  as	  drainage	  patterns	  are	  not	  changed.	  This	  will	  require	  a	  permit.	  No	  
permanent	  structures	  are	  allowed	  within	  the	  floodplain.	  

	  
• The	  locations	  of	  roads	  and	  cabling	  are	  not	  yet	  determined	  and	  will	  be	  decided	  in	  
consultation	  with	  the	  landowners.	  
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• A	  permit	  is	  required	  for	  any	  construction	  within	  15	  m	  of	  the	  floodplain.	  	  The	  
regulation	  area	  is	  the	  greatest	  hazard	  area	  plus	  15	  m.	  	  
	  

• There	  is	  a	  15	  m	  (from	  top	  of	  bank)	  setback	  from	  all	  watercourses	  including	  
municipal	  drains.	  

	  
• Permit	  requirements	  for	  water	  crossings	  -‐	  SNC	  considers	  quality	  (sediment	  and	  
erosion	  control)	  and	  quantity	  (culvert	  size).	  Water	  crossings	  will	  require	  permits	  
and	  SNC	  evaluates	  for	  water	  quality	  and	  quantity	  change.	  

	  
• Mat	  will	  send	  PCI	  a	  link	  and	  pdf	  of	  the	  appropriate	  permits.	  	  
	  
• PCI	  may	  require	  the	  construction	  of	  a	  temporary	  or	  possibly	  permanent	  building	  
for	  wind	  farm	  staff.	  This	  office	  will	  be	  located	  outside	  of	  the	  floodplain.	  	  

	  
• Additional	  permitting	  may	  be	  required	  for	  directional	  boring	  (depends	  on	  
location).	  If	  under	  a	  stream	  a	  frac-‐out	  plan	  may	  be	  necessary	  and	  guidance	  can	  be	  
found	  on	  the	  DFO	  website.	  	  

	  
• Permitting	  may	  be	  required	  for	  a	  cement	  wash	  pond,	  depending	  on	  location.	  It	  
will	  not	  be	  placed	  next	  to	  a	  watercourse	  or	  within	  the	  floodplain.	  	  

	  
• There	  is	  typically	  a	  2-‐week	  permitting	  turnaround,	  if	  permits	  contain	  all	  
necessary	  information.	  	  

	  
Field	  Investigations	  
	  
• When	  field	  investigations	  are	  organized,	  PCI	  will	  be	  sure	  to	  contact	  SNC	  to	  see	  if	  
they	  have	  completed	  similar	  field	  work	  in	  that	  area	  or	  are	  interested	  in	  
partnering.	  Sandra	  knew	  of	  several	  streams	  in	  the	  area	  that	  have	  been	  searched	  
for	  Species	  at	  Risk	  (SAR).	  Sandra	  will	  email	  names	  of	  streams	  to	  PCI.	  

	  
• If	  SAR	  are	  located,	  discuss	  mitigation	  measures	  with	  SNC	  as	  they	  might	  have	  
ideas	  or	  programs	  in	  place	  elsewhere.	  	  

	  
• Significance	  of	  natural	  features	  may	  be	  available	  in	  the	  Official	  Plan	  for	  the	  
township/county.	  	  

	  
Next	  Steps	  
	  
• PW	  will	  send	  SNC	  the	  Project	  Description	  Report	  (PDR)	  when	  available,	  hopefully	  
with	  the	  next	  few	  weeks.	  

	  
• We	  tentatively	  hope	  to	  plan	  an	  Open	  House	  in	  the	  end	  of	  July,	  beginning	  of	  
August.	  There	  will	  be	  a	  30	  day	  notice	  period	  and	  SNC	  will	  receive	  this	  notice.	  	   	  
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January 4, 2011 
 
South Nation Conservation 
38 Victoria Street 
PO Box 29 
Finch, ON   K0C 1K0 
 
 
Attention:  Mat Leblanc, Planning Assistant 
Reference: South Branch Wind Farm Draft REA Review 
 
 
Dear Mr. Leblanc,  
 
We are pleased to present you with the South Branch Wind Farm Draft Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) dated November 30, 2010, for your review.  
 
To save paper during draft review, no hard copy of the report has been prepared; instead, the reports are 
available on an FTP server for you to download. Access details will follow. If a hard copy of the report is 
preferred, please let us know and we will provide one. 
 
The South Branch Wind Farm is a 30 MW project that will consist of a maximum of 15 wind turbines, each 
with a maximum hub height of 140 metres and maximum rotor diameter of 116 meters. A Feed-In-Tariff 
(FIT) contract has been secured to sell this power to the Ontario Power Authority. All additonal details can 
be found within the REA reports.  
 
We have provided you with a nearly complete draft REA package; due to various weather conditions, the 
cultural heritage assessment has not been completed. This will be completed as soon as seasonally 
possible and provided to you at that time. Hopefully, this omission does not impact the majority of the 
review process. 
 
We hope this letter and the accompanying reports provide you with sufficient information to assess our 
project and look forward to your feedback. Thank you for your ongoing consultation and cooperation. If 
you have questions or comments or would like to meet with us, please do not hesitate to let us know.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Rochelle Rumney 
Environmental Coordinator 
 
(905)745-4719 
rrumney@prowind.ca 

 

210 Prescott St, Suite 3 
P.O. Box 1678 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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• 

• 

• 

Mathieu  Leblanc  

Planning Assistant 

P. O. Box 29 

38 Victoria Street 

Finch, ON K0C 1K0 

Telephone: 613-984-2948 ext. 303 

Fax: 613-984-2872 

Toll Free: 877-984-2948 
Mleblanc@nation.on.ca <mailto:Mleblanc@nation.on.ca>  

www.nation.on.ca <http://www.nation.on.ca/>  
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Correspondence with Ministry of Natural Resources

Contact 
Name

Method Date Message Message 
Sender

Attachments

Sarah 
MacHardy

email 5/13/08 Dear Sarah:
 
M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd. and Prowind Canada Inc. are pleased to submit the 
Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the South Branch Wind Farm 
and the Brinston Wind Farm. These two small wind projects are located near Brinston in 
Dundas County, Ontario.   Both projects are proposed to have a nameplate capacity of 
10 MW, and will include wind turbines, access roads, overhead and underground power 
lines, and a small switching substation. The enclosed notices indicate the study area for 
both projects. 
 
At this time, we would like to request any information that you might have regarding 
raptor and bat populations near the project area, and to inquire about any concerns the 
MNR might have for bird and bat species that fall outside the CWS’ area of 
responsibility.  We are also interested in any information that your office might provide 
on local natural heritage features, habitat, and species at risk.  Spring migration avian 
surveys for both projects are currently underway, breeding bird surveys will begin in 
early June, and bat monitoring is scheduled to begin in August.  Any information you 
can provide prior to the upcoming field work would be appreciated.
 
Thank you in advance.

Jacinta 
McNarin

NOC

Sarah 
MacHardy

letter 5/13/08 see letter on file Sarah 
MacHardy

MNR_Brinston_SB
_2008-05-13.pdf

Sarah 
Nugent; Mary 
Van Sleeuwen

email 8/12/09 Hello Mary and Sarah.

It was great to finally meet you Tuesday. From our standpoint the meeting was very 
productive and certainly provided us with a better understanding of MNRs perspective, 
concerns and interests regarding our wind farm development projects. Thank you for 
taking the time to talk with us.

As promised, please find attached our proposed protocol for conducting raptor (and 
other birds) monitoring at the eastern Ontario project sites this fall. We hope to begin 
the work later in August, early in the migration period. The protocol was largely 
adapted from the larger four season protocol that was provided to you earlier. In that 
protocol, we judged the eastern Ontario sites to be of low sensitivity due to the 
restriction of the projects to intensively farmed agricultural land (thus eliminating the 
need for any habitat clearing), the large distance from known raptor migration 
corridors, and the small size of the wind farm projects. The one exception may be the 
Marlborough site, which is relatively close to the edge of Marlborough forest boundary, 
although more distant from the important elements such as the fens and ponds within 
the forest.

I look forward to your review of the protocol and hope that you find it suitable.

Best regards,

Dan

Dan Busby Prowind Eastern 
ON Projects MNR 
2Jun09.doc

Mary Van 
Sleeuwen

email 8/13/09 Hi Dan,
 
Thanks for putting together the description of your monitoring protocol.  It will certainly 
make things easier when I review things with folks at the region.  I hope to have a 
response for you before the end of next week.  
 
Mary

Mary Van 
Sleeuwen

Sarah 
Nugent; Mary 
Van Sleeuwen

email 8/17/09 Hello, 

It was great to meet with all of you last week. It’s nice to put a face to the name finally 
and get some cohesion ot all the conversations we’ve been having. 

Just for your reference, I wanted to pass along the notes I took at our meeting last 
Tuesday. I put them together for our office and thought I’d pass them along to you as 
well. One thing I didn’t catch was Rick’s last name.

If you’d like to add anything in or correct anything, please let me know. 

Take care,
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

MNR Meeting 
Minutes 2009 08 
11.doc

Sarah 
Nugent; Mary 
Van Sleeuwen

email 8/26/09 Hi there, 

As per comments received from Mary on the minutes of our previous meeting, I have 
updated the recorded minutes. I’ve attached the file for your reference.

Thank you,
Rochelle Rumney

Rochelle 
Rumney

Updated MNR 
Meeting Minutes 
2009 08 11.doc

South Branch Wind Farm
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Contact 
Name

Method Date Message Message 
Sender

Attachments

Sarah 
Nugent; Mary 
Van Sleeuwen

in-
person

8/11/09 see meeting notes on file Dan Busby, 
Rochelle 
Rumney

MNR Meeting 
Minutes 2009 08 
11.doc

Tanya Pulfer email 9/18/09 Hello Dan –
 
Mary has been away from the office for the past couple of weeks.  I apologize for my 
delay in responding to your Environmental Assessment.
 
I have reviewed the EA, as well as conferred with Mary prior to her absence.  The EA 
has a lot of great information in it.  
 
We have a couple of comments:

Table 3.1: Section 4.6: There is a large waterfowl staging area adjacent to the NE 
corner of the South Branch site, along South Nation River (ID: 251216767 EFF_Date = 
1998.  Information was provided for this waterfowl area in a letter dated February 10, 
2009.
 
Species Surveys: We cannot provide our assessment of surveys until they are 
complete.  However, we would like to know how the summer migration survey went and 
how the fall migration survey is going.
 
Also, there have been updates/changes to the Species At Risk Ontario list after the last 
COSSARO meeting.  I believe I sent these out to you and your associates.  However, 
you can refer to a news release at the following link for more information.  
http://www.mnr.gov.on.ca/en/Newsroom/LatestNews/275968.html
 
 
Species to consider in the area of work are: Chimney Swift (T), Whip-poor-will (T), 
Olive-sided Flycatcher (SC), Common nighthawk (SC), and Canada Warbler (SC).  You 
may also note the downlisting of Bald Eagle from Endangered to Special Concern.
 
Let me know if you have any questions or would like to discuss anything further.

Tanya Pulfer

Tanya Pulfer email 9/22/09 Hello Tanya. Thanks for your update.

We are aware of the waterfowl staging area on the South Nation River. Our surveys 
were implemented with that area in mind.
The summer breeding season work went well. It was carried out in June. The fall 
migration work is well under way, having started at all three sites (Beckwith, 
Marlborough and Brinston/South Branch) in late August. You may recall that the Upper 
Canada site was completed last year. As I am sure you are aware, the major burst of 
Broad-winged Hawk and Sharp-shinned Hawk movements is largely over now and our 
field crew have reported extremely small numbers of them at all of our sites. Also, very 
small numbers so far of all other raptors. The surveys will run until late October or early 
November, depending on migration phenology.

We will proceed to completion of the fall surveys, after which full reports of all the bird 
work will prepared and submitted.

The bat project is also going very well. The weather has cooperated very well this year 
(unlike last year where there were very few survey-acceptable nights through July, 
August and September). I have little day-to-day involvement with that work but I get 
regular updates from EchoTrack and all is reported to be on track and no outstanding or 
concerning observations have been made to date.

I have noted the updates to COSSARO. Thanks. Having been a co-author on the 
Chimney Swift COSEWIC report I am a keen follower of its status and that of the other 
aerial insect feeders.

All for now, we’ll be in touch. Please call or write if you want additional information or 
updates.

Dan Busby
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Contact 
Name

Method Date Message Message 
Sender

Attachments

Amy 
Cameron

email 5/28/10 Hi Amy,

I work for Prowind Canada, a wind developer located in Kemptville, ON.  Colleagues of 
mine, Rochelle Rumney and Dan Busby visited with Sarah Nugent in the summer of last 
year to discuss strategies for site investigation at some of our wind farm projects. I 
have been told that you’re taking responsibility for renewable energy project review 
now that Ms. Nugent is on maternity leave.  I hope this is correct.  If not, please let me 
know who I should connect with at MNR.

Now under the Green Energy Act and the REA process, we are preparing to release our 
Project Description Report for the South Branch wind farm, which was awarded a FIT 
contract last month.  Before we send out materials, I wanted to confirm that you’re the 
right person to contact, and your preferred method of communication (email, or hard-
copy) for document review.  

Thank you in advance,
Cathy

Cathy Weston none

Jim Fraser phone 6/2/10 Spoke with Jim Fraser at the MNR Kemptville district office.  His name was given to us 
through Sarah Nugent’s out of office reply. 

We’re one of  20 or so projects with FIT applications in the area.

The process they are working with currently is a preliminary information request form 
that will help us with the field work. They would like us to do the field work first and 
then meet with them to discuss findings. It will help us to have some basis for 
discussion instead of theoretical conversations.

Rochelle 
Rumney

Information 
Request

email 6/3/10 Hello, 

As per my conversation with Jim Fraser earlier this week, I have completed an 
information request form.

This is for the previously submitted and discussed South Branch Wind Farm, near the 
community of Brinston, in the Township of South Dundas. Please see attached map.

We have met with Sarah Nugent, Mary Van Sleeuwen and Tanya Pulfer in the past and 
submitted a Draft ESR when that process was still in effect. 

If you have any questions or require further details, please do not hesitate to contact 
me at 905 745 4719.

Thank you, 
Rochelle Rumney

Rochelle 
Rumney

Kemptville MNR 
Natural Areas 
Data Request 
Form - 2010 06 
03.pdf

Amy 
Cameron

email 6/7/10 Cathy – sorry for the delayed response – I will be meeting with Kemptville District staff 
tomorrow and I will get you a contact name for who you should work with for this 
project.  I will certainly be involved in the file but I am not sure if I will be the lead.  I’ll 
firm this up with you on Wednesday morning.
 
Amy Cameron

Amy 
Cameron

Heather 
Zurbrigg

phone 6/23/10 Spoke with Heather Zurbrigg at the MNR . 
 
Discussed bat monitoring. As long as we follow the guideline with for the post-
construction protocol, then it should be acceptable to the MNR.  The trickier part is pre-
construction. We discussed the MNR’s focus on “Significant Wildlife Habitat”.  Reports 
will be updated accordingly
 
I also asked her about bat carcasses.  She says we should be able to collect enough 
bats to cover our trials, otherwise we can use brown birds or brown chicks.
 
The bird guideline is set to come out in draft form on the EBR in about a month. It is 
similar to the bats, but with a longer monitoring window. Our strategy to combine the 
protocols is preferred since they us the same method. This report should be contained 
be within the environmental effects monitoring section.
 
They are also creating a Natural Heritage Assessment guideline. 
 
Heather put a big emphasis on ELC (ecological land classification).  She’s going to look 
into any other options and get back to me. They want us to assess the land 
classification and determine if it’s suitable for wildlife habitat and then do a site 
investigation to see if it’s significant.  

Rochelle 
Rumney
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Contact 
Name

Method Date Message Message 
Sender

Attachments

Amy 
Cameron

email 6/28/10 Cathy,  
 
Please submit your Project Description Report for South Branch Windfarm to Jim Fraser, 
Area Supervisor in MNR Kemptivlle District.  I've copied Jim so you will have his email 
address.  
 
Thanks,
Amy Cameron

Amy 
Cameron

none

Amy 
Cameron

email 6/29/10 Thanks Amy.

Hi Jim – I think my colleague Rochelle Rumney has already contacted you with details 
of the South Branch project.  We will provide the project description report and an 
invitation to the upcoming open house meeting within the next couple of weeks.

Cathy

Cathy Weston none

Mary Van 
Sleeuwen

email 8/18/10 Hi Mary, 

I’m just rereading the info that we received back from the Info Request it mentions two 
wildlife areas within proximity of the project. 

One is a waterfowl staging area in the NE area of the project and the other is a walleye 
spawning area in he NNE area of the project. 

Are we able to get any more specific information on these areas, maybe a UTM 
coordinate?

I believe we’ve talked about the staging area before, but it’d be good to have that info 
again.

Thanks so much. 

Take care, 
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

Mary Van 
Sleeuwen

email 8/20/10 Hi Rochelle,
 
I have attached a map showing the locations of the waterfowl staging area and the 
walleye spawning area.    Unfortunately I do not have any more specific information on 
these features other than that the staging area was identified in 1997 and the walleye 
spawning area was identified in 2001.  
 
Here are a couple of notes regarding the map:
 
Just as an FYI, I also included the locations for two deer yards in the vicinity of the 
proposed site, though these are well beyond the setback and should not be negatively 
impacted by the development 
The ‘low sensitivity’ attributed to the spawning habitat refers to data sharing sensitivity 
and does not reflect any assessment of sensitivity to environmental impacts etc. 

If you have any questions or concerns, just let me know.
 
Cheers,
Mary  

Mary Van 
Sleeuwen

map of staging 
areas

Mary Van 
Sleeuwen

email 8/23/10 Hi Mary, 

I just wanted to get a bit more information about this waterfowl staging area if 
possible. We’ve been out to the area a couple of times so far this season and haven’t 
seen anything noteworthy. 

Do you know what sort of species are expected to be here? And maybe what it is likely 
that they are doing here? We expect it is a good place to have a snack, based on the 
location next to agricultural fields and the absence of features preferred for roosting 
and protection. Because we haven’t seen anything, we’re wondering if we need to 
change our approach and this can be best determined with a bit more information, 
primarily the species expected to stop here. 

If nothing else, the source of this identification as a staging area might be helpful. 

Thanks very much. I hope you had a great weekend. 

Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

24



Contact 
Name

Method Date Message Message 
Sender

Attachments

Mary Van 
Sleeuwen

email 8/24/10 Hi Rochelle,
 
As I mentioned in my last email, unfortunately we do not have any additional 
information on the staging area.  Many of the wildlife habitat observations in our 
database have come from Conservation Officers while out on patrol and the older 
observations often do not have a lot of detail associated with them.  It would be worth 
checking with local landowners, Ducks Unlimited, CWS, and/or local naturalist clubs etc. 
to help determine current species and habitat use.  In case you do not already have it, I 
have attached a copy of the Draft SWH criteria for Ecoregion 6E and this describes the 
characteristics of terrestrial and aquatic waterfowl staging areas and criteria to be used 
in assessing their significance.   
 
I hope this helps,
Mary   

Mary Van 
Sleeuwen

Draft SWH 
Ecoregion 
Criteria.pdf

Allen Bibby email 8/25/10 Hi Allen, 

Thanks for getting back to me. As discussed on the phone earlier we are working on a 
wind farm REA for the South Branch Wind Farm. We require mapping for the Township 
of South Dundas within the United Counties of Stormont, Dundas and Glengarry. I 
forgot to mention that we have a small parcel of land (west of Byker Road, see attached 
map) that is within the Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal within the Counties of Leeds 
of Grenville for which we will also require mapping.

I have attached a map of the project area for a more specific idea of what land we’re 
looking at, if that is helpful.

Please let me know if you require more information. I can be reached at any time by 
phone or email. 

Thanks again,
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

Allen Bibby email 8/26/10 no content - just attachments Allen Bibby NH_Edwardsburg
h.pdf; 
NH_Matilda.pdf

Heather 
Zurbrigg; 
Amy Cameron

in-
person

12/3/10 see notes on file Rochelle 
Rumney

Heather 
Zurbrigg; 
Amy Cameron

email 12/6/10 Hi Heather, 

Thanks again for meeting with us last week. I found the information helpful and the 
general feedback encouraging. 

I have gathered the project location shapefile and attached it to this email. We 
discussed that this can be given to your GIS data coordinator to crop the GIS 
information to the specific project area. Let me know if this file type is appropriate. If 
not, we can work something else out. 

Additionally, we talked about getting information from you regarding significant 
woodlands (evaluation details and GIS layer), your review checklist, and maybe an 
updated EC contact name. You mentioned it might be a few days before we get this, 
and that’s ok, I’m really going over this for my own benefit and to make sure I didn’t 
miss anything. 

I did find some past correspondence with EC, back in Aug 2009; we spoke to Sheryl 
Lusk. At the time she wasn’t too interested in reviewing the EA, but did request that we 
send her the results of the avian studies.  I’ll contact her again with this information 
and let you know how it goes. 

If there is any other information you need from us right now, please let me know. We’re 
aiming to have the draft reports to you by early next week. 

Thanks again. I hope you’re enjoying the snow over there. 

Take care,
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

project area 
shape files

Heather 
Zurbrigg; 
Amy Cameron

email 12/15/10 Hi Rochelle,
 
Here is the checklist for NHAs.  Hope this helps you a little bit.  I have
been sick for the past week and a half.  I will address the rest of what we
had promised to get to you as soon as I am able.  I am so sorry for the
delay!
 
take care,
-Heather

Heather 
Zurbrigg

NHA Checklist for 
NHAG 
industrysession.d
oc
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Heather 
Zurbrigg; 
Amy Cameron

email 12/16/10 Hi Heather, 

We’ve been working hard for the last few days and have managed to finalize our draft 
REA for the South Branch Wind Farm.

I have attached an introduction letter to this email that presents to draft report to the 
MNR.

The REA reports are on an FTP server for you. The access information is below.

Host address: prowind.ca

If you have any problems with accessing this info, let me know. These things are finicky 
sometimes.

We are still interested in the information you were going to send over from our meeting 
the other week. We will use it to cross reference the information we have and have 
presented to you. I’m sure there will be many changes between this version and the 
final version, so we might as well start as soon as we can. 

I hope you’re feeling better. Have a great holiday if I don’t talk to you before then. 

Take care, 
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

MNR Draft REA 
letter 2010 12 
16.pdf

Heather 
Zurbrigg; 
Amy Cameron

email 3/4/11 Hi Rochelle,
 
I’m sorry to let you know that we have been delayed a bit in terms of our reviews on 
the NHA reports.  We’ll be getting to the Prowind report likely closer to the end of 
March.  Please touch base with me if you will be in town again any time soon!
 
Take care,
Heather 

Heather 
Zurbrigg

Rochelle 
Rumney

Hi Erin and Heather, 

I have some questions regarding the content of the significant woodland data you sent 
to us. I wasn’t sure who would want to answer these, so I sent it to both of you. I have 
referenced the woodland with the letter used in the our Natural Heritage Assessment 
Report, but have also described them using other topographic features, so you don’t 
have reference our maps. I hope that makes sense. If you need any clarification of 
these questions, feel free to call me, 905-745-4719. Thanks for your help.

Rochelle

1. The woodland south of Oak Valley Road and east of Brinston Road (labeled A in our 
reports), is identified as significant within the “mnr sigwoods” layer, but does not seem 
to contain any criteria for significance. None of the other layers highlight this woodland 
as significant. Can you explain its significance, or verify that it is actually not 
significant?

 2.  During our ELC surveys we did not find any rare species within any of the 
woodlands, but it is identified in the MNR data as being located within two woodlands. 
These woodlands are:
South of Gilmour Road and east of Branch Road  (woodland F) 
West of Byker Road ( woodland N) - this appears to just be rare species support area, 
and no identified rare species

Can you identify what rare species are found in these locations?  
Specifically relating to woodland N, Is a woodland considered significant with rare 
species support habitat, but no rare species?  Can you just elaborate on this instance 
please?

3.  Your data identified many more woodlands with the “proximity” criteria met, than 
identified in our analysis. Can you explain how this was established and what you are 
looking at for this criteria? Specifically, you listed woodland C, D,F, G, M to have 
proximity significance, whereas we only identified M and B.

4. Two woodlands identified for riparian protection function no longer contain a 
watercourse, they are grassed or tiled.  This was established during site investigation.  
Can this criteria be eliminated from the evaluation with the information found in the 
water assessment report?

Erin 
Thompson; 
Heather 
Zurbrigg

email 1/18/11
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Heather 
Zurbrigg

email 3/29/11 Hi Heather, 

We’ve talked internally regarding the bird/bat monitoring plan and I think we’ll leave it 
as is for now until we’ve heard your feedback. We can discuss our  thoughts when we 
organize a conference call next week. 

As for the conference call, does sometime next Thursday or Friday work for you? Cathy 
can come by the office and meet with you, and I can maybe call in? I know we have the 
capability to do that at our office if you’d like to meet here. 

Let me know what works for you after you’ve met with Amy. We’re pretty open for 
anytime at the end of next week.

Thanks Heather!

Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

Heather 
Zurbrigg; 
Amy Cameron

email 4/5/11 Hi Rochelle,
 
Would this Thursday afternoon work for you folks?  Amy will be calling in from 
Pembroke, and if you let me know where the Prowind office is, I might be able to join 
Cathy for the call.  
 
I am hoping I’ll get to have a quick look at some of the report before then, but Amy will 
have been able to go over at least a section or two in detail by then.  We’ll be able to 
have some discussions, and we’ll be able to address any further questions you might 
have.  I’m sorry we haven’t been able to meet and review the reports in full detail yet, 
it feels like I keep promising you timelines and I’ve bitten off more than I can chew.  I 
think with the process being so new, we truly aren’t sure how long these things will 
take and how much time it takes to get through that ever present ‘stack on our desks’.  
So I do apologize.
 
Let me know what will work.
 
Cheers,
Heather

Heather 
Zurbrigg

Heather 
Zurbrigg; 
Amy Cameron

email 4/7/11 As discussed.  Please let me know if you have any questions about this
 
Thanks,
Heather

Heather 
Zurbrigg

scoped NHA 
wetland 
evaluation for 
consultants.doc

Heather 
Zurbrigg; 
Amy Cameron

email 4/7/11 Thanks for sending this document Heather, and for taking time to meet with us today.

I was able to pull the records from our avian field monitoring in April / May 2010 at the 
project site.  As you saw in the Pre-Construction monitoring report, we had 4 
observations of Bobolink during the spring survey.  Each of these occurred on a 
separate day in May, and I’ve copied the field notes from these days into the attached 
pdf file.  It gives survey coordinates and field conditions, along with observation notes.

I will have to see if we can pull the field records from the 2009 surveys (again 4 
separate observations are noted in the bird report for 2009), but these will need to 
come from our consultants at the time, so may take longer to compile.

I don’t believe there were any other endangered species encountered, but if I find 
otherwise, I’ll see if I can compile those records for you too. 

I hope this helps.
Cathy

Cathy Weston Field 
Notes_spring 
2010.pdf

Heather 
Zurbrigg; 
Amy Cameron

email 4/7/11 Thanks! And it would be great if you can get those other records for us Cathy - thank 
you! And thanks too for meeting with us today, we’ll have more information for you 
with respect to any further NHA and SAR surveys that may be required by the end of 
the month after our internal MNR discussion in a couple of weeks.
 
Talk soon,
-Heather

Heather 
Zurbrigg
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Heather 
Zurbrigg; 
Amy Cameron

email 4/7/11 Here are the items that you need to provide solid details about for Significant Wildlife 
Habitat.  You will need 3 main documents:
 
Significant Wildlife Habitat Technical Guide + Appendicies (available online at 
http://www.mnr.gov.on.ca/en/Business/FW/Publication/MNR_E001285P.html) 
Criterion Schedules for the appropriate area (off the top of my head I think it is in 6E-
16, but you should double check) 
Decision Support System (also available online at 
http://www.mnr.gov.on.ca/en/Business/FW/Publication/MNR_E001285P.html) 
 
Other documents such as Partners in Flight act as guidance to help determine what bird 
species should be considered species of conservation concern under the SWHTG.  
Therefore “Partners in Flight” should not have its own heading in the NHA reports as it 
currently does, rather the information gained from that document should be embedded 
into the Significant Wildlife Section of the report (see rough outline attached of all the 
wildlife habitats that need to be discussed).
 
The expectation is that each item in the SWHTG will be addressed in SITE 
INVESTIGATION and the following details provided:
A description of the what the habitat is (so that we know you were looking for the right 
thing) 
Information about whether or not this type of habitat may be found onsite.  If there is 
potential based on a desktop exercise, a field visit should be done to confirm the 
presence/absence of the feature.  If the feature is present there needs to be a 
discussion in the EVALUATION OF SIGNIFICANCE REPORT. 
in the site investigation report a map of “candidate” SWH needs to be provided and all 
candidate features need to be shown 
in the evaluation of significance report a map of “significant” and “provincially 
significant” features must be shown 
 
This should get you started. If you have any questions please let me know.  

Amy 
Cameron

Significant 
Wildlife 
Habitat.doc

Heather 
Zurbrigg;  
Amy 
Cameron

in-
person

4/7/11 in-person meeting Rochelle 
Rumney, 
Cathy Weston

Heather 
Zurbrigg;  
Amy 
Cameron

email 4/13/11 Hi Heather and Amy, 

Here are the meetings notes we’ve put together from our call on Thursday. I just 
wanted to send these over to make sure I hadn’t missed or misinterpreted anything. 

Please have a look and let me know of any changes/additions you’d like to see. 

Thanks very much,
Rochelle Rumney

Rochelle 
Rumney

MNR meeting 
notes 2011-04-07

Heather 
Zurbrigg;  
Amy 
Cameron

email 4/15/11 Hi Heather, 

As per my voicemail, here is a clearer description of my questions regarding amphibian 
breeding monitoring. 

Our ELC/general ecology consultant, Nigel Finney, mentioned yesterday in a meeting 
that amphibian breeding monitoring needs to be done now ( I was actually out 
volunteering with him last night setting salamander traps for Jefferson Salamander 
monitoring). 

His approach to woodland amphibian breeding monitoring is this:

Three field visits, one during each phase of the amphibian breeding period (one now to 
catch peepers, wood frogs, etc., one in a couple weeks to catch the frog species that 
will be calling then, and so on) 
Each stop in the field is at an area identified as potential amphibian breeding SWH, so 
wet, marshy woodland areas. 
Each stop is three mins in length to establish a quiet environment and then identify 
what types of frogs are calling and taking notes. 

The first visit needs to be done before the end of next week, I was told. Wood frogs will 
be done calling soon. 

I just wanted to run this by you, and see if the approach is appropriate. I don’t even 
know if we’ll be able to find anyone to do the first monitoring day at such short notice.  
Would I be able to do this monitoring? I can record what I hear for verification, but I 
can likely identify them. Is any specific expertise required for this task?

Thanks very much for your help, 
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney
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Heather 
Zurbrigg;  
Amy 
Cameron

email 4/18/11 Attached are the edits from our end.  Overall the minutes captured the conversation.  
 
Just to give you an update, Heather and I will be meeting with Shaun (District 
Ecologist) and Emily (SAR biologist) tomorrow afternoon to discuss the report and 
identify gaps.  You will likely have a letter from us by the middle of next week to 
discuss next steps and we can then book a date to meet face-to-face.
 
   

Amy 
Cameron

MNR meeting 
notes 2011-04-
07_revised by AC

Heather 
Zurbrigg;  
Amy 
Cameron

email 4/18/11 Hi Amy, 

Thanks for your feedback on the meeting notes.  I’ve made those changes and I’ll wait 
to see if Heather has anything to add before finalizing.  I will be in Kemptville next 
week, so if it’s possible to meet with you while I’m there, say Friday the 29th, that’d be 
perfect. I can always come back another time, if that is too soon.

--

I’ve been trying to get in touch with Heather regarding some SWH monitoring we’d like 
to do this week. I tried to get in touch with Heather on Friday and again today, with no 
luck.  Would you be able to have a quick look at the email below and offer any 
comments? I just want to make sure this monitoring is necessary and appropriate.

Our plan was to go out tonight, but it’s too cold (why is it snowing?). So hopefully, 
Wednesday or Thursday night this week. 

Thanks very much,
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

Heather 
Zurbrigg;  
Amy 
Cameron

email 4/18/11 Hi Rochelle,
 
Amy and I had a look at the minutes of the meeting together.  So no further comment 
from me. 
 
We think the protocols for the amphibian survey look good, and if you have hired a 
consultant that knows their stuff all should be fine. We are happy to ask Shaun 
Thompson, our district ecologist to verify during out meeting tomorrow and can have 
this back to you tomorrow afternoon, and certainly by your Wed. or Thursday.
 
I’ll give you a quick call after our meeting just to verify
 
Cheers,
-Heather

Heather 
Zurbrigg

Heather 
Zurbrigg;  
Amy 
Cameron

email 4/18/11 Friday the 29th sounds good for a meeting.  How does 10am sound?  Heather 
Zurbrigg

Heather 
Zurbrigg;  
Amy 
Cameron

email 4/18/11 Great. I’ll save those meeting notes with your comments then. Thanks.

Yes, any feedback regarding the monitoring by tomorrow or Wednesday would be great. 
And just to clarify, our consultant wouldn’t be going out with us to the South Branch 
site, he is in Guelph and not able to make it that far. We are trying to get someone for 
the South Branch site, but it’s so last minute, we might not find anyone. Can we do the 
monitoring ourselves and also record what we hear so that the consultant can verify?

And 10 am on Friday is perfect.  Cathy and I will come to your office if that works for 
you. You have more people to round up this time.  

Thanks very much Heather.

Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney
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Heather 
Zurbrigg;  
Amy 
Cameron;  
Shaun 
Thompson, 
Erin 
Thompson

in-
person

4/29/11 see meeting notes Rochelle 
Rumney, 
Cathy 
Weston, Ron 
Huizer 
(Beacon 
Environmenta
l)

Heather 
Zurbrigg

Prowind NHA 
Checklist.doc

Hi Rochelle,
 
Thanks for meeting with us last week via concall, and for your patience while Amy 
Cameron and I have had a chance to go over the report in more detail and have also 
been able to sit with the key Kemptville district staff to look at the report for this 
project.  Several information gaps have been identified.  Below is a preliminary look at 
what will need to be done, and some ideas as to where you might get relevant and 
necessary information.  We can discuss in more detail when we meet next Friday.
 
NHA
Four big things we need to see at this time as a preliminary steps are:
 
1)       -the whole area needs to be ELC’d – (or vegetation communities identified, we 
highly recommend ELC) this will include the entire area including laydown areas, road 
networks and the appropriate distance from the turbine (58m is the blade length you 
mentioned in the report) that is included in the project site area -- include also in the 
ELC the 120m buffer. – ELC vegetation communities identified will serve as a jumping 
off point for figuring out Significant Wildlife Habitat (SWH) as targeted surveys for 
specific SWH can be determined after looking through the criteria in the ecoregion 
criteria schedule for the SWHTG.  The criteria cannot be ruled out if the site hasn’t been 
classified as per it’s ELC communities 9or appropriate veg communities).
2)       OWES evaluation is required for the wetland communities as per the O. Reg. 
359/09  that were flagged during the ELC and any other wetlands that might be found 
to be on site.
3)       Please have a look at the Ostrander windfarm report, which is now a public 
document and is accessible online: www.gileadpower.com/ostrander_documents.htm 
<http://www.gileadpower.com/ostrander_documents.htm>  This will give you all of the 
documents that you need and show the level of details required for the reports. 
4)       If you have more information that is not included in this report, eg: point counts, 
survey information… please include it.  Species lists (and locations) are important for 
the site investigation and specific information on survey locations and methodology is 
very important to have as well.
 
Regarding the amphibian survey you have proposed for this week.  We strongly 
recommend that you have someone go out that is qualified to go on site to do the 
amphibian surveys.  Based on experience, tape recordings are unreliable, you don’t get 
the directionality of the calls, and tend to get much background noise.  Please hire a 
qualified consultant who can go out next week to do the preliminary survey and any 
subsequent surveys.  They will know the correct protocols and methodology for the 
surveys.  Night time surveys should capture all species of frogs and toads, and 
salamanders must be searched for as well using a similar methodology you used in the 
Jefferson salamander surveys you were speaking about in one of your previous emails.
 
The Natural Heritage Assessment Guideline (NHAG) is a good document to help you 
along this process also and will give you some ideas as to the rigour and the 
methodology involved in site investigation, evaluation of features and the level of effort 
involved. -amphibian surveys are addressed in this to give you some idea of 
methodology (as well as other surveys you will need to perform)
 
Attached is the checklist of the requirements of the regulation, as you can see much 
information is still required in this report to meet the Regulation requirements.  
 
You have to remember also, that some of the natural features and their functions will 
extend beyond the 120m buffer.  This will include wetlands, woodlands and SWH.
 
If you have any questions or need clarification on any of this please let me know.  I 
think the Ostrander report will be a big help to you in terms of what requirements and 
expectations we have in terms of the NHA report and level of effort and survey 
required.

We can talk in detail about this next Friday when we have our meeting in Kemptville.
 
Thanks,

Heather 
Zurbrigg;  
Amy 
Cameron; 
Rebecca 
Dixon, Jim 
Beal, Jim 
Fraser, Emily 
Verhoek, 
Shaun 
Thompson, 
Erin 
Thompson, 
Ken Durst

email 4/20/11
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Heather 
Zurbrigg;  
Amy 
Cameron;  

email 5/3/11 Good morning, 

Thanks again for meeting with us on Friday. It was great to get some face time to go 
over all the feedback and changes that have been floating around. 

I wanted to pass along  the meeting notes I took at Friday’s meeting. We went through 
a  lot of content, so I might have missed something. Please send me any 
corrections/additions, if you see any.

I didn’t sent this over to Shaun or Erin, but please feel free to if they are interested. 

I’m sure we’ll be in touch soon. Thanks again.

Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

MNR Meeting 
Notes 2011-04-
29

Heather 
Zurbrigg;  
Amy 
Cameron, 
Deborah 
Nizman

email 5/5/11 Thanks Rochelle,  
 
I have some information regarding the water crossings involved on the site and what 
might be necessary regarding work permits under the Public Lands Act.  I think there 
will be directional drilling for all of the crossings involved, (?) but we will need crossing 
details for these locations in order to advise wrt methodology and to let you know if 
there will be a permit required.  
 
Crossing at Kirker Road
Both crossings South of Snowbird
Crossing north of Snowbird.
 
I have cc’d Deborah Nizman who is the contact here for work permits under the PLA 
and you can contact her with any further questions wrt water crossings on the project 
site.
 
Thanks!
-Heather

Heather 
Zurbrigg

Heather 
Zurbrigg;  
Amy 
Cameron, 
Deborah 
Nizman

email 6/5/11 Hi Rochelle,
 
I’m not totally familiar with the punch and bore method.  I know that directional drilling 
minimizes impacts on the watercourses (and potential Crown concerns) by avoiding 
crossing directly through the channel, and the review process may be more straight 
forward in that regard.  If you have any information on the punch and bore method feel 
free to send it along.  Generally, the least intrusive method would be preferred.
 
Thanks,
 
Deborah
Deborah Nizman
Resource Management Technician - Ministry of Natural Resources
10 Campus Drive, P.O. Box 2002, Kemptville, ON  K0G 1J0
(613) 258-8526 | (613) 258-3920 | deborah.nizman@ontario.ca 

Deborah 
Nizman

Heather 
Zurbrigg;  
Amy 
Cameron, 
Deborah 
Nizman

email 6/5/11 Sounds perfect.  I think I’ll let Deborah speak to the method of crossing, as it’s not my 
area of expertise.  
 
Thanks Deb! 
 
Hope you have a great weekend too! J
-Heather

Heather 
Zurbrigg

Heather 
Zurbrigg;  
Amy 
Cameron, 
Deborah 
Nizman

email 6/5/11 Ok great. When we have the details on those crossings we’ll make sure to discuss them 
with you and start that permit process, if necessary.

Is there a preference on MNR’s side for type of crossing (directional drilling vs. punch 
and bore)?

Have a great weekend,
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney
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Heather 
Zurbrigg;  
Amy 
Cameron, 
Deborah 
Nizman

email 6/5/11 Hi Rochelle,
 
A work permit, if required under the PLA, takes a couple of months.  It is not required 
for the signed confirmation letter of the completed NHA.  It is an APRD issue, and it’s 
Prowind’s responsibility to make sure these authorizations are in place if necessary 
before MOE sign off, I just thought I’d let you know in case you weren’t aware that 
there may be crown land on site.  The crossings I flagged were the ones that would be 
potentially nagivable waters and therefore would be covered under the PLA legislation.
 
I just wanted to give you the heads up so that you can provide details to us (Deborah) 
when you have them about the crossings, and we would see at that time if there was a 
permit needed.  Just keep in mind to keep us in the loop regarding this matter so we 
can make sure all authorizations that may be necessary are in place before the final 
MOE sign off of your project.
 
Please do let me know if you have any further questions about this or any other issue 
wrt your project.
 
Regards,
-Heather 

Heather 
Zurbrigg

Heather 
Zurbrigg;  
Amy 
Cameron, 
Deborah 
Nizman

email 6/5/11 Hi Heather and Deborah, 

What sort of crossing detail are you looking for at this stage? We won’t have 
engineering details until we are closer to the construction phase. At this point we don’t 
have an engineering consultant hired to do this work, so we can’t get engineering plans 
at this stage.  

The are several other water courses in addition to those listed below  that will be 
crossed in this manner, although some of them  are farm drainage ditches. 

The one south of Kirker Rd. is no longer an issue as we are removing T14 and it’s 
associated cable and road. Cable will not go north of T9 in that area.

Other buried cable crossings include:
North of Snowbird (mentioned below) 
2 crossings south of Snowbird (mentioned below) 
NNW of T11 (ditch) 
South of T9 (ditch) 
South of Sandy Creek Road

If you let us know what sort of detail you are looking for, we will provide what we can 
and work on getting the rest for you.

How long does a permit under the PLA take to acquire? Is it required for REA approval?

Thanks very much,
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

Heather 
Zurbrigg; 
Emily 
Verhoek, Amy 
Cameron

email 6/23/11 Hi Rochelle,  
 
I am ccing Emily Verhoek, our Species at Risk biologist on this email and she can fill in 
any gaps I might have left.  
 
For Butternut, it will only need to be assessed if there is threat of harm or removal to 
the individual tree.   any maps that show locations of Butternut would be good 
information for us to have, although not mandatory if they are not going to be 
disturbed.  MNR direction is that a 25m buffer be left around the base of Butternut 
trees to protect the root system (this includes acitivities such as excavation, grading, 
paving etc), is this going to be the case?  if not, we might need to have further 
discussions.
 
ESA permitting should be started as early as possible in the process.  If you have 
occurrences of endangered or threatened species, you can work with Emily to 
determine what authorizations will be needed under the ESA and when to start the 
permitting process if that is necessary. It definitely is good to be starting discussions 
now!  thanks for keeping us in the loop.
 
thanks!

-Heather

Heather 
Zurbrigg

none
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Micheal Otis, 
Don Lewis, 
Heather 
Zurbrigg, 
Amy 
Cameron, 
Hugh 
Garlough, 
Ben De Haan, 
Michael 
Wildman, 
Terri 
Forrester, 
Sandra 
Mancini, 
Mathieu 
Leblanc, 
Debra 
McKinstry, 
"mayor@twpe
c.ca", 
Katherine 
Kirzati, Sandy 
Hay, Lesley 
Todd, Helen 
Thomson, 
Brenda Brunt, 
Sheryl Lusk, 
Shari Prowse

email 8/1/11 Hello All,

I’m pleased to report that the updated Draft REA reports for South Branch Wind Farm 
are now available on our project website.  You may download some or all of these 
reports as needed.

http://www.prowind.ca/?page=projects-south-branch

Please let me know if you would like me to provide you with a CD of the reports or if 
you have any difficulties in downloading this information.

We welcome your comments on any aspect of this project.  Thank you in advance for 
taking time to consider the proposed project. 

Kind regards,
Cathy 

Cathy Weston none

Heather 
Zurbrigg; 
Emily 
Verhoek

email 8/16/11 Hi Heather and Emily, 

As discussed with Heather earlier today, I have attached the Species at Risk report for 
the South Branch Wind Farm  for your review and to start the ESA permit process if 
deemed necessary.

This is corresponds with the recent version of the NHAR for the same wind farm sent to 
the MNR for review on July 31, 2011.

Thanks very much. If you have any questions, please don’t hesitate to call. 

Take care, 
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

South Branch 
Wind Farm 
Species at Risk 
Report 2011-08-
11.pdf

Emily 
Verhoek

email 8/24/11 Hi Rochelle, 
 
Thank you for sending in this report. I have taken the time to review it and have 
several comments.
I wanted to let you know that I will be finishing my contract with MNR as of Thursday 
August 25th, 2011. 
After that, Marie-Andrée Carrière will be the main contact for this file. marie-
andree.carriere@ontario.ca or (613)258-8417
I have updated Marie-Andrée on the file and provided my comments to her. She will be 
summarizing all comments and getting back to you shortly.
Sorry for any inconvenience.
 
Take care,
Emily Verhoek

Emily 
Verhoek

Heather 
Zurbrigg

email 8/26/11 Hi Rochelle,

Would you be available for a call on Monday to discuss the NHA submission?  

Hope you have a great weekend and give me a call on Monday or send me a quick 
email to touch base Monday.

Thanks!
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Heather 
Zurbrigg

email 08/30/11 Hi Heather,

I spoke to Cathy this morning and she is ok to meet Friday as well, so I think that will 
work.

I will drive up for the meeting too; I’d really like to be able to sit down and look at the 
report with you.  

Does 10 am work for a meeting on Friday? We’re flexible, but sometime in the morning 
is preferable for me.

Thanks very much. See you Friday!
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

Heather 
Zurbrigg

email 08/30/11 Hi Heather,

Will we be able to talk about the SAR report that we submitted on Friday as well? Emily 
emailed me a while ago saying  she had some comments on the report, but I know she 
is likely gone now. If her replacement (sorry, I forget her name) is available, can we 
include her in this meeting and go over that at the same time?

Thanks,
Rochelle

Heather 
Zurbrigg

email 08/31/11 I will check with Marie Andree who is the SAR biologist that has taken over the 
renewable energy files to see if she will have a chance to review by then, and if she is 
free.  Would you be able to start the meeting a little earlier with us?  9:30 maybe?

Heather 
Zurbrigg;  
Amy 
Cameron; 
Marie Andre 
Carriere

Meeting 9/2/11 see meeting notes

Heather 
Zurbrigg

Email 9/26/11 Comments for Prowind South Branch wind project NHA:

Thank you for sending us the updated NHA report documents.  This report is much 
clearer and much more complete.

Could you please address the following comments with respect to your NHA for the 
Prowind South Branch wind farm.

Additionally we will be sending the Environmental Effects Monitoring Plan to a science 
specialist who will provide comments on this document.  This document is not required 
in order for the NHA confirmation letter to be signed.

    Table 7 pg. 28, we’d like to see indicated in this table the component of the project 
location that the woodland is near.  Eg: WO1 is 33m from a laydown area.  These 
distances from project location to features need to be indicated on a woodlands map.  
See comment re: appendix A
    Please take out any references to Species at Risk in the NHA report
    Appendix F: Wetland survey information: we need to have the full table from 
Appendix C used for the wetland evaluation section.  Note that under the “special 
features” section in Appendix C, features such as downed woody debris, fallen logs, 
cavity trees etc. need to be spoken to.  If there weren’t any found state this as well.
    In SWH table 9, were snake hibernacula searched for during site investigation?  Rock 
piles, crevices etc.  this must be clear in the report that this feature was searched for.
    Table 8 on page 31 – wetland ID codes need to correspond to Appendix F unit codes.  
And we need an intuitive map (ELC mapping might be fine, as long as the codes are 
represented and the distances are clear from the project location to the boundaries of 
identified natural features)
    Regarding the meadow marsh that has been tile drained, if this is no longer on the 
site, this needs to be removed as a wetland in table 8 and any other reference to it 
later on
    Appendix A: please add a woodlands map and a wetlands map.  On the SWH maps, 
we need to see features more clearly.  Some of the features cannot be seen clearly, 
could you have the larger map as an inset where possible and the main map as a 
zoomed in picture of the feature itself please.
    In the EOS section, will need to see the dates of the beginning and ending of the 
evaluation of significance.
    Pg 42 – take out ‘no significant wildlife habitat was identified within this woodland’ at 
the bottom under ‘uncommon characteristics’ as this does not apply. Same at bottom of 
pg. 43 wrt woodland 11
    Turtle nesting and overwintering needs to be addressed
    Table 9 – put N/A in the CSWH id column if the feature does not apply such as: 
shorebird migratory stopover areas; butterfly migratory routes and stopover areas; 
deer wintering areas; bat migration should come off of the table
    Table 11 – instead of the reference to the NHRM in the EOS criteria and procedures, 
please make reference to the NHAG
    Pg 40 – woodlands - in the evaluation criteria: reference the NHAG not the NHRM.  
Remove all wording in the text to follow about the NHRM but keep the wording about 
the criteria used. Under proximity to other woodlands or other habitats add the 
following sentence “ the woodland must be at least 4 ha in size”.  Under water 
protection add the following sentence “ the woodland must be at least 2 ha in size”.  
Under woodland diversity, add the following sentence “the following species must be 
present and occur naturally (not planted): sugar maple, black maple, silver maple, red 
maple, yellow birch, hickory, beech, black ask, walnut, tamarack, spruce, pine, oak, 
basswood, or hemlock and the woodland must be 4 ha in size”. Under uncommon 
characteristics, the criteria should be changed to read the following: “woodlands are 
considered significant if they have a vegetation community of the provincial ranking of 
S1, S2, or S3 and are 0.5 ha in size or larger; habitat of a rare, uncommon or restricted 
plant species and are 0.5 ha or more in size; characteristics of older woodlands or 
woodlands with larger tree size structure in native species and are 2 ha or larger”.
    Woodlands: Delete all references to economic and social values as this criteria does 
not apply to RE projects.
    Section 7.1.3.1 – under woodland diversity, change the entire wording to state the 
following: WO11 is composed entirely of silver maple deciduous swamp which is a 
native forest type. Criteria in the NHAG for woodland diversity indicate that this 
woodland type has had major reductions in the natural distribution in the landscape, 
south and east of the Candian shield. However, the woodland does not meet the area 
threshold for significance. WO11 cannot be considered significant for woodland 
diversity.
    Pg 44, please change wording in final paragraph “consultation with the MNR 
indicated an agreement with the findings that WO11 is not a significant woodland”
    Table 12 under evaluation of significance, you should call this “assumed significant” 
rather than just significant.
    Pg 46 under table 13, in the date of evaluation column we want to see the dates of 
the surveys and not a reference to an appendix.
    Pg 49 section 7.3.1 – aquatic: last sentence should be updated “ none of the… can 
be considered…” (not cannot)
    Amphibian point count map required – (include salamander surveys locations also.) 
we need to know where survey locations were.  WHF1 and WHF2 will be considered 
significant wildlife habitat since more than 20 spring peepers heard.  Will need to see a 
zoomed in map identifying the distance between WHF1 and WHF2 to the project 
components (temporary and permanent).
    Section 7.3.8 – osprey nest: is there an active osprey nest here?  If not it’s not 
candidate SWH
    Section 7.3.9 – need to speak to presence or absence of nests for raptor nesting. -- 
Only need to know for WHJ1 and WHJ7 according to appendix D of the NHAG, these are 
not a consideration if within 120m of an overhead distribution line.
    7.3.10 - - should have two considerations
        Area-sensitive bird breeding habitat (interior forest breeding habitat)
        Area-sensitive bird breeding habitat (open country breeding bird habitat) –

Interior forest breeding habitat will not need to be considered.

Open country breeding habitat needs to be considered within 120m of a turbine only

        these need to be at least 30 ha in size, cannot be active AG land, and have to 
have species present as indicated in the 6E criteria schedule

    re: Species of conservation concern: assume significance of the snapping turtle and 
propose general construction mitigation.  Call this ‘general candidate significant wildlife 
habitat’ -- Timing restrictions and silt fencing etc.  would be sufficient mitigation.

We will have comments on the bird surveys later this week and will comment on the 
EIS after we have received the above noted changes.  Please let me know if you have 
any questions or comments.  I suggest we have a phone conversation soon.  If you are 
available Wednesday afternoon to have a conversation about this report, please let me 
know.  Otherwise we can find an alternate time.

Thanks!

-Heather
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Heather 
Zurbrigg

Email 9/26/11 Comments for Prowind South Branch wind project NHA:

Thank you for sending us the updated NHA report documents.  This report is much 
clearer and much more complete.

Could you please address the following comments with respect to your NHA for the 
Prowind South Branch wind farm.

Additionally we will be sending the Environmental Effects Monitoring Plan to a science 
specialist who will provide comments on this document.  This document is not required 
in order for the NHA confirmation letter to be signed.

    Table 7 pg. 28, we’d like to see indicated in this table the component of the project 
location that the woodland is near.  Eg: WO1 is 33m from a laydown area.  These 
distances from project location to features need to be indicated on a woodlands map.  
See comment re: appendix A
    Please take out any references to Species at Risk in the NHA report
    Appendix F: Wetland survey information: we need to have the full table from 
Appendix C used for the wetland evaluation section.  Note that under the “special 
features” section in Appendix C, features such as downed woody debris, fallen logs, 
cavity trees etc. need to be spoken to.  If there weren’t any found state this as well.
    In SWH table 9, were snake hibernacula searched for during site investigation?  Rock 
piles, crevices etc.  this must be clear in the report that this feature was searched for.
    Table 8 on page 31 – wetland ID codes need to correspond to Appendix F unit codes.  
And we need an intuitive map (ELC mapping might be fine, as long as the codes are 
represented and the distances are clear from the project location to the boundaries of 
identified natural features)
    Regarding the meadow marsh that has been tile drained, if this is no longer on the 
site, this needs to be removed as a wetland in table 8 and any other reference to it 
later on
    Appendix A: please add a woodlands map and a wetlands map.  On the SWH maps, 
we need to see features more clearly.  Some of the features cannot be seen clearly, 
could you have the larger map as an inset where possible and the main map as a 
zoomed in picture of the feature itself please.
    In the EOS section, will need to see the dates of the beginning and ending of the 
evaluation of significance.
    Pg 42 – take out ‘no significant wildlife habitat was identified within this woodland’ at 
the bottom under ‘uncommon characteristics’ as this does not apply. Same at bottom of 
pg. 43 wrt woodland 11
    Turtle nesting and overwintering needs to be addressed
    Table 9 – put N/A in the CSWH id column if the feature does not apply such as: 
shorebird migratory stopover areas; butterfly migratory routes and stopover areas; 
deer wintering areas; bat migration should come off of the table
    Table 11 – instead of the reference to the NHRM in the EOS criteria and procedures, 
please make reference to the NHAG
    Pg 40 – woodlands - in the evaluation criteria: reference the NHAG not the NHRM.  
Remove all wording in the text to follow about the NHRM but keep the wording about 
the criteria used. Under proximity to other woodlands or other habitats add the 
following sentence “ the woodland must be at least 4 ha in size”.  Under water 
protection add the following sentence “ the woodland must be at least 2 ha in size”.  
Under woodland diversity, add the following sentence “the following species must be 
present and occur naturally (not planted): sugar maple, black maple, silver maple, red 
maple, yellow birch, hickory, beech, black ask, walnut, tamarack, spruce, pine, oak, 
basswood, or hemlock and the woodland must be 4 ha in size”. Under uncommon 
characteristics, the criteria should be changed to read the following: “woodlands are 
considered significant if they have a vegetation community of the provincial ranking of 
S1, S2, or S3 and are 0.5 ha in size or larger; habitat of a rare, uncommon or restricted 
plant species and are 0.5 ha or more in size; characteristics of older woodlands or 
woodlands with larger tree size structure in native species and are 2 ha or larger”.
    Woodlands: Delete all references to economic and social values as this criteria does 
not apply to RE projects.
    Section 7.1.3.1 – under woodland diversity, change the entire wording to state the 
following: WO11 is composed entirely of silver maple deciduous swamp which is a 
native forest type. Criteria in the NHAG for woodland diversity indicate that this 
woodland type has had major reductions in the natural distribution in the landscape, 
south and east of the Candian shield. However, the woodland does not meet the area 
threshold for significance. WO11 cannot be considered significant for woodland 
diversity.
    Pg 44, please change wording in final paragraph “consultation with the MNR 
indicated an agreement with the findings that WO11 is not a significant woodland”
    Table 12 under evaluation of significance, you should call this “assumed significant” 
rather than just significant.
    Pg 46 under table 13, in the date of evaluation column we want to see the dates of 
the surveys and not a reference to an appendix.
    Pg 49 section 7.3.1 – aquatic: last sentence should be updated “ none of the… can 
be considered…” (not cannot)
    Amphibian point count map required – (include salamander surveys locations also.) 
we need to know where survey locations were.  WHF1 and WHF2 will be considered 
significant wildlife habitat since more than 20 spring peepers heard.  Will need to see a 
zoomed in map identifying the distance between WHF1 and WHF2 to the project 
components (temporary and permanent).
    Section 7.3.8 – osprey nest: is there an active osprey nest here?  If not it’s not 
candidate SWH
    Section 7.3.9 – need to speak to presence or absence of nests for raptor nesting. -- 
Only need to know for WHJ1 and WHJ7 according to appendix D of the NHAG, these are 
not a consideration if within 120m of an overhead distribution line.
    7.3.10 - - should have two considerations
        Area-sensitive bird breeding habitat (interior forest breeding habitat)
        Area-sensitive bird breeding habitat (open country breeding bird habitat) –

Interior forest breeding habitat will not need to be considered.

Open country breeding habitat needs to be considered within 120m of a turbine only

        these need to be at least 30 ha in size, cannot be active AG land, and have to 
have species present as indicated in the 6E criteria schedule

    re: Species of conservation concern: assume significance of the snapping turtle and 
propose general construction mitigation.  Call this ‘general candidate significant wildlife 
habitat’ -- Timing restrictions and silt fencing etc.  would be sufficient mitigation.

We will have comments on the bird surveys later this week and will comment on the 
EIS after we have received the above noted changes.  Please let me know if you have 
any questions or comments.  I suggest we have a phone conversation soon.  If you are 
available Wednesday afternoon to have a conversation about this report, please let me 
know.  Otherwise we can find an alternate time.

Thanks!

-Heather
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email 10/24/11 South Branch 
PCMP comments 
Lhale.doc

Heather 
Zurbrigg

Email 10/31/11 Hi Rochelle,

Please find attached the confirmation letter for Prowind’s South Branch Wind Farm NHA.  
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.

NHA confirmatio 
South Branch.pdf

Heather 
Zurbrigg

Email 9/26/11

Hi Rochelle, 

We have had a chance to look over your NHA and have a few final minor comments for 
you to address.  I have also attached the comments from Lesley Hale who did the 
review for the Post-construction monitoring Plan.  The only thing that needs to be 
addressed before the NHA letter can be issued are the NHA comments (section 1 
below), everything else will need to be addressed as well, but the NHA letter is not 
contingent upon them.
 
1)       Comments on the NHA report:
a)      Site Investigation:
·         Bat migration is no in the SWHTG and as the Ecoregion criteria document is an 
advice piece only, please remove this category from Table 9 on page 38.

b)      Evaluation of Significance:
·         dates of beginning and ending of EOS, this does not just include the site visits, 
but the evaluation itself
·         table 13 and CSWH detailed maps for waterfowl stopover and staging area 
(aquatic)  vs (terrestrial) seem to have differing information.  WHA1-4 are ‘aquatic’ in 
the table, but ‘terrestrial’ in the mapping

c)       Environmental Impact Study:
·         No preconstruction bird surveys will be required.

d)      Avian survey – pre-construction – comments:
·         waterfowl staging survey – pg. 10 – what were the results of the talks with local 
landowners
·         Take out references to Species at Risk as well as any other references that might 
be in any other documents (eg: the MKI report)
·         Pg 16 – Canada goose is migratory.   Not ‘semi-migratory’ – there are resident 
members but as a species it is considered migratory

2)       Species at Risk:
If you could please ensure you are in touch with Erin Thompson with respect to 
direction regarding any permitting requirements under the ESA for post construction 
monitoring.  And she will be in touch with you with comments from the Species at Risk 
report you have sent in shortly.

3)       Other permitting requirements:
Post construction monitoring:  – a Scientific collectors permit will be needed for 
collecting, monitoring, and handling any wildlife.  This won’t need to be obtained 
immediately, and is only valid for a year, so will need to be applied for each year of post-
construction monitoring through the MNR.

I’m looking forward to seeing the finalized report and hopefully we can get a 
confirmation letter out to you imminently. Please let me know if you have any questions

Heather 
Zurbrigg

Comments for Prowind South Branch wind project NHA:

Thank you for sending us the updated NHA report documents.  This report is much 
clearer and much more complete.

Could you please address the following comments with respect to your NHA for the 
Prowind South Branch wind farm.

Additionally we will be sending the Environmental Effects Monitoring Plan to a science 
specialist who will provide comments on this document.  This document is not required 
in order for the NHA confirmation letter to be signed.

    Table 7 pg. 28, we’d like to see indicated in this table the component of the project 
location that the woodland is near.  Eg: WO1 is 33m from a laydown area.  These 
distances from project location to features need to be indicated on a woodlands map.  
See comment re: appendix A
    Please take out any references to Species at Risk in the NHA report
    Appendix F: Wetland survey information: we need to have the full table from 
Appendix C used for the wetland evaluation section.  Note that under the “special 
features” section in Appendix C, features such as downed woody debris, fallen logs, 
cavity trees etc. need to be spoken to.  If there weren’t any found state this as well.
    In SWH table 9, were snake hibernacula searched for during site investigation?  Rock 
piles, crevices etc.  this must be clear in the report that this feature was searched for.
    Table 8 on page 31 – wetland ID codes need to correspond to Appendix F unit codes.  
And we need an intuitive map (ELC mapping might be fine, as long as the codes are 
represented and the distances are clear from the project location to the boundaries of 
identified natural features)
    Regarding the meadow marsh that has been tile drained, if this is no longer on the 
site, this needs to be removed as a wetland in table 8 and any other reference to it 
later on
    Appendix A: please add a woodlands map and a wetlands map.  On the SWH maps, 
we need to see features more clearly.  Some of the features cannot be seen clearly, 
could you have the larger map as an inset where possible and the main map as a 
zoomed in picture of the feature itself please.
    In the EOS section, will need to see the dates of the beginning and ending of the 
evaluation of significance.
    Pg 42 – take out ‘no significant wildlife habitat was identified within this woodland’ at 
the bottom under ‘uncommon characteristics’ as this does not apply. Same at bottom of 
pg. 43 wrt woodland 11
    Turtle nesting and overwintering needs to be addressed
    Table 9 – put N/A in the CSWH id column if the feature does not apply such as: 
shorebird migratory stopover areas; butterfly migratory routes and stopover areas; 
deer wintering areas; bat migration should come off of the table
    Table 11 – instead of the reference to the NHRM in the EOS criteria and procedures, 
please make reference to the NHAG
    Pg 40 – woodlands - in the evaluation criteria: reference the NHAG not the NHRM.  
Remove all wording in the text to follow about the NHRM but keep the wording about 
the criteria used. Under proximity to other woodlands or other habitats add the 
following sentence “ the woodland must be at least 4 ha in size”.  Under water 
protection add the following sentence “ the woodland must be at least 2 ha in size”.  
Under woodland diversity, add the following sentence “the following species must be 
present and occur naturally (not planted): sugar maple, black maple, silver maple, red 
maple, yellow birch, hickory, beech, black ask, walnut, tamarack, spruce, pine, oak, 
basswood, or hemlock and the woodland must be 4 ha in size”. Under uncommon 
characteristics, the criteria should be changed to read the following: “woodlands are 
considered significant if they have a vegetation community of the provincial ranking of 
S1, S2, or S3 and are 0.5 ha in size or larger; habitat of a rare, uncommon or restricted 
plant species and are 0.5 ha or more in size; characteristics of older woodlands or 
woodlands with larger tree size structure in native species and are 2 ha or larger”.
    Woodlands: Delete all references to economic and social values as this criteria does 
not apply to RE projects.
    Section 7.1.3.1 – under woodland diversity, change the entire wording to state the 
following: WO11 is composed entirely of silver maple deciduous swamp which is a 
native forest type. Criteria in the NHAG for woodland diversity indicate that this 
woodland type has had major reductions in the natural distribution in the landscape, 
south and east of the Candian shield. However, the woodland does not meet the area 
threshold for significance. WO11 cannot be considered significant for woodland 
diversity.
    Pg 44, please change wording in final paragraph “consultation with the MNR 
indicated an agreement with the findings that WO11 is not a significant woodland”
    Table 12 under evaluation of significance, you should call this “assumed significant” 
rather than just significant.
    Pg 46 under table 13, in the date of evaluation column we want to see the dates of 
the surveys and not a reference to an appendix.
    Pg 49 section 7.3.1 – aquatic: last sentence should be updated “ none of the… can 
be considered…” (not cannot)
    Amphibian point count map required – (include salamander surveys locations also.) 
we need to know where survey locations were.  WHF1 and WHF2 will be considered 
significant wildlife habitat since more than 20 spring peepers heard.  Will need to see a 
zoomed in map identifying the distance between WHF1 and WHF2 to the project 
components (temporary and permanent).
    Section 7.3.8 – osprey nest: is there an active osprey nest here?  If not it’s not 
candidate SWH
    Section 7.3.9 – need to speak to presence or absence of nests for raptor nesting. -- 
Only need to know for WHJ1 and WHJ7 according to appendix D of the NHAG, these are 
not a consideration if within 120m of an overhead distribution line.
    7.3.10 - - should have two considerations
        Area-sensitive bird breeding habitat (interior forest breeding habitat)
        Area-sensitive bird breeding habitat (open country breeding bird habitat) –

Interior forest breeding habitat will not need to be considered.

Open country breeding habitat needs to be considered within 120m of a turbine only

        these need to be at least 30 ha in size, cannot be active AG land, and have to 
have species present as indicated in the 6E criteria schedule

    re: Species of conservation concern: assume significance of the snapping turtle and 
propose general construction mitigation.  Call this ‘general candidate significant wildlife 
habitat’ -- Timing restrictions and silt fencing etc.  would be sufficient mitigation.

We will have comments on the bird surveys later this week and will comment on the 
EIS after we have received the above noted changes.  Please let me know if you have 
any questions or comments.  I suggest we have a phone conversation soon.  If you are 
available Wednesday afternoon to have a conversation about this report, please let me 
know.  Otherwise we can find an alternate time.

Thanks!

-Heather
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Sarah Nugent 
OMNR 
10 Campus Drive, Postal Bag 2002 
Concession Rd 
Kemptville, ON  K0G 1J0 
 
Re: Wind Power projects - Sunol, North Gower, Polestar, Brinston/South Branch 
 
Dear Sarah, 
 
I am writing to provide you with updated information about the four eastern Ontario projects that we 
corresponded about and for which I provided bird protocols to you last year. I also want to report on 
some changes to the projects that will affect the environmental review process. 
 
Please note that when I contacted you last year I was working for M.K. Ince and Associates (MKI), 
who were representing Prowind Canada (Prowind), the developer behind those projects. I now work 
directly for Prowind. We are working cooperatively with MKI toward the production of full bird and 
bat reports and Environmental Screening Reports for each project. 
 
First, I will update you on project names and generating capacity: 
 

• Sunol is now called Beckwith. There are no changes to the project boundaries or generating 
capacity. It remains a four or five turbine, 10 MW project. 

• North Gower is now called Marlborough. The protocol described it as a 25 MW project. It is 
now placed as a 20 MW project with about 8 turbines. There has been an addition of land to 
the previous area, a disjunct parcel about one km to the north of the main project area. Like the 
other area, the new one is under intensive agriculture and turbines would be located within the 
cultivated fields. 

• Polestar is now called Upper Canada. It remains a 10 MW project with expanded boundaries 
to the east to take advantage of some land with roughly 10 m higher elevation. 

• Brinston, South Branch (BSB) has retained the same name. Essentially, it is two separate 
areas that are joined by a common boundary. For EA purposes we will recognize it as a single 
20 MW project rather than two 10 MW projects. 

 
Here is a brief update on bird work at the projects, to date: 
 

• Beckwith (Sunol) – spring migration 2008 completed. Winter 2008/2009 completed. Breeding 
2009 planned. Fall migration 2009 planned. ESR not yet in preparation. 

• Marlborough (North Gower) – spring migration 2008 completed. Winter 2008/2009 
completed. Breeding 2009 planned. Fall migration 2009 planned. Draft ESR submitted with 
preliminary bird work. 

• Brinston, South Branch – spring migration 2008 completed. Winter 2008/2009 completed. 
Breeding 2009 planned. Fall migration 2009 planned. Draft ESR in late stages of preparation. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
210 Prescott St., Suite 3 
Kemptville, ON  
K0G 1J0 
Phone:  613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email:  info@prowind.ca 
Web: www.prowind.ca 
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• Upper Canada (Polestar) – spring migration 2008 completed. Fall migration 2008 completed. 
Winter 2008/2009 completed. Fall migration 2008 completed. Report in preparation. ESR not 
yet in preparation. 

 
Secondly, I want to raise with you an element of the projects that has changed. Wind modeling at the 
sites has determined that it will be necessary to raise the height of the turbines to reach higher into 
stronger, more consistent winds. Prowind is currently expecting that turbine hub heights will become 
130 to 141 m and total heights, with blades, will become about 175 to 190 m. Obviously, this is 
substantially higher than typical and a development I want to ensure is known to you. Please 
understand that Prowind recognizes the potential risk that higher turbines may present and that we want 
to do everything reasonable to ensure that we obtain enough information to determine if, in fact, higher 
turbines in these locations indeed do present a higher risk to birds and bats. 
 
To that end I would like to make our suggestion on how we proceed from here. 
 

1) Our assumption is that none of these sites is within any sort of migration concentration flyway, 
either for raptors, nocturnal migrant birds or bats. Indeed, all sites were classified as “low” 
sensitivity in the protocol. Fieldwork at all four sites to date supports this assumption 
(including a detailed fall migration program at Upper Canada at the request of EC). We also 
assume that these intensive agricultural areas hold little appeal to draw migrant birds or 
resident or migrant bats to these intensive agricultural lands. 

2) The bird studies will follow due course and will provide four seasons of pre-construction 
monitoring. These studies include both raptor and migratory bird monitoring, as indicated in 
the protocol. Please note that when the protocol was reviewed by EC there was no request to 
conduct either spring or fall migration work. At the time of submission of the protocol there 
was not enough time to receive feedback prior to commencement of fieldwork so Prowind 
opted to sample beyond that which might be necessary to ensure we met or exceeded any 
eventual requirements. In view of the proposed higher turbines, Prowind will also plan to 
conduct fall migration work at all sites, including both raptors and migratory birds. 

3) We are currently arranging to conduct a radar and acoustic-based bat study to cover all four 
sites. We have contracted EchoTrack to do this work. You will be receiving a call or email 
from Dr. Rhonda Millikin, EchoTrack, in the near future to provide you with details on our 
proposed bat monitoring program. We have proposed that the sampling would be done as a 
regional study which aims to gain a more complete understanding of bat movements in eastern 
Ontario rather than just project-specific work would do, although sampling stations will be 
located at each project site. Such a regional approach to bat work was successfully employed 
in southern Ontario by EchoTrack, and was conducted with the support of MNR. 

4) Prowind would be open to the idea of an enhanced post-construction program, one which 
perhaps could include more frequent bat carcass searching and perhaps a second year of 
monitoring. We would be happy to work with you to arrive at a satisfactory post-construction 
plan. 

I hope this serves to bring you up to date on these projects and to introduce to you how we propose to 
approach the introduction of taller-than-normal turbines at these sites. I would be pleased to have 
further discussions and to provide you with additional information, if you require it. I will await your 
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response. Please note that I have also provided EC (Sheryl Lusk) with this same update and proposed 
plan. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Dan Busby 
Senior Biologist 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
705-454-0172 (Home office) 
705-928-1178 (Mobile) 
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Minutes of Meeting 
 
Between: Ministry of Natural Resources – Kemptville District Office (MNR) and Prowind 

Canada Inc. (PCI) 
 
Date:  August 11, 2009 
 
Participants: Dan Busby, Juan Anderson, Rochelle Rumney, Mary Van Sleeuwen, Sarah 

Nugent, Tanya Pulfer, Rick Watchorn 
 
 
 
Administrative 
 
An update/status table and maps of each Eastern project was supplied for reference purposes.  
 
Brinston and South Branch Draft ESR was submitted to Sarah. Cover letter and CD were 
submitted and hard copy will be dropped off to office on August 12.  
 
Clarified that the BSB project will require higher towers (max 191 m), along with all Eastern 
Ontario projects proposed in the future.  
 
Sarah wondered about timing between submission of draft and final ESRs. Prowind explained the 
uncertainty surrounding FIT/REA rules. Prowind would like to submit final ESR and get Notice of 
Completion before REA rules start.  
 
Sarah will be gone after the end of August for one year. No one will replace her during this time, 
but Prowind has direct contact with Mary and Tanya now, so can contact them for additional 
information and questions.  Sarah will let Prowind know who to contact for additional concerns.  
 
Bat Monitoring 
 
Mary reiterated her requests that efforts be made to capture more of the blade swept area given 
that the proposed hub heights are 120-130 m. Dan explained that Echotrack positions the 
microphones in such a way that the radar and acoustic monitoring together are able to gather all 
the necessary information.  
 
Dan further explained that the Echotrack data can be mined for bird monitoring purposes, further 
adding to the bird movement information we previously gathered. This is in addition to the 
traditional bird monitoring done in the fall season. 
 
Owl Survey  
 
Dan explained the problem Prowind has with the timing of the release of the final ESR and the 
recently proposed owl survey. Prowind would like to submit the draft ESR late this fall and owl 
surveys are required in spring. MNR received bird monitoring protocols for the eastern projects in 
February 2009 and at this point, monitoring had already begun.  
 
Considering the timing of requesting the survey and the absence of at-risk nocturnal owls in the 
area, is it possible to complete an owl survey in the spring, but exclude it as a requirement of the 
ESR? What results would prevent permitting or hold up process? Dan doesn’t expect we would 
find anything to cause an issue. MNR acknowledged that no owl species in this area currently 
have species or habitat protection under the Endangered Species Act (ESA).  However, MNR still 
has responsibility for all bird species that are not covered under the Migratory Birds Convention 
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Act (MBCA) and, therefore, has an interest in ensuring that any potential impacts to these species 
are avoided, where possible, or mitigated.   
 
Mary will provide comments regarding this issue at a later time.  
 
Fall Raptor Surveys 
 
The hawk migration protocol (HMANA) is the preference of the MNR. The guidelines currently 
used by Prowind are the EC guidelines, which are more tailored to wind energy projects in Dan’s 
opinion. 
 
Mary will talk to the Regional office to find out the rationale of using HMANA. This will be done 
soon, as fall migration season starts mid to late August.  
 
Dan will prepare a proposed fall raptor monitoring plan for the MNR to start a discussion and take 
to the District office. 
 
Triggers for sensitive areas/Species at Risk 
 
Dan was wondering what type of bird record or species at risk record would trigger the MNR to 
become concerned. Some records are very old and unlikely to be relevant today. 
 
This will contribute to the designation of high, medium or low sensitivity of sites. 
 
It was established that it depends on the species and if there is connectivity between features 
(wetlands, forests) and the project site.  Some species are very elusive and all records are 
valuable. Some species require large habitat areas (wolves) and some are permanent (plants).  
Importance of record must be determined on project specific basis. 
 
There is NHIC sensitivity training this fall run by the Kemptville office. The cost is $50/person. 
Valuable information on how to use the database, prepare for new database and obtain access to 
additional information. Tanya is running training and will let Prowind know when it is happening. 
 
LIO (Land Information Ontario) is the MNR GIS database. Does Prowind have access to this? 
 
Prowind should consult with the MNR early and they will determine if appropriate habitat exists for 
species at risk. Information may be available that is not on the website, so it is best to contact 
MNR for information on project area. 
 
Tall Towers 
 
The approach with bat and bird monitoring so far is appropriate, although there is outstanding 
concerns regarding the proportion of the blade swept area being sampled for bats. MNR is 
supportive of the regional approach to bat monitoring along with the radar and acoustic pairing. 
EC is in agreement as well. It may require enhanced post-construction monitoring. 
 
Lattice Towers 
 
Prowind expressed that the lattice towers are the easiest option for the eastern Ontario projects, 
but alternatives are being examined.  
 
Prowind approached MNR for comment on the potential use of lattice towers as a support 
structure for the wind turbines and MNR offered its position which is that the use of lattice towers 
is strongly discouraged.  This is because MNR supports EC’s position that perching opportunities 
(e.g., lattice towers) should be reduced or removed whenever possible to minimize the potential 
for collisions.  This position, and its rationale, will become a matter of public record through the 
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ESR process.  As the proponent, Prowind will be responsible for responding to potential concerns 
from the public, or any other stakeholder, regarding lattice tower design or other components of 
the project.   
 
Follow-up Items 
 
Prowind will provide hard copy of Brinston/South Branch Draft ESR to MNR. 
 
Prowind will compile a draft Raptor Protocol for MNR to discuss with regional branch. 
 
MNR will respond to Prowind before beginning of raptor migration with comments on above and 
preferred protocol.  
 
MNR will provide comments on Owl survey concerns.  
 
MNR will contact Prowind with information on NHIC sensitivity training.  
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 

The following text provides a proposed plan for carrying out a fall raptor migration program at 
three Prowind wind farm development areas in eastern Ontario in the fall of 2009. The protocol 
has been largely taken from a protocol for a year-round program of bird monitoring that was 
submitted to Environment Canada and MNR earlier. This protocol follows an agreement between 
MNR and Prowind at a meeting on 11 August 2009 that Prowind would specify a proposed 
approach to raptor monitoring that respected the general approach used by the Hawk Migration 
counts (HMANA) and the Environment Canada Passage Migration Count methodology. 

Details of the other components of the year-round protocol have been left in the table below so 
that readers are aware of the broader program that was developed and followed. 

2.0 PROPOSED FALL RAPTOR MONITORING PROTOCOL 

2.1 Selection and Timing of Field Surveys 
The frequency and timing of field surveys required for each site was determined based on the Level of 
Concern Category for each site, the amount and type of data currently available for the study areas, and 
any special concerns identified for each site. Proposed field monitoring protocols are based on the 
recommendations included in the Canadian Wildlife Service’s Recommended Protocols for Monitoring 
Impacts of Wind Turbines on Birds (April, 2007) and the HMANA draft guidelines.  
 

Table 1. Proposed pre-construction survey methods for assessing risk to birds at the four 
Prowind wind farm sites. 

Site 
Size of 
project 
(MW) 

Concern 
Category 

(EC 
guideline

s) 

Proposed Pre-construction  
Surveys Seasons Field  Survey 

Timing 

Standardized Area Search Breeding  June 2008 
Standardized Roadside Survey Winter Winter 08/09 

Spring Spring 2008 

Sunol 
(now 
Beckwith) 

10 
1 

(low 
priority) Passage Migration Count 

Fall Fall 2008 
Standardized Area Search Breeding  Summer 2008 

Standardized Roadside Survey Winter Winter 08/09 
Spring Spring 2008 

North 
Gower 
(now 
Marlboro
ugh) 

20 

1 
low-

medium 
priority) Passage Migration Count 

Fall Fall 2008 
Standardized Area Search Breeding Summer 2008 

Standardized Roadside Survey Winter Winter 08/09 
Spring Spring 2008 

Polestar 
(now 
Upper 
Canada) 

10 
1 

(low 
priority) Passage Migration Count 

Fall Fall 2008 
Standardized Area Search Breeding  Summer 2008 

Standardized Roadside Survey Winter Winter 08/09 
Spring Spring 2008 

Brinston 
and South 
Branch 

20 
(10+1

0) 

1 
(low 

priority) Passage Migration Count 
Fall Fall 2008 
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2.2 Passage Migration Count Methodology 
Passage Migration Counts (PMC) have been widely accepted and utilized in many wind farm monitoring 
programs. They are particularly effective during migration times at sites with high visibility of the entire 
site. These surveys are mainly targeted at raptors, but are also effective for monitoring other large migrant 
birds such as waterfowl, gulls and terns, shorebirds, herons and bitterns, as well as aerial foragers such as 
swallows, swifts, and nighthawks. PMCs will be conducted only in weather suitable for bird migration and 
clear visibility. 
 
Each survey will record the following: 
 

• Important weather variables (wind speed and direction, temperature, barometric pressure, 
visibility, precipitation, cloud cover, cloud base) 

• Species, number, altitude (relative to turbine sections – e.g. below blade zone, within 
blade zone, etc.), flight direction of all observed birds (not just raptors) 

• General location of all observed birds within the project area 
• Date, time of day 
• Geo-referenced location 

 
Counts will be standardized at four hours each and will consist of one centrally situated count station at 
Beckwith (formerly Sunol) and Brinston/South Branch and at two locations at the Marlborough site 
(formerly North Gower) where the four hours of observation is to be evenly split between two sites to 
better sample the larger land base. Please note that the fall surveys at Polestar (now called Upper Canada) 
have already been completed. Timing of surveys is to be within the mid-day when thermal currents are 
normally conducive to raptor movements. Timing of Spring and Fall surveys is: 
 
  Spring – once a week from mid-April until late May (already completed) 

Fall – once a week from late August to early November, for a total of ten days of 
sampling 
 

Specific days for sampling will be determined by keeping abreast of migration movements and selected to 
sample the periods of highest activity. 
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Kemptville MNR Natural Areas and Features  
 Information Request Form 

 

Name*: Rochelle Rumney, Prowind Canada Inc.  

Address*: 210 Prescott St, Suite 3, PO Box 1678, Kemptville, ON L0R 1J0 

Phone Number*:  Office 613-258-6700, direct line 905-745-4719

     

  

E-mail Address*: rrumney@prowind.ca 

Property Location: See map and table  

Township (geographic)* - Township of South Dundas, United Counties of SDG and Township of 

Edwardsburg/Cardinal, United Counties of Leeds/Grenville 

Lot See table  and Concession* See table 

Property Roll No. - Various, see table 

*Fields with asterisk are mandatory. 

Attachments 

I have attached a            Property Info Table 
    

Request 

I would like to request the following information for the property identified above: 

- Species at Risk 

- Fish habitat information 

- Records for Natural Heritage and Water Assessments (GIS layers or other mapping preferred – 
including: ANSIs, wetlands, valleylands, wildlife habitat, woodlands, mineral and aggregate resources, 
petroleum resources, crown forest resources,  hazard lands, rare species, rare vegetation communities, 
streams/river records, lakes, seepage areas, high water mark, built heritage resources) 

 
To better respond to your request please briefly outline the purpose for which this information is 

required (e.g. proposed development, lot severance, etc. or attach details): 
 
This is a proposed wind farm development, named South Branch Wind Farm. This was originally 
proposed as three separate 10 MW wind farms (South Branch, Brinston and Boundary), but has been 
incorporated into one 30 MW wind farm. 
 
This information and consultation with the MNR will be incorporated into the Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) that will be submitted to the MOE. We have a FIT contract for this project with a COD date of 
January 2013. 

 
Please forward the completed form to:  
Kemptville.Inforequest@ontario.ca     or       Fax: 613-258-3920 
        
10 Campus Drive, Postal Bag 2002   
Kemptville, ON  K0G 1J0 
Attention: Information Requests   

  MNR File Number: 

     

 

 

!" !"
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Participating Land Parcels in the South Branch Wind Farm 

!

!"#"$%&

!"#$% &$'()*+,*"-%

!" !#$%&'()'$*("+,-."

/0" /-1%$,-2.-)*("0$,).&)%,-"+,-."

3456" 7-%).8"9,'-)%.:",;"3),$2,-)<"4'-8*:"*-8"6(.-#*$$="

>34" >,?-:@%A",;"3,')@"4'-8*:"

6>B" 6.,#$*A@%&">,?-:@%A",;"B*)%(8*"

C56" 7-%).8"9,'-)%.:",;"C..8:"5"6$.-1%((."

>/9" >,?-:@%A",;"/8?*$8:D'$#E9*$8%-*("

!"#'(&)"*+,-./-0$& 123& 4,"'&
!'$%&

5*"&

0*$)",;"C,):"FG"*-8"FH<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"6>B<">34<"3456"*:";,((,?:J"

• K%$:)(="8.:&$%D.8"*:")@.".*:)"@*(;",;"C,)"FH<"9,-&.::%,-"I"%-"4LMFHINN"

• 3.&,-8(="8.:&$%D.8"*:")@."?.:)"@*(;",;"C,)"FG<"9,-&.::%,-"I<";%$:)(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"

4LOONHF"

• >@%$8(="8.:&$%D.8"*:"A*$)",;")@."?.:)"@*(;",;"C,)"FG<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"D.%-#"0*$)"F",-"

0(*-"PLQFFRS<"*:":.&,-8(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"4LOONHF"

• K,'$)@(="8.:&$%D.8"*:"A*$)",;")@."$,*8"*((,?*-&."D.)?..-"C,):"FG"*-8"FH<"9,-&.::%,-"

I<"(=%-#"-,$)@",;"0*$)"F",-"0(*-"PLQNSGI"*:"8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"4LFFNNRS"&(,:.8"D="

4LFFNNRI"

IIFFFQTFHH"
FHHUNO"*&""

VRNUTG"@*W"
!<"/0"

/*:)"@*(;",;"C,)"FH<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"6>B<">34<"3456<"(=%-#":,')@",;")@.";,$&.8"$,*8"*:"

8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"4LMFHINN"
IIFFNQTTRP"

HFUSR"*&""""""

VFGUPN"@*W"
!"

0*$)",;"C,)"FG<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"6>B<">34<"3456<"(=%-#":,')@",;")@.";,$&.8"$,*8"*:"8.:&$%D.8"

%-"4..8"4LOONHF"
IIFFNQTTRO"

HIUTP"*&"""

VFNUIT"@*W"
!"

0*$)",;"C,)"FH<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"6>B<">34<"3456<"D.%-#"0*$)"F",-"0(*-"PLQNTFT<"*:"8.:&$%D.8"

%-"4..8"4LOFPFH"
IIFFFQTFHS"

FURI"*&"""""

VTUIH"@*W"
!"

X.:)"@*(;",;"C,)"FR<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:";%$:)(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"ISFON"

0*$)",;"/*:)"@*(;",;"C,)"FI<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:":.&,-8(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"

ISFON"

0*$)",;"C,)"FI<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"6>B<">34<"3456<"D.%-#"0*$)"G",-"0(*-"PLQFTNR"*:")@%$8(="

8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"ISFON"

IIFFFQTFNI"
FORUHG"*&""

VSOUTN"@*W"
!<"/0"

/*:)")@$..QY'*$).$:",;"C,)"FS<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:";%$:)(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"

ONSHH"

IIFFFQTFRN"

IIFFFQTFRR"

GIIUOS"*&""

VFTPUTH"@*W"
!<"/0"

X.:)",-.QY'*$).$",;"C,)"FS<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"*-8".*:)")@$..QY'*$).$:",;")@.".*:)"@*(;",;"C,)"

FP<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:"8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"OOPTR"
IIFFFQTFIT"

FGPUNP"*&""

VRFUOO"@*W"
!<"/0"

3,')@",-.QY'*$).$",;"C,)"FH<"9,-&.::%,-"S<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:";%$:)(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"

PTNGT"

3,')@"@*(;",;")@.".*:)"@*(;",;"C,)"FN<"9,-&.::%,-"FS<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:":.&,-8(="

8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"PTNGT"

RT"*&"""""

"VGTUGH"@*W"

"

3,')@"Y'*$).$",;")@."-,$)@"@*(;",;")@.":,')@"@*(;",;"C,)"FH<"9,-&.::%,-"S<"6>B<">34<"

3456<"*:"8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"FFHSOG"

IIFFFQTTPR"

FGUR"*&""

VRUTR"@*W"

!<"/0"

3,')@"@*(;",;")@."?.:)"@*(;",;"C,)"FN<"9,-&.::%,-"S<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:":.&,-8(="

8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"GINIR"
IIFFFQTTPN"

RT"*&""

VGTUGH"@*W"
/0"

0*$)",;")@.".*:)"@*(;",;"C,)"FR<"9,-&.::%,-"S<"6>B<">34<"3456<"(=%-#":,')@",;")@."3,')@"

M$*-&@",;")@."Z*)%,-"L%1.$"*:")@%$8(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"PTNGT"

0*$)",;")@."?.:)"@*(;",;"C,)"FR<"9,-&.::%,-"S<"6>B<">34<"3456<"(=%-#":,')@",;")@."3,')@"

M$*-&@",;")@."Z*)%,-"L%1.$"*:";,'$)@(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"PTNGT"

OHUGP"*&""

VHSUSN"@*W"

0*$)",;")@.".*:)"@*(;",;"C,)"FI<"9,-&.::%,-"S<"6>B<">34<"3456<"(=%-#":,')@",;")@."3,')@"

M$*-&@",;"Z*)%,-"L%1.$"*:";%;)@(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"PTNGT"

HT"*&"""""""

VFGUFN"@*W"

0*$)",;"C,):"FI"*-8"FS<"9,-&.::%,-"S<"6>B<">34<"3456<"D.%-#"0*$)"F",-"0(*-"PLQFOSS"*:"

)@%$8(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"ONSHH"

IIFFFQTTPH"

RIUS"*&""""

VGGUON"@*W"

/0"

0*$)",;"C,)"FO<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:";%$:)(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"FTPPNR" IIUI"*&"""

VGIUOR"@*W"
!<"/0"

3,')@"@*(;",;")@.".*:)"@*(;",;"C,)"GT<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:":.&,-8(="

8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"FTPPNR"

IIFFHQTFSG"
RT"*&""

VGTUGH"@*W"
!"

0*$)",;"C,)"FS<"9,-&.::%,-"R<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:";%$:)(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"FFNOPS" IIURP"*&"

"VGIUON"@*W"

0*$)",;"C,)"FS<"9,-&.::%,-"R<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:":.&,-8(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"FFNOPS"

IIFFNQTTOF"

"

RNURR"*&"

!"

47



0*$)",;"C,)"FS<"9,-&.::%,-"R<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:":.&,-8(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"FFNOPS" RNURR"*&"

VGGUTS"@*W"

0*$)",;")@."-,$)@?.:)"Y'*$).$",;"C,)"FP<"9,-&.::%,-"R<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:";%$:)(="

8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"FFNOPI"

NRURH"*&"

VFPUNG"@*W"

0*$)",;")@.":,')@"@*(;",;"C,)"FP<"9,-&.::%,-"R<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:":.&,-8(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"

4..8"FFNOPI"

OIURG"*&"

VHOUTI"@*W"

0*$)",;"C,)"FS<"9,-&.::%,-"R<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:")@%$8(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"FFNOPI" GFUHT"*&"

VPUIF"@*W"

0*$)",;")@."-,$)@.*:)"Y'*$).$",;"C,)"FP<"9,-&.::%,-"R<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:"8.:&$%D.8"%-"

4..8"FTHNFF"

NIUHO"*&"

VFPUSS"@*W"

0*$)",;"C,)"FI<"9,-&.::%,-"R<"6>B<">34<"3456<"D.%-#"0*$)"F",-"0(*-"PLQFGPT<"*:"8.:&$%D.8"

%-"4..8"PNGPR"

"

HTURO"*&"

VFGUHS"@*W"

"

0*$)",;")@."?.:)"@*(;",;"C,)"FH<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:":.&,-8(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"

4..8"HRGNT"
IIFFFQTFHP"

OPUNH"*&"

VHOUPH"@*W"
!<"/0"

0*$)",;")@."?.:)"@*(;",;"C,)"FN<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:"8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"

GSFHGM"

IIFFFQTFHO"

IIFFNQTTRR"

ONUHI"*&"

VHPUFP"@*W"
!<"/0"

0*$)",;")@."?.:)"@*(;",;"C,)"FN<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:"8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"

GSPGSM"
IIFFNQTTRN"

R"*&"

VGUTG"@*W"
!"

0*$)",;"C,)"FN<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"6>B<">34<"3456<"D.%-#"0*$)"F",-"0(*-"PLQOIS<"*:"8.:&$%D.8"

%-"4..8"HGGGNM"
IIFFFQTFNT"

TUIN"*&"

VTUGR"@*W"
!"

0*$)",;")@.".*:)"@*(;",;"C,)"FN<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:";%$:)(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"

GINIRM"
IIFFFQTFHO"

OOUIS"*&"

VNTUHH"@*W"
!<"/0"

0*$)",;")@.".*:)"@*(;",;"C,)"FR<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:"8.:&$%D.8"%-"3&@.8'(."

[!\",;"4..8"NOGST"
IIFFFQTFNF"

OGUIR"*&"

VHSUNO"@*W"
!<"/0"

0*$)",;")@."?.:)"@*(;",;"C,)"FI<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:"8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"

PHTNG"
IIFFFQTFNO"

OPUOP"*&"

VNTUTR"@*W"
!<"/0"

0*$)",;"C,)"FS<"9,-&.::%,-"P<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:"8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"FGFTSH"
IIFFFQTTIF"

PS"*&"

VHRUGT"@*W"
!<"/0"

/*:)"@*(;",;"C,)"FR<"-,$)@",;")@."3,')@"M$*-&@",;")@."Z*)%,-"L%1.$"*-8")@."?.:)"@*(;",;")@."

-,$)@?.:)"Y'*$).$",;"C,)"FN<"9,-&.::%,-"S<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:"8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"SHRGP"

SR"*&"

VHTUHR"@*W"
!<"/0"

0*$)",;")@."?.:)"@*(;",;"C,)"FR<"9,-&.::%,-"S<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:":.&,-8(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"

4..8"RFGTS"

RNUIR"*&"

VGGUFF"@*W"
!<"/0"

Z,$)@"@*(;",;"C,)"FH<"9,-&.::%,-"S<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:";%;)@(="*-8"-%-)@(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"

4..8"RFGTP"

FGR"*&"

VRTURP"@*W"
!<"/0"

/*:)"@*(;",;")@."-,$)@"@*(;",;"C,)"FN<"9,-&.::%,-"S<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:":%])@(="8.:&$%D.8"

%-"4..8"RFGTP"
!<"/0"

3,')@"@*(;",;")@."?.:)"@*(;",;")@."-,$)@"@*(;",;"C,)"FN<"9,-&.::%,-"S<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:"

:.1.-)@(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"RFGTP"

SR"*&"

VHTUHR"@*W"
!<"/0"

Z,$)@"GR"*&$.:",;")@.":,')@"@*(;",;"C,)"FH<"9,-&.::%,-"S<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:"-%-)@(="

8.:&$%D.8"%-"RFGTP"

IIFFFQTTPF"

GR"*&"

VFTUFF"@*W"
!<"/0"

/*:)"@*(;",;"C,)"FI<"9,-&.::%,-"S<"6>B<">34<"3456<"(=%-#"-,$)@",;")@."Z*)%,-"L%1.$"*:"

)@%$8(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"RFGTS"

RR"*&"

VGGUGR"@*W"
!<"/0"

0*$)",;")@."?.:)"@*(;",;"C,)"FI<"9,-&.::%,-"S<"6>B<">34<"3456<"(=%-#"-,$)@",;")@."3,')@"

M$*-&@",;")@."Z*)%,-"L%1.$"*:"8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"PRFFI"

IIFFFQTTPF"
IT"*&"

VGNUGP"@*W"
!<"/0"

Z,$)@"@*(;",;")@.".*:)"@*(;",;"C,)"FI<"9,-&.::%,-"P<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:";%$:)(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"

4..8"ROPOI"

RT"*&"

VGTUGH"@*W"
!<"/0"

Z,$)@.*:)"Y'*$).$",;")@."?.:)"@*(;",;"C,)"FI<"9,-&.::%,-"P<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:":.&,-8(="

8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"ROPOI"

GNUPG"*&"

VFTUTN"@*W"
!<"/0"

0*$)",;"C,):"FI"*-8"FS<"9,-&.::%,-"P<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:")@%$8(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"

ROPOI"

FORUFG"*&"

VSPUOI"@*W"
!<"/0"

0*$)",;"C,)"FP<"9,-&.::%,-"P<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:";,'$)@(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"ROPOI" NNUSF"*&"""""

VFPUTO"@*W"
!<"/0"

0*$)",;"C,)"FR<"9,-&.::%,-"P<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:";%$:)(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"RFGTS" FOOUNH"*&"

VPTUST"@*W"
!<"/0"

0*$)",;"C,)"FH<"9,-&.::%,-"P<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:")@%$8(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"RFGTP" !<"/0"

0*$)",;"C,)"FN<"9,-&.::%,-"P<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:";,'$)@(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"RFGTP"

IIFFFQTTRP"

HOPUSO"*&"

VFIFUHP"@*W" !<"/0"

3,')@.$(="RT"*&$.:",;")@."?.:)"^",;"C,)"FG<"9,-&.::%,-"P<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:".%#@)@(="

8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"RFGTP"
IIFFFQTTIR"

RT"*&"

VGTUGH"@*W"
/0"

X.:)"@*(;",;"C,)"HS<"9,-&.::%,-"I"*-8")@."9,22,-:"C,)<"6>B<">34<"3456<"(=%-#"

%22.8%*).(="*(,-#")@."?.:)":%8.",;":*%8"C,)"HS<":*1."*-8".]&.A)"0*$):"F"*-8"G",-"0(*-"PLQ

GRTT<"*:"8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"FTIHPR"*-8"NHFRN"

IIFFHQTTRH"
FHI"*&"

VRRUTH"@*W"
!<"/0"

3,')@"@*(;",;")@.".*:)"@*(;",;"C,)"HS<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"6>B<">34<"3456<":*1."*-8".]&.A)"
IIFFHQTTRR"

RT"*&"
!<"/0"

48



!

X.:)"@*(;",;"C,)"HI<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:";,'$)@(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"NOFHG" " GGUR"*&"

VOUFT"@*W"
!<"/0"

0*$)",;"C,)"HI<"9,-&.::%,-"R<""6>B<">34<"3456<""D.%-#"0*$)"F",-"L.;.$.-&."0(*-"PLQNFSN<"

*:"8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"ORPII"
IIFFHQTHSN"

IO"*&"

VGSUOG"@*W"
!"

Z,$)@.*:)"_",;"C,)"HS<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:")@%$8(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"POPTT" RT"*&"

VGTUGH"@*W"
!"

Z,$)@"@*(;",;"C,)"HI<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"6>B<">34<"3456<"*:";%$:)(="8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"POPTT" FTT"*&"

VNTUNI"@*W"
!"

0*$)",;"C,)"HR<"9,-&.::%,-"I<"6>B<">34<"3456<"D.%-#"0*$)"F",-"0(*-"PLQHOGI<"*:";,'$)@(="

8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"POPTT"

IIFFHQTTRN"

GFUGF"*&"

VPURP"@*W"
!"

0*$)",;"C,)"HI<"9,-&.::%,-"S<"6>B<">34<"3456<"D.%-#"0*$)"F",-"0(*-"PLQHOGT<"*:":.&,-8(="

8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"POPTT"
IIFFGQTGNS"

IFUG"*&"

VGNUSI"@*W"
!"

0*$)",;")@."3,')@",$"K$,-)"@*(;"9,22,-:"C,)"!"*-8"0*$)",;")@."L.*$"`*(;"9,22,-:<"C,)"!"

*-8"0*$)",;"C,):"F"*-8"G<"9,-&.::%,-"S<"D.%-#"A*$)"F",-"L.;.$.-&."0(*-"FRLQOGRF<"

6.,#$*A@%&">,?-:@%A",;"/8?*$8:D'$#@<">/9<"C56"V*:"8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"FHSSOOW"

"

THR"FFSTT"

"

"

"

0*$)",;"C,)"HI<"9,-&.::%,-"R<"D.%-#"A*$)"F",-"L.;.$.-&."0(*-"PLQNFSN<"6.,#$*A@%&"

>,?-:@%A",;"/8?*$8:D'$#@<">/9<""C56"V*:"8.:&$%D.8"%-"4..8"ORPIIW"

"

"

"

"

49



50



Notes from Meeting with Kemptville MNR 
 
Date: December 3, 2010  
Time: 10:00 am to 11:00 am 
Location: Kemptville MNR Office 
In attendance: Heather Zurbrigg (MNR), Amy Cameron (MNR), Cathy Weston, Rochelle 
Rumney 
 
Re: South Branch Wind Farm draft REA 
 
 
MNR went over their requirements of the REA and provided a checklist for the reports. 
This is something they use to ensure all the components are there.  
 
MNR estimated that the review process will be approximately 2 months starting in 
January, thereby estimated to be complete by March 2011. 
 
Species at Risk – MNR listed all the species at risk in the area. The was noted 
as having been observed in the area but was not SAR at the time of observation. 
Address  in more detail in report.  
 
An overall benefits plan should be prepared for the .  This should assess any 
damage to habitat and any mitigation plans or habitat reconstruction plans proposed. 
Should work out to be a net benefit to the species.  
 
MNR would like any “partners in flight” species to be discussed. These are locally 
declining species.  
 
Significant Wildlife Habitat has been assessed but there are some blank where MNR will 
be required to assist, specifically amphibians and raptors. We will discuss this further 
once MNR has had a chance to look over the table in more detail, but they were happy 
with the layout of the information. 
 
MNR confirmed that we can treat any suspect SWH as significant instead of waiting to 
do species surveys in the spring.  
 
MNR provided map of significant woodlands in area and will provide GIS data on same. 
Prowind will send a project location layout shapefile so data can be cut to specific area. 
 
Electronic copy of REA will be posted on ftp server for access. Access information will 
be provided.  
 
MNR requested that we include any correspondence with CA, EC, CWS, MNR in the 
reports. 
 
Another meeting will take place once review is underway or complete. On going 
correspondence will continue.  
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December 16, 2010 
 
Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources 
Kemptville District Office 
P.O. Box 2002 
10 Campus Drive 
Kemptville, ON   K0G 1J0 
 
 
Attention:  Heather Zurbrigg, Renewable Energy Planning Ecologist 
Reference: South Branch Wind Farm Draft REA Review 
 
 
Dear Ms. Zurbrigg, 
 
We are pleased to present you with the South Branch Wind Farm Draft Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) dated November 30, 2010, for your review.  
 
As requested, no hard copy of the report has been prepared; instead, the reports are available on an FTP 
server for you to download. Access details will follow. 
 
The South Branch Wind Farm is a 30 MW project that will consist of a maximum of 15 wind turbines, each 
with a maximum hub height of 140 metres and maximum rotor diameter of 116 meters. A Feed-In-Tariff 
(FIT) contract has been secured to sell this power to the Ontario Power Authority. All additonal details can 
be found within the REA reports.  
 
We have provided you with a nearly complete draft REA package; due to various weather conditions, the 
cultural heritage assessment has not been completed. This will be completed as soon as seasonally 
possible. Hopefully, this omission does not impact the MNR review process. 
 
We hope this letter and the accompanying reports provide you with sufficient information to assess our 
project and look forward to your feedback. Thank you for your ongoing consultation and cooperation. If 
you have questions or comments or would like to meet with us, please do not hesitate to let us know.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Rochelle Rumney 
Environmental Coordinator 
 
(905)745-4719 
rrumney@prowind.ca 

 

210 Prescott St, Suite 3 
P.O. Box 1678 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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Meeting Notes 
MNR Kemptvi l le Branch and Prowind Canada 
 
Date: Thursday, April 7, 2011 at 2:00 pm 
 
Location: Conference Line 
 
In attendance: Cathy Weston, Rochelle Rumney, Heather Zurbrigg, Amy Cameron 
 
 
Amy and Heather have had a brief review of the some sections of the Natural Heritage 
Assessment (NHA). They will provide preliminary comments at this point in time and give a 
thorough overview at the end of April. 
 
SWH 
 
Primary thing to note, the Significant Wildlife Habitat (SWH) section needs to be given more 
attention. Requires more detail of methodology and findings.  
 
The SWH section should address each type of SWH, including each heading in the technical 
guide. Amy will send us the section headings that should be addresses in this section. 
Describe the habitat, describe what habitat is in project area and explain if is there or is not 
there and why. 
 
This can be done now before next round of reviews. By the end of April the MNR should know 
if we need to do any more fieldwork to catch important SWH seasons. Raptor and deer 
wintering areas are the only SWH that may have been missed, but MNR confirmed that there 
is no deer wintering habitat in the area and raptor wintering can be addressed with data from 
bird surveys. 
 
Sean Thompson, biologist at MNR, will be at the meeting at the end of April and able to 
discuss what fieldwork is still needed and how to conduct it.  
 
Wetlands 
 
Wetlands also need to be addressed in the NHA. There are several areas that are defined in 
the ELC as swamp, marsh, etc. that are considered to be wetlands as defined in the wetland 
manual. These need to be delineated and evaluated by someone with OWES training and 
experience. Look at requirements in manual, anything less than a certain size (thought to be 
0.5 ha) does not qualify as a wetland. If there is a larger than 30 m setback, it is possible to 
assume significance and do an EIS without evaluation, if access to property is not available.  
 
Heather will email the wetland evaluation criteria schedule to Rochelle. 
 
SAR 
 
The MNR has decided recently that any mention of Species at Risk (SAR) should be removed 
from the NHA and submitted as a separate document. This is to avoid letting detailed 
discussion of SAR presence and location out to the public. This only relates to THR and END 
species. SC species can remain in NHA.  
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SAR permits and approval are not required for the REA approval and will be done 
concurrently to REA review. Report should include methodology, dates and field conditions, 
Species observations, specifics of observations, seasons and actions.  
 
Other 
 
A species list should be pulled together from all fieldwork and included in the NHA.  
 
When writing mitigation and EIS the Decision Support System (DDS) can be used to guide 
this process. Also experts within MNR can help with mitigation and avoidance plans.  
 
Next Steps 
 

• Amy will email list of SWH headings and relevant documents to Prowind 
• Heather will email information on wetland evaluation to Prowind 
• MNR will provide a letter to Prowind and set up a meeting at the end of April to go 

over a thorough review 
• MNR and Prowind will set up regular bi-weekly meetings to discuss field work and 

REA/NHA review and updates 
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Subject: Prowind South Branch report 
Date: Wednesday, April 20, 2011 9:26 AM 
From: Zurbrigg, Heather (MNR) <Heather.Zurbrigg@ontario.ca> 
To: Rochelle Rumney <rrumney@prowind.ca> 
Cc: Cathy Weston <cweston@prowind.ca>, "Cameron, Amy (MNR)" <Amy.Cameron@ontario.ca>, "Dixon, Rebecca 
(MNR)" <Rebecca.Dixon@ontario.ca>, "Beal, Jim (MNR)" <jim.beal@ontario.ca>, "Fraser, Jim (MNR)" 
<Jim.A.Fraser@ontario.ca>, "Verhoek, Emily (MNR)" <Emily.Verhoek@ontario.ca>, "Thompson, Shaun (MNR)" 
<shaun.thompson@ontario.ca>, "Thompson, Erin (MNR)" <Erin.L.Thompson@ontario.ca>, "Durst, Ken (MNR)" 
<Ken.Durst@ontario.ca> 
Priority: Highest 
 
Hi Rochelle, 
  
Thanks for meeting with us last week via concall, and for your patience while Amy Cameron 
and I have had a chance to go over the report in more detail and have also been able to sit 
with the key Kemptville district staff to look at the report for this project.  Several information 
gaps have been identified.  Below is a preliminary look at what will need to be done, and 
some ideas as to where you might get relevant and necessary information.  We can discuss 
in more detail when we meet next Friday. 
  
NHA 
Four big things we need to see at this time as a preliminary steps are: 
  
1)       -the whole area needs to be ELC’d – (or vegetation communities identified, we highly 
recommend ELC) this will include the entire area including laydown areas, road networks and 
the appropriate distance from the turbine (58m is the blade length you mentioned in the 
report) that is included in the project site area -- include also in the ELC the 120m buffer. – 
ELC vegetation communities identified will serve as a jumping off point for figuring out 
Significant Wildlife Habitat (SWH) as targeted surveys for specific SWH can be determined 
after looking through the criteria in the ecoregion criteria schedule for the SWHTG.  The 
criteria cannot be ruled out if the site hasn’t been classified as per it’s ELC communities 9or 
appropriate veg communities). 
2)       OWES evaluation is required for the wetland communities as per the O. Reg. 359/09  
that were flagged during the ELC and any other wetlands that might be found to be on site. 
3)       Please have a look at the Ostrander windfarm report, which is now a public document 
and is accessible online: www.gileadpower.com/ostrander_documents.htm <http://
www.gileadpower.com/ostrander_documents.htm>  This will give you all of the documents 
that you need and show the level of details required for the reports.  
4)       If you have more information that is not included in this report, eg: point counts, 
survey information… please include it.  Species lists (and locations) are important for the site 
investigation and specific information on survey locations and methodology is very important 
to have as well. 
  
Regarding the amphibian survey you have proposed for this week.  We strongly 
recommend that you have someone go out that is qualified to go on site to do the amphibian 
surveys.  Based on experience, tape recordings are unreliable, you don’t get the directionality 

55



of the calls, and tend to get much background noise.  Please hire a qualified consultant who 
can go out next week to do the preliminary survey and any subsequent surveys.  They will 
know the correct protocols and methodology for the surveys.  Night time surveys should 
capture all species of frogs and toads, and salamanders must be searched for as well using a 
similar methodology you used in the Jefferson salamander surveys you were speaking about 
in one of your previous emails. 
  
The Natural Heritage Assessment Guideline (NHAG) is a good document to help you along 
this process also and will give you some ideas as to the rigour and the methodology involved 
in site investigation, evaluation of features and the level of effort involved. -amphibian surveys 
are addressed in this to give you some idea of methodology (as well as other surveys you will 
need to perform) 
  
Attached is the checklist of the requirements of the regulation, as you can see much 
information is still required in this report to meet the Regulation requirements.   
  
You have to remember also, that some of the natural features and their functions will extend 
beyond the 120m buffer.  This will include wetlands, woodlands and SWH. 
  
If you have any questions or need clarification on any of this please let me know.  I think the 
Ostrander report will be a big help to you in terms of what requirements and expectations we 
have in terms of the NHA report and level of effort and survey required. 
  
SPECIES AT RISK 
In terms of species at risk, our species at risk biologist, Emily Verhoek, has provided us with 
the following direction for this project site: 

 •
  

 
  

 
  

 

 
  

  
  
We can talk in detail about this next Friday when we have our meeting in Kemptville. 
  
Thanks, 
  
Heather  
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Natural Heritage Assessment Review Checklist  
 
Project Name: South Branch Wind Farm 
Applicant: Prowind 
Consultant: Prowind 
Project Location: Twp South Dundas, United Counties of Stormont, Dundas and Glengarry.  

Portion of project in Township of Edwardsburg/Cardinal, United Counties 
of Leeds and Grenville 

Generation type:  wind onshore       wind offshore       solar       biomass/biogas  
Nameplate Capacity (MW): 30MW 
Date Received: November 30, 2010 
MNR Reviewer(s): Heather Zurbrigg and Amy Cameron (Shaun Thompson, Emily Verhoek 
Date Reviewed: April 19, 2011 

 

Records Review Report (Section 25) 
 

Content Requirements 
Included 

 
MNR Comments 

Identifies list of records searched incomp
lete 

MNR Kemptville District 
MNR – LIO  
MNR – NHIC 
CA – South Nation 
County – Stormont, Dundas Glengarry 
County – Leeds and Grenville 

Identifies a summary of the results obtained, including the following sources:  

1. MNR records that relate to provincial parks 
and conservation reserves 

incomp
lete 

Section 4.1 – conservation reserves were not 
searched (looked for conservation areas instead) 
 

2. Records related to natural features that are maintained by the: 

i. MNR incomp
lete 

Were the appropriate layers in LIO investigated? 
All layers related to SWH (deer wintering, bird 
stopover and staging etc., nesting, hibernacula etc.) 
Wetland layers (evaluated) 
Include MNR sig woods data 
 

ii. the Crown in the right of Canada 
and, if applicable 

incomp
lete 

None listed in section 4.2.1 Records Searched but 
mentioned at the bottom of pg.6 and indicates that 
information obtained not mapped because of 
formatting issues. 

iii. a conservation authority comple South nation CA was contacted 

57



te 

iv. each local and upper-tier municipality incomp
lete 

Local and Upper tier municipalities were consulted but 
sharing data was noted as an issue.  LIO was 
consulted for records and official plan mapping 
constraints were reviewed buts not included as part of 
submission. 
Formatting complications needs to be removed as an 
issue for not adding data to the maps.  If information 
from LIO is a match that’s all that needs to be added 
and there is no additional information to add so 
formatting issues is not a problem. 

v. the planning board Incomp
lete Needs to be mentioned 

vi. the municipal planning authority Incomp
lete Needs to be mentioned 

vii. the local roads board Incomp
lete Needs to be mentioned 

viii. the Local Services Board incomp
lete Needs to be mentioned 

ix. the Niagara Escarpment Commission Compl
ete 

Pg.7 indicates not in or near the Niagara Escarpment 
Plan area 

Identifies if the project location is in or within 
120 metres of a Provincial Park or 
Conservation Reserve.  

Incomp
lete 

Section needs to be revised and new information 
included.  Conservation Reserves was not 
considered. 

If the project location is in a Provincial Park 
or Conservation Reserve, provides evidence 
that engaging in the project is not prohibited 
by or under the Provincial Parks and 
Conservation Reserves Act, 2006. 

Incomp
lete 

Needs to first determine if in conservation reserve and 
then determine if this section applies.  If this section 
does not apply it needs to be stated in the NHA report. 

Identifies if the project location is in or within 
50 metres of an Earth Science ANSI 

Compl
ete 

MNR needs to verify that there are no Earth Sci ANSI 
in project location 

Identifies if the project location is in or within 120 metres of: 

ANSI (Life Science) Compl
ete 

MNR needs to verify that there are no Life sci ANSI in 
project locations 

Coastal wetland  Compe
lte Stated to be  Not applicable 

Northern wetland Compl
ete Stated to be not applicable 

Southern wetland incomp
lete 

MNR identified in letter dated July 5, 2010 that 
unevaluated wetlands were present in the area (p. 8). 
MNR to verify that LIO layers do not flag wetlands as 
indicated in the NHA records review. 

Wildlife habitat Incomp
lete 

Need to look at a variety of other documents that 
could suggest the presence of swh that could be 
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present.  suggested 

Valleyland (if south or east of the Canadian 
Shield) 

Incomp
lete 

Need to change wording.  Cannot assume anything 
but if no information must be carried forward into site 
investigation. 

Woodland (if south or east of the Canadian 
Shield) 

Compl
ete MNR needs to verify. 

If the project location is in the Oak Ridges Moraine Conservation Plan Area or the Natural Heritage System of 
the Greenbelt Plan (other than in settlement areas of either plan area), identifies whether the project location is 
in or within 120 metres of: 

Sand barren Incomp
lete Needs to be addressed 

Savannah Incomp
lete Needs to be addressed 

Tallgrass prairie Incomp
lete Needs to be addressed 

Southern wetlands that are not provincially 
significant 

Incomp
lete Needs to be addressed 

Areas of natural and scientific interest (life 
science) that are not provincially significant 

Incomp
lete Needs to be addressed 

Alvars (only in the Natural Heritage System 
of the Greenbelt Plan) 

Incomp
lete Needs to be addressed 
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Site Investigation Report (Section 26) 
 
Feature type:    wetland  wildlife habitat  woodland  valleyland  ANSI (earth)  ANSI (life)  

Sand barren  Savannah Tallgrass prairie Alvar 
Feature identifier(s):woodland amphibian breeding ponds (woodland G,N), significant woodlands 
 

Content Requirements Included 
 

MNR Comments  

Evidence that a physical or alternative site investigation of the air, land and water within 120 metres of the 
project location was conducted, including:  

a) Date and times of the beginning and end 
of site investigation and duration of 
investigation 

incomp
lete 

Need to discuss if these were the only dates that site 
visits were conducted.  MNR staff were lead to believe 
that field work had also be completed in years prior to 
2010. 
 
Need to include information about duration of 
investigation. 

b) Weather conditions during the site 
investigation 

incomp
lete 

Wind speeds missing. 

c) A summary of investigation methods 

Incomp
lete 

Need more details to describe methodology used, 
including the protocols used to identify features, etc.  
need information survey point count locations that 
were completed (UTM locations), and the start/end 
times, weather conditions etc.  This needs to be 
included for all wildlife 

d) The name and qualifications of person(s) 
who conducted the site investigation 

Incomp
lete 

Names of persons were included but the details about 
their qualifications were not detailed enough. 

e) The field notes kept by site investigators 

Incomp
lete 

Field notes in appendix A were not sufficient.  There 
needs to be field notes related to the features 
identified onsite, species present (eg. Point count data 
sheets), etc. 

Assessment of the results of the records review to determine if they are correct, including:  
A summary of any corrections made to the 
records review (e.g., additional features, etc.) 

Incomp
lete 

This section needs to be completed and updated once 
the site investigation report is completed. 

Information relating to each natural heritage feature identified, including its: 
a) type Incomp

lete 
ELC code for swamp was present but now OWES 
evaluation on the wetland was completed. 
SWH is absent.  A section detailing candidate features 
and habitats that are onsite needs to be included.  
ELC should be completed across the entire project 
area not just within the woodland areas. 
Woodland features were identified but for the most 
part were considered “void” of SWH.  The presence of 
woodlands at minimum trigger the need to consider 
the following categories of SWH: rare forest types, 
forests providing high diversity of habitats, old growth / 
mature forests, high diverse areas, woodland 
amphibian breeding areas, etc.  There is no 
information included in the NHA to describe what 
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features were searched for. 

b) attributes Incomp
lete 

Once the features have been identified the attributes 
need to be discussed in the report 

c) composition  Incomp
lete 

Once the features have been identified the 
composition needs to be included as part of the 
discussion in the report 

d) function 
incomp
lete 

Once the features have been identified the function 
the features provide needs to be discussion in the 
report. 

A map showing: 

a) boundaries of any identified natural 
features (including provincial parks and 
conservation reserves) within 120 metres of 
the project location 

Incomp
lete 

Natural features such as wetlands, SWH etc. that 
should have been found during site investigation are 
not included.  Therefore the map is deemed 
incomplete and needs to be updated once site 
investigation information is complete. 

b) the location and type of natural heritage 
features in relation to the project location 

Incomp
lete 

Need to include information about the distance of the 
features in relation to the project components 
(turbines, roads, laydown areas, etc.) 

c) the distance from the project location to 
the boundaries of identified natural features 

Incomp
lete 

Need to include distances from the project location to 
the boundaries of the identified natural features. 
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Evaluation of Significance (Section 27) 
 
Feature type: wetland  wildlife habitat  woodland  valleyland   
Feature identifier: ____________________________________________________________ 
 

Content Requirements Included 
 

MNR Comments 

For each natural feature that the project location is closer to than 120 metres (other than ANSIs, as the applicant 
is only required to consider ANSIs that have previously been confirmed as provincially significant by the MNR): 

a) A summary of the evaluation criteria or 
procedures used in determining 
significance/provincial significance of a 
feature  
Note: an evaluation of significance identified 
through the records review is an acceptable 
determination of significance, provided that 
the evaluation was done using evaluation 
criteria or procedures established/accepted 
by MNR and evidence of the procedures 
used is submitted by the applicant. 

Incomp
lete 

Need to complete site investigation information and 
carry forward all candidate features for evaluation of 
significance 

Evidence of how information related to 
natural features obtained during records 
review, site investigation and consultation 
with the public, aboriginal communities, 
municipalities and local authorities was 
considered by the applicant on the evaluation 
of significance. 

Incomp
lete 

Need to complete site investigation information and 
carry forward all candidate features for evaluation of 
significance 

b)The name and qualifications of person(s) 
who applied the evaluation criteria or 
procedures 

Incomp
lete 

Need to complete site investigation information and 
carry forward all candidate features for evaluation of 
significance 

c) The dates of the beginning and completion 
of the evaluation 

Incomp
lete 

Need to complete site investigation information and 
carry forward all candidate features for evaluation of 
significance 
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Environmental Impact Study Report (Section 38(2))  
 
Feature type:   wetland   wildlife habitat   woodland   valleyland   ANSI (earth)  ANSI (life)  

Provincial Park or Conservation Reserve Sand barren Savannah Tallgrass prairie  Alvar 
 
Feature identifier: ____________________________________________________________ 
 
An EIS is required where the project location is within 50 m of a provincially significant earth science 
ANSI, or within 120m of a provincially significant wetland, provincially significant life science ANSI, 
significant wildlife habitat, a provincial park or conservation reserve, or a significant woodland or 
valleyland that is south or east of the Canadian Shield.  
 

Content Requirements Included 
 

MNR Comments 

Identifies and assesses any negative 
environmental effects on the natural feature, 
provincial park or conservation reserve 

Incomp
lete 

Need to complete evaluation of significance and 
update EIS to include mitigation for features deemed 
significant. 

Identifies mitigation measures in respect of 
any negative environmental effects 

incomp
lete 

Need to complete evaluation of significance and 
update EIS to include mitigation for features deemed 
significant. 

Describes how the ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS MONITORING PLAN (part of the design and operations 
report) addresses any negative environmental effects, including a description of: 

i. performance objectives in respect of the 
negative environmental effects,  

incomp
lete 

Need to complete evaluation of significance and 
update EIS to include mitigation for features deemed 
significant. 

ii. mitigation measures to assist in achieving 
the performance objectives,  

incomp
lete 

Need to complete evaluation of significance and 
update EIS to include mitigation for features deemed 
significant. 

iii. a program for monitoring negative 
environmental effects for the duration of the 
time that the project is engaged in, including 
a contingency plan to be implemented if any 
mitigation measures fail. 

incomp
lete 

Need to complete evaluation of significance and 
update EIS to include mitigation for features deemed 
significant. 

Describes how the CONSTRUCTION PLAN REPORT addresses any negative environmental effects, including a 
description of: 
i. any negative environmental effects that 
may result from construction or installation 
activities on the feature,   

incomp
lete 

Need to complete evaluation of significance and 
update EIS to include mitigation for features deemed 
significant. 

ii. mitigation measures in respect of any 
negative environmental effects. 

incomp
lete 

Need to complete evaluation of significance and 
update EIS to include mitigation for features deemed 
significant. 
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Procedures established or accepted by MNR to support development and review 
of Natural Heritage Assessments 

Natural Heritage 
Assessment 

Procedures 

Records Review • Draft Natural Heritage Assessment Guide for Renewable Energy 
Projects  

Site Investigation • Draft Natural Heritage Assessment Guide for Renewable Energy 
Projects  

• Ecological Land Classification for Southern Ontario  
• Valleylands - Adaptive Management of Stream Corridors in Ontario 

including Natural Hazards Technical Guides, and Understanding 
Natural Hazards; Conservation Authorities 

• Woodlands - Oak Ridges Moraine Conservation Plan Technical Paper 
Series #7;  

• Wildlife Habitat - Significant Wildlife Habitat Technical Guide & 
Appendices; Bat and Bat Habitats Guidelines for Wind Power Projects 
(2010 Working Draft); Draft Bird and Bird Habitats Guidelines for Wind 
Power Projects (2010,  pending approval)  

• ANSI - MNR District Offices  
• Natural features in provincial plan areas - Oak Ridges Moraine 

Conservation Plan Technical Paper Series #1 
Wetlands (southern, 
northern and 
coastal) 

• Ontario Wetland Evaluation System Southern Manual (for wetlands in 
Ecoregions 6E and 7E) 

• Ontario Wetland Evaluation System Northern Manual (Ecoregions 
north of 6E) 

• Coastal wetlands included in the southern and northern manuals 

Woodlands (south 
and east of 
Canadian Shield) 

• Draft Natural Heritage Assessment Guide for Renewable Energy 
Projects  

• Natural Heritage Reference Manual 2nd ed.  

Valleylands (south 
and east of 
Canadian Shield) 

• Draft Natural Heritage Assessment Guide for Renewable Energy 
Projects 

• Natural Heritage Reference Manual 2nd ed. 
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• Draft Natural Heritage Assessment Guide for Renewable Energy 
Projects 

• Ecological Land Classification or Forest Ecological Classification 
• Terrestrial and Wetland Ecosites of Northwestern Ontario 
• Significant Wildlife Habitat Technical Guide (2000 version),  
• Draft addendum to the SWHTG and Ecoregion criteria schedules: 
• Natural Heritage Reference Manual 2nd ed.   
• Oak Ridges Moraine technical series paper on SWH. 
• Draft Bat and Bat Habitats Guidelines for Wind Power Projects (2010)    
• Draft Bird and Bird Habitats Guidelines for Wind Power Projects (2010,  

pending approval)  

Environmental Impact 
Study 

• Draft Natural Heritage Assessment Guide for Renewable Energy 
Projects  

• Natural Heritage Reference Manual 2nd ed. 
• Specific guides: Bat and Bird Guides; Significant Wildlife Decision 

Support System 
• Provincial Parks: Contact Ontario Parks 
• Conservation Reserves: Contact MNR District Offices 
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Meeting Notes -  MNR Kemptvil le/Prowind  
Re: South Branch Wind Farm 
 
Date: April 29, 2011 at 10:00 am to 11:30 am 
 
Location: MNR Kemptville District Branch Office 
 
In Attendance:  Rochelle Rumney, Cathy Weston, Ron Huizer (Beacon Environmental), Amy Cameron, 

Shaun Thompson, Erin Thompson, Heather Zurbrigg (via telephone) 
 
 
Updates from Prowind 
 
Turbine 14 will likely be removed from the project, along with associated cabling and road. Road to 
Turbines 7/8 will be changed; new location is uncertain at this point. Both of these changes are due to 
archaeological finds.  Elimination of Turbine 14 also removes potential for impact to a wetland area 
and cable crossing of the South Nation River. 
 
There is a new woodlot to be considered in west area, due to cable shift. Only a few metres of the 
woodlot come within the 120 m buffer. 
 
ELC 
 
The ELC work at the site needs to be seamless coding. All those areas not currently coded should be 
added. Shaun mentioned that it would be helpful to have the codes and a full or at least more detailed 
inventory of the species within each area, outlined in the text. A list the top four species observed 
would be enough. 
 
ELC field notes, methodologies and check lists should be included in an appendix of NHAR. 
 
OWES 
 
Proponents need to consider the entire wetland connected area, not just the land within 120 m 
boundary. Wetlands are part of large networks and serve linkage functions. It is important to 
determine the function of each wetland. MNR have not evaluated any wetlands in this area yet.  
 
One unevaluated wetland has been identified near the project area, but outside 120 m. Prowind 
informed MNR that much of this identified wetland is now cornfield. Many other swamp areas were 
identified in the ELC and require further investigation. 
 
It is possible to assume that a wetland is a PSW, but still need to identify the function and features of 
the wetland. A preliminary investigation is required and if the wetland seems to be large and part of a 
complex system and will be very expensive to evaluate, perhaps it is a good idea to assume 
significance.  We must understand any impact the project will have on the wetland function.  
 
Ron is comfortable with this system and MNR is confident that he knows what he is looking for.  
 
Records Review 
 
The records review has been updated since the last MNR/Prowind meeting, based on the NHA 
guidelines and other MNR feedback.  
 
Erin has sent us SWH layers in the past (ie Sig. Woodlots). Rochelle will review the SWH habitat layers 
and talk to Erin regarding any missing information. 
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Since valleyland data is not available, this needs to be determined during site investigation. The 
methodology for identifying valleylands is outlined in the NHRM. 
 
Amphibian monitoring 
 
This is underway. Ron has a route planned out for frog monitoring and will be investigating potential 
vernal ponds for salamander monitoring.  
 
Permits are not necessary if we are not collecting/trapping species.  
 
Species at Risk 
 
Species at Risk discussion goes in separate report.  
 
It is risky to assume that a SAR is on site without surveying because then SAR permits are required 
and those are slow to proce0ss.  
 

 
 

 
 

  
 

 
 

 
  

 
 

 
 

  
 

 
 

 
Look for bat cavities in woodlands.  
 
Rare vegetation communities should be looked for on site, along with woodlot diversity and old growth. 
MNR directed Prowind to the go over the schedule on woodland diversity in the SWHTG. 
 
Next Steps 
 
Regular scheduled calls will not be set up, but we should communicate with the MNR on an ongoing 
basis whenever appropriate. 
 
Prowind will review mapping and contact MNR for any missing information.  
 
Erin will provide info on   
 
On-site investigations are ongoing. 
 
 

66



	  

	  

Notes from Meeting with Kemptvi l le MNR 
 
Date: September 2, 2011, 9:30 am to 11:00 am 
 
Location: Kemptville MNR Office 
 
In attendance: Heather Zurbrigg (MNR), Amy Cameron (MNR), Marie Andree Cariere (MNR), 

Cathy Weston, Rochelle Rumney 
 
Re: South Branch Wind Farm draft REA 
 

 
• New NHAG document released. Appendix G is new and may be assistance with 

revisions, but not necessary to comply with this at this stage.  
 
Site investigation  
 

• Delineate only boundaries that are within 120 m.  
 

• Remove references to fish habitat 
 

• Pg 21. - bird and bat surveys are not necessary in field investigation sections. These 
are no longer a requirement and can be used for background research regarding WH 
discussions. This should be included in EOS. 

 
• WH is always identified as candidate until significance is proven is EOS.  

 
• Remove avian and bats survey methods from site investigation section and relocate 

into EOS as discussed above.  
 

• Wetlands – Alternative method (App C) used because no direct impact to wetlands 
and in-depth wetland survey is time and costs intensive. This reasoning is deemed 
reasonable by MNR. 

 
• Not necessary to include ‘ANT’ ELC codes in analysis.  

 
• Section 6.1.6 – All critter studies go in EOS Section 

 
• Site investigation should only include ELC and pre surveys, then link that to WH and 

evaluate for significance in EOS.  
 

• Table 6 – remove bat and bid surveys 
 

• Site investigation – necessary maps include: boundaries of wetlands, ELC, candidate 
SWH – mapping and analysis of WH.  

 
• App D in updated NHAG may be helpful here – if no x in grid (from table) but within 

120 m of project, becomes generalized candidate WH 
 

o OR do ELC boundaries vs. WH schedule 
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• Regarding Table 7 
o identify type of Candidate SWH – amphib for ex.  
o call it candidate instead of significant 
o take out significance column 
o include exhaustive list of CSWH.  

 
• Pg 33 – 6.3 – sig woods.  

o carry forward sig woodlands to EOS even if previously identified as sig.  
o take reference to SWH out of woodland discussion, not relevant to it’s 

significant determination.  
 

• Wetlands – regroup if they are part of same feature 
 

• Add comments section to table and add notes of interest eg. If wetland is alos a 
woodland, etc.  

 
• Remove all text regarding woodlands and wetlands discussion, table summary is 

sufficient 
 

• Section 6.4.9 – remove reference to floodplain and put it in appendix with SNC 
correspondence 

 
• Valleylands – include a clear conclusive statement regarding findings 

 
• Remove table 10 

 
• Move a lot of text to EOS, bird surveys, etc. 

 
EOS 
 

• Use more specific agriculture codes – identify which types of crops are found in 
agricultural ELC areas 

 
SAR 
 

  
o  

 
o  

 
 

   
  
  
  

o  
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EIS 
 

• remove fish disturbance 
 

• MNR will review further.  
 
post construct  
 

• Prowind will adjust timing and resubmit. this will go to someone at a different branch 
for comments and back to MNR 
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Subject: South Branch comments 
Date: Monday, September 26, 2011 4:47 PM 
From: Zurbrigg, Heather (MNR) <Heather.Zurbrigg@ontario.ca> 
To: Rochelle Rumney <rrumney@prowind.ca> 
Cc: "Cameron, Amy (MNR)" <Amy.Cameron@ontario.ca>, "Fleischhauer, Andrea (MNR)" 
<Andrea.Fleischhauer@ontario.ca> 
 

Comments for Prowind South Branch wind project NHA: 
  
Thank you for sending us the updated NHA report documents.  This report is much 
clearer and much more complete. 
  
Could you please address the following comments with respect to your NHA for the 
Prowind South Branch wind farm. 
  
Additionally we will be sending the Environmental Effects Monitoring Plan to a 
science specialist who will provide comments on this document.  This document is 
not required in order for the NHA confirmation letter to be signed. 
  

Table 7 pg. 28, we’d like to see indicated in this table the component of the •
project location that the woodland is near.  Eg: WO1 is 33m from a laydown 
area.  These distances from project location to features need to be indicated on 
a woodlands map.  See comment re: appendix A  
Please take out any references to Species at Risk in the NHA report  •
Appendix F: Wetland survey information: we need to have the full table from •
Appendix C used for the wetland evaluation section.  Note that under the 
“special features” section in Appendix C, features such as downed woody 
debris, fallen logs, cavity trees etc. need to be spoken to.  If there weren’t any 
found state this as well.  
In SWH table 9, were snake hibernacula searched for during site investigation?  •
Rock piles, crevices etc.  this must be clear in the report that this feature was 
searched for.  
Table 8 on page 31 – wetland ID codes need to correspond to Appendix F unit •
codes.  And we need an intuitive map (ELC mapping might be fine, as long as 
the codes are represented and the distances are clear from the project location 
to the boundaries of identified natural features)  
Regarding the meadow marsh that has been tile drained, if this is no longer on •
the site, this needs to be removed as a wetland in table 8 and any other 
reference to it later on 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Appendix A: please add a woodlands map and a wetlands map.  On the SWH •
maps, we need to see features more clearly.  Some of the features cannot be 
seen clearly, could you have the larger map as an inset where possible and the 
main map as a zoomed in picture of the feature itself please.  
In the EOS section, will need to see the dates of the beginning and ending of •
the evaluation of significance.  
Pg 42 – take out ‘no significant wildlife habitat was identified within this •
woodland’ at the bottom under ‘uncommon characteristics’ as this does not 
apply. Same at bottom of pg. 43 wrt woodland 11  
Turtle nesting and overwintering needs to be addressed  •
Table 9 – put N/A in the CSWH id column if the feature does not apply such •
as: shorebird migratory stopover areas; butterfly migratory routes and stopover 
areas; deer wintering areas; bat migration should come off of the table  
Table 11 – instead of the reference to the NHRM in the EOS criteria and •
procedures, please make reference to the NHAG  
Pg 40 – woodlands - in the evaluation criteria: reference the NHAG not the •
NHRM.  Remove all wording in the text to follow about the NHRM but keep 
the wording about the criteria used. Under proximity to other woodlands or 
other habitats add the following sentence “ the woodland must be at least 4 ha 
in size”.  Under water protection add the following sentence “ the woodland 
must be at least 2 ha in size”.  Under woodland diversity, add the following 
sentence “the following species must be present and occur naturally (not 
planted): sugar maple, black maple, silver maple, red maple, yellow birch, 
hickory, beech, black ask, walnut, tamarack, spruce, pine, oak, basswood, or 
hemlock and the woodland must be 4 ha in size”. Under uncommon 
characteristics, the criteria should be changed to read the following: 
“woodlands are considered significant if they have a vegetation community of 
the provincial ranking of S1, S2, or S3 and are 0.5 ha in size or larger; habitat 
of a rare, uncommon or restricted plant species and are 0.5 ha or more in size; 
characteristics of older woodlands or woodlands with larger tree size structure 
in native species and are 2 ha or larger”.  
Woodlands: Delete all references to economic and social values as this criteria •
does not apply to RE projects.  
Section 7.1.3.1 – under woodland diversity, change the entire wording to state •
the following: WO11 is composed entirely of silver maple deciduous swamp 
which is a native forest type. Criteria in the NHAG for woodland diversity 
indicate that this woodland type has had major reductions in the natural 
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distribution in the landscape, south and east of the Candian shield. However, 
the woodland does not meet the area threshold for significance. WO11 cannot 
be considered significant for woodland diversity.  
Pg 44, please change wording in final paragraph “consultation with the MNR •
indicated an agreement with the findings that WO11 is not a significant 
woodland”  
Table 12 under evaluation of significance, you should call this “assumed •
significant” rather than just significant.  
Pg 46 under table 13, in the date of evaluation column we want to see the dates •
of the surveys and not a reference to an appendix.  
Pg 49 section 7.3.1 – aquatic: last sentence should be updated “ none of the… •
can be considered…” (not cannot)  
Amphibian point count map required – (include salamander surveys locations •
also.) we need to know where survey locations were.  WHF1 and WHF2 will 
be considered significant wildlife habitat since more than 20 spring peepers 
heard.  Will need to see a zoomed in map identifying the distance between 
WHF1 and WHF2 to the project components (temporary and permanent).  
Section 7.3.8 – osprey nest: is there an active osprey nest here?  If not it’s not •
candidate SWH  
Section 7.3.9 – need to speak to presence or absence of nests for raptor nesting. •
-- Only need to know for WHJ1 and WHJ7 according to appendix D of the 
NHAG, these are not a consideration if within 120m of an overhead 
distribution line.  
7.3.10 - - should have two considerations  •

Area-sensitive bird breeding habitat (interior forest breeding habitat)  •
Area-sensitive bird breeding habitat (open country breeding bird habitat) •
–  

Interior forest breeding habitat will not need to be considered. 
Open country breeding habitat needs to be considered within 120m of a turbine only 

these need to be at least 30 ha in size, cannot be active AG land, and have •
to have species present as indicated in the 6E criteria schedule  

re: Species of conservation concern: assume significance of the snapping turtle •
and propose general construction mitigation.  Call this ‘general candidate 
significant wildlife habitat’ -- Timing restrictions and silt fencing etc.  would 
be sufficient mitigation.  

  
We will have comments on the bird surveys later this week and will comment on 
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the EIS after we have received the above noted changes.  Please let me know if you 
have any questions or comments.  I suggest we have a phone conversation soon.  If 
you are available Wednesday afternoon to have a conversation about this report, 
please let me know.  Otherwise we can find an alternate time. 
  
Thanks! 
-Heather 
  
  
  
Heather  
  
Heather Zurbrigg 
Renewable Energy Planning Ecologist 
Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources 
Kemptville, ON 
(613)-258-8366  
  

gx   When necessary, it's OK to print this e‐mail.  Paper is a recyclable, biodegradable, renewable, 
and sustainable product made from trees.   
Growing and managing forests is good for the environment providing clean air, clean water, wildlife 
habitat, carbon storage, and spiritual respite.  Working forests provide jobs and support 
communiIes for millions of people. 
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Hi Heather,  
 
As requested I have produced a map with all the bird surveys completed at the South Branch Wind 
Farm to date. The surveys and the year conducted are outlined in the table below. The map is 
attached.  
 

 
 
I have also included an overview map of the Candidate Significant Wildlife Habitat, as this is an 
important exercise to complete prior to any fieldwork, as the MNR has indicated.  
 
It is my understanding that pre-construction avian and chiropteran surveys are no longer a priority for 
the MNR, and that post-construction monitoring is now the emphasis for determining impact to birds 
and bats at wind farms. I understand that we have to complete fieldwork for any candidate significant 
wildlife habitat to verify or exclude the area as significant, but outside of that, I believe no further 
fieldwork for bird species should be required based on the NHAG, and our discussion at MNR offices in 
early September.  
 
As you know, Prowind is caught in the middle of the transition period between the old ESR process and 
the new REA process. We have also been transitioning with the Ontario government as everyone 
learns more about the interactions between birds/bats and wind turbines. As a result of this learning 
period, Prowind went above and beyond the requirements for both bird and bat monitoring in the pre-
construction period because it was at one time a requirement, but is no longer. We have been 
conducting pre-construction monitoring on this site for more than three years. We have carefully 
assessed populations during every season and have considered several species of special interest 
including  and Owls. 
Additionally, Prowind conducted, with the agreement and cooperative planning of MNR, a $200,000 
study to help foster and increase our understanding of regional bat species distribution and 
movements. We have yet to hear any word from MNR on how or whether that data is being used.  
 
The results of all surveys consistently indicate low risk to bird populations in the area from the wind 
farm and its construction. We made our best effort to construct this project with as little impact to the 
remaining natural landscape as possible. We are not removing any habitat, we are outside of all natural 
features and we have thoroughly studied those natural features that are within 120 m of the project 
footprint. We choose to build projects on agricultural land for this exact reason. The landscape is 
already ecologically compromised due to ongoing farming activities, so further development (in a 
sensitive manner) will create minimal additional impact.  
 
A specific nest survey was not completed for the project area; however, area search methodology 
specifically aims to document the highest level of breeding status, including the finding of nests. 

 

226 ½ James St. N., Unit A 
Hamilton, ON        L8R 2L3 
Phone:  905.258.1747 
Fax: 866.203.6516 
Email:  info@prowind.ca 
Web: www.prowind.ca 

Survey  Year conducted  
Spring Migration  East – 2008 West – 2010  
Winter Area Searches  2009  
Breeding Area Searches  2010  
Species at Risk Breeding  2010  
Fall Migration  2010  
Nocturnal Owl  2010  
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  Page 2  October 17, 2011 

Therefore, nests were searched for and recorded during the breeding bird area searches. The results 
of those surveys have been presented to MNR in the South Branch Wind Farm Pre-construction Avian 
Surveys and Risk Assessment. This survey was conducted for the entire project area over three days 
and took 42 hours to complete. Row crops were not actively searched, as they provide poor habitat for 
any bird species. The amount of land that is not row crop is small, allowing a thorough search of all 
potential habitat to be conducted during the 42 hours of area searches. The breeding survey closely 
followed the methodology in the Breeding Bird Atlas which looks at all evidence pertaining to nesting 
species whether it is singing birds, birds chasing one another, nests, etc. The woodlots are so small 
and fragmented within the project area that the likelihood of raptor breeding (and nests) is low at this 
project site.  
 
Our biologist has indicated that specific nest surveys will likely have little value as nests are extremely 
hard to find, and often end up creating more damage to nests (by way of possible abandonment of 
nests during nest checking) than they provide valuable information. If the MNR feels this is valuable, 
please tell us what you plan to do with this information beforehand so that we can cater the surveys to 
your needs.  
 
As you can see on the CSWH map, there are two main areas that have been identified as Candidate 
Significant Wildlife Habitat for birds: the woodlands immediately west and east of turbine 1 and the 
woodland north of turbine 13. During Breeding Area Searches these woodlands were thoroughly 
searched, including any nests, specifically stick nests.  
 
It is our belief that this project has been well searched for bird species and habitat during all times of the 
year. The results of these surveys indicate the site is at low risk for disruption to birds and their habitat. 
The environmental sensitivity of this area is low; a perfect place for this type of development.  
 
In light of the above detail we are kindly seeking your agreement that the assessments of bird and bat 
populations and significant habitats in the project area is sufficient for the purpose of confirming limited 
or low probability of negative impacts and that no further studies are warranted,  
 
If the MNR disagrees with this statement, we would respectfully like to understand what practical or 
tangible changes to the project design or development could occur as a result of new information 
found.  
 
Thank you for your time reviewing this response and the map we have prepared. Please let me know if 
you have any questions.  
 
 
Thanks so much,  
 
Rochelle Rumney 
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Subject: comments for South Branch wind farm 
Date: Monday, October 24, 2011 2:46 PM 
From: Zurbrigg, Heather (MNR) <Heather.Zurbrigg@ontario.ca> 
To: Rochelle Rumney <rrumney@prowind.ca> 
Cc: Cathy Weston <cweston@prowind.ca>, "Seabert, Michael (MNR)" <Michael.Seabert@ontario.ca>, "Thompson, Erin 
(MNR)" <Erin.L.Thompson@ontario.ca>, "Fleischhauer, Andrea (MNR)" <Andrea.Fleischhauer@ontario.ca>, "Hale, Lesley 
(MNR)" <Lesley.Hale@ontario.ca>, "Cameron, Amy (MNR)" <Amy.Cameron@ontario.ca> 
Priority: Highest 
 
Hi Rochelle,   
  
We have had a chance to look over your NHA and have a few final minor comments for you to 
address.  I have also attached the comments from Lesley Hale who did the review for the 
Post-construction monitoring Plan.  The only thing that needs to be addressed before the 
NHA letter can be issued are the NHA comments (section 1 below), everything else will need 
to be addressed as well, but the NHA letter is not contingent upon them.  
  
1)      Comments on the NHA report: 
  
a)     Site Investigation: 
·        Bat migration is no in the SWHTG and as the Ecoregion criteria document is an advice 
piece only, please remove this category from Table 9 on page 38. 
  
b)     Evaluation of Significance: 
·        dates of beginning and ending of EOS, this does not just include the site visits, but the 
evaluation itself 
·        table 13 and CSWH detailed maps for waterfowl stopover and staging area (aquatic)  vs 
(terrestrial) seem to have differing information.  WHA1-4 are ‘aquatic’ in the table, but 
‘terrestrial’ in the mapping  
  
c)      Environmental Impact Study: 
·        No preconstruction bird surveys will be required. 
  
d)     Avian survey – pre-construction – comments: 
·        waterfowl staging survey – pg. 10 – what were the results of the talks with local 
landowners 
·        Take out references to Species at Risk (namely bobolink, there are many references to 
this species) as well as any other references that might be in any other documents (eg: the 
MKI report) 
·        Pg 16 – Canada goose is migratory.   Not ‘semi-migratory’ – there are resident members 
but as a species it is considered migratory 
  
2)      Species at Risk: 
  
If you could please ensure you are in touch with Erin Thompson with respect to direction 
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regarding any permitting requirements under the ESA for post construction monitoring.  And 
she will be in touch with you with comments from the Species at Risk report you have sent in 
shortly. 
  
3)      Other permitting requirements: 
  
Post construction monitoring:  – a Scientific collectors permit will be needed for collecting, 
monitoring, and handling any wildlife.  This won’t need to be obtained immediately, and is only 
valid for a year, so will need to be applied for each year of post-construction monitoring 
through the MNR. 
  
I’m looking forward to seeing the finalized report and hopefully we can get a confirmation 
letter out to you imminently. Please let me know if you have any questions 
  
Talk soon, 
Heather  
  
Heather Zurbrigg 
Renewable Energy Planning Ecologist 
Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources 
Kemptville, ON 
(613)-258-8366  
  

gx   When necessary, it's OK to print this e‐mail.  Paper is a recyclable, biodegradable, renewable, 
and sustainable product made from trees.   
Growing and managing forests is good for the environment providing clean air, clean water, wildlife 
habitat, carbon storage, and spiritual respite.  Working forests provide jobs and support 
communiIes for millions of people. 
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South Branch PCMP 
Comments L Hale 
 
Page 5 “Searching will be carried out every third day on rainless days, or nearest 
sampling days in the event of rainfall.” – rainfall should not be a deterrent for carcass 
searches – only weather which would be considered dangerous conditions should cause 
postponement of searches. Searches should be conducted twice a week or every 3-4 
days. 
 
Page 5 “Bat sampling will occur between May 1st and Sept 30th” – the finalised bat 
guidelines state that bat be conducted until Oct 31st along with the bird searches. As such 
we request this to be revised in this plan. 
 
Page 6 It is recommended that carcasses of these species found during bat mortality searches 
may be sent to the Canadian Cooperative Wildlife Health Centre for analysis of White Nose 
Syndrome (rather than buried): 

• Myotis septentrionalis 
• Myotis lucifugus 
• Myotis leibii 
• Perimyotis subflavus 
• Eptesicus fuscus 

 
Page 7 For searcher efficiency trials it should be noted that no more than 3 trial carcasses 
should be placed at any one time. 
 
Page 9 Contingency Plan 
This section needs to be revised to better reflect the requirements of the bird and bat 
guidelines. Sections that are missing include the following: 
 
BIRDS 
- A significant bird mortality event is defined by this Guideline to have occurred when 
bird mortality during a single mortality monitoring survey exceeds: 

• 10 or more birds at any one turbine; or 
• 33 or more birds (including raptors) at multiple turbines 

 
- The distribution and species composition (e.g. provincial conservation concern species) 
of bird fatalities should be considered when developing contingency plans. MNR’s 
Natural Heritage Information Centre (Appendix E) is a useful source for identifying and 
considering birds of provincial conservation concern. 
 
- subsequent two years of scoped mortality and effects monitoring at individual turbines 
(and unmonitored turbines in near proximity), following any given year where an 
annual post-construction mortality reports identifies significant bird or raptor mortality 
 
- Three years of effectiveness monitoring where mitigation applied 
 
BATS 
- Should significant mortality be observed, and operational mitigation implemented, 
post-construction monitoring should be conducted for an additional 3 years from the 
implementation of operational mitigation, to evaluate the effectiveness of the mitigation. 
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- Operational mitigation for bat mortality consists of changing the wind turbine cut-in 
speed to 5.5 m/s (measured at hub height), or feathering of wind turbine blades when 
wind speeds are below 5.5 m/s. 
 
- Where a post-construction monitoring annual report indicates the annual bat mortality 
threshold of 10 bats/turbine/year has been exceeded, operational monitoring will be 
implemented across the wind power project (i.e. at all turbines) from sunset to sunrise, 
from July 15 to September 30. This mitigation will continue for the duration of the 
project. Should site-specific monitoring indicate a shifted peak mortality period (e.g. due 
to higher latitude projects), operational mitigation may be shifted to match the peak 
mortality, with mitigation maintained for a minimum of 10 weeks. Any shift in the 
operational mitigation period to match peak mortality should be determined in 
coordination with and confirmed by MNR. 
 
- Where post-construction mitigation is applied, an additional 3 years of effectiveness 
monitoring is required. Monitoring the effectiveness of any post-construction mitigation 
techniques will help to evaluate the success of this mitigation. 
 
NOTE: the operational mitigation for bats is required for the duration of the project. 
The mitigation for birds may or may not include operational mitigation and will be 
dependent on results of scoped mortality and effects monitoring. If mitigation is 
required then it too is for the duration of the project. The plan should separate 
mitigation/contingency plans for birds and bats. 
 
The plan needs to address how mortalities of species at risk will be handled. 
 
The plan needs to note that all raw data will be submitted to the Wind Energy Bird and 
Bat Monitoring Database 
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APPENDIX H3 
 
 

CONSULTATION WITH  
MINISTRY OF TOURISM AND CULTURE 
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Contact 
Name

Method Date Message Message 
Sender

Attachments

Penny Young email 5/28/10 Hi Penny, 

I wanted to get in touch with you regarding two things.

First – We sent you two Heritage Impact Assessments for the 
Innerkip Wind Farm and the Gunn’s Hill Wind Farm at the end of 
April. I didn’t hear anything back from you at the time, so I 
wanted to make sure you received those and if so, see if you had 
any feedback for us. 

Second – we are working on a contact list for another wind farm 
in Eastern Ontario, South Branch Wind Farm, within the Unites 
Counties of Stormont, Dundas and Glengarry. Are you the 
appropriate contact at the MTC to receive draft REA documents 
for review.

Thanks Penny. 

Have a great weekend,
Rochelle

Penny Young

Penny Young email 6/1/10 Dear Rochelle

Sorry about the delay in getting back to you, I was sick on 
Monday.
So second issue first - I am not the Eastern Ontario contact - 
Katherine Kirzati in my officer is and she can be reached at 416-
314-7643.
First - I have not completed my review of the 2 reports, I hope to 
by the end of this week.
 
Thanks,
Penny 

Penny Young

Jim Sherrat email 11/16/10 Hi Jim, 

As per my earlier voicemail, I wanted to send along an email to 
give you some more detail on our project and my questions.

We are proposing the South Branch Wind Farm, a 30 MW near the 
town of Brinston, or the larger community of Morrisburg.  We 
have a FIT contract and are hoping to submit our REA before the 
end of the year.

First of all, are you the appropriate contact for projects in eastern 
Ontario? Our archaeology consultant, Paul Racher, suggested we 
contact you. 

My main question is regarding archaeology requirements in road 
allowances. We need to build a connecting electrical line within 
the road allowance for an approximate 7 km stretch between two 
different areas of our wind farm. This will either be an overhead 
line or a buried cable. 

Are we required to do a Stage 2 archaeological survey for this 
area? It will be entirely within the municipal road allowance. If so, 
what are the requirements for these areas, as they are mainly 
grassed ditches and cannot be ploughed.

Thanks for your help with this. Please feel free to give me a call 
(905-745-4719) or email whenever you can.

Take care, 
Rochelle Rumney

Rochelle 
Rumney

Correspondence with Ministry of Tourism and Culture
South Branch Wind Farm
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Contact 
Name

Method Date Message Message 
Sender

Attachments

Shari Prowse email 11/17/10 Hi Rochelle,
 
I have been asked to respond to your question. My role is the 
archaeology GEA/REA coordinator for my Ministry but I may not 
be the reviewer of the assessment reporting.
 
 
I would recommend that you direct your consultant archaeologist 
to do a Stage 1 (with visual confirmation and providing supporting 
photodocumentation) for this area and if the Stage 1 
indicates/confirms that it is all disturbed a Stage 2 will not 
required. It is possible that there may be pockets of potential 
within this area (e.g. water crossings) that will require Stage 2 or 
some limited Stage 2 testing will be required for areas where the 
level of disturbance is unclear. We see the latter all the time for 
areas adjacent to roadways but it will not be clear if this is the 
case for this stretch without carrying out the Stage 1 assessment.
 
If you have any additional questions regarding this, please do not 
hesitate to get back to me. 

Shari Prowse, MA
Archaeology Review Officer-Southwest Region 
Culture Programs Unit 

Shari Prowse

Micheal Otis, 
Don Lewis, 
Heather 
Zurbrigg, 
Amy 
Cameron, 
Hugh 
Garlough, 
Ben De Haan, 
Michael 
Wildman, 
Terri 
Forrester, 
Sandra 
Mancini, 
Mathieu 
Leblanc, 
Debra 
McKinstry, 
"mayor@twp
ec.ca", 
Katherine 
Kirzati, 
Sandy Hay, 
Lesley Todd, 
Helen 
Thomson, 
Brenda 
Brunt, Sheryl 
Lusk, Shari 
Prowse

email 8/1/11 Hello All,

I’m pleased to report that the updated Draft REA reports for 
South Branch Wind Farm are now available on our project 
website.  You may download some or all of these reports as 
needed.

http://www.prowind.ca/?page=projects-south-branch

Please let me know if you would like me to provide you with a CD 
of the reports or if you have any difficulties in downloading this 
information.

We welcome your comments on any aspect of this project.  Thank 
you in advance for taking time to consider the proposed project. 

Kind regards,
Cathy 

Cathy Weston
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Contact 
Name

Method Date Message Message 
Sender

Attachments

Paula Kulpa email 08/09/11 Subject:        Heritage Assessment Report
Project:        Proposed South Branch Wind Farm
Applicant:      Prowind Canada Inc.
Location:       Township of South Dundas, United Counties of 
Stormont, Dundas and Glengarry and Township of Edwardsburgh, 
United Counties of Leeds and Grenville

MTC File No.:   PLAN-00EA057

Paul,

Please find attached the Ministry of Tourism and Culture's 
comments on the project report mentioned above.
<<SouthBranchWindFarm_SDG-LGRE-MTC-9Aug2011.pdf>>
If you have any further questions, please feel free to contact me.
Regards,

Paula

SouthBranchWi
ndFarm_SDG-
LGRE-MTC-
9Aug2011.pdf

Dear Paula,

RE: Submission of the revised heritage report entitled “Heritage 
Assessment Report, South Branch Wind Farm (FIT FT3B1IC), 
Townships of South Dundas and Edwardsburgh/Cardinal, Geo. 
Townships of Matilda and Edwardsburgh, United Counties of 
Stormont, Dundas and Glengarry and United Counties of Leeds 
and Grenville, Ontario.”

Attached please find a revised electronic copy of the above-
mentioned report. This heritage assessment was carried out 
under contract to Prowind Canada Inc. as part of a Renewable 
Energy Approval (REA) application, in accordance with Ontario 
Regulation 359/09 under Part V.0.1 of the Environmental 
Protection Act. The deadline for the submission of their application 
is September 15th, 2011. As such, we kindly ask that any 
comments/required revisions to the report be provided as soon as 
possible in order to maintain the project timeline.

Proponent Designated Contacts

Cathy Weston
President
Prowind Canada Inc.
226 ½ James St. N, Unit A
Hamilton, ON  L8R 2L3
Tel: (613) 894-4656
Fax: (866) 203-6516
cweston@prowind.ca

Rochelle Rumney
Environmental Coordinator
Prowind Canada Inc.
226 ½ James St. N, Unit A
Hamilton, ON  L8R 2L3
Tel: (905) 528-1747
Fax: (866) 203-6516
rrumney@prowind.ca

Best regards,
Christina.

Paula Kulpa ARA - Heritage 
Assessment 

Report - South 
Branch Wind 
Farm (August 
25, 2011).pdf

email 08/25/11
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Ministry of Tourism and Culture 

Culture Services Unit  
Programs and Services Branch  
401 Bay Street, Suite 1700 
Toronto ON  M7A 0A7  
 
Tel. 416 314-7265 
Fax: 416 314-7175 

Ministère du Tourisme et de la Culture 

Unité des services culturels  
Direction des programmes et des 
services 
401, rue Bay, Bureau 1700 
Toronto ON  M7A 0A7 
Tél. : 416 314-7265 
Téléc. : 416 314 7175 

 

 
August 9, 2011 (by E-mail only) 
 
 
Paul J. Racher 
Vice President, Operations 
Archaeological Research Associates Ltd. 
97 Gatewood Road 
Kitchener, ON N2M 4E3 
 
Subject:  Heritage Assessment Report 
Project:  Proposed South Branch Wind Farm 
Applicant: Prowind Canada Inc. 
Location:  Township of South Dundas, United Counties of Stormont, Dundas and 

Glengarry and Township of Edwardsburgh, United Counties of Leeds and 
Grenville 

MTC File No.: PLAN-00EA057 

 
Dear Mr. Racher, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Heritage Assessment report related to the 
above noted proposed project. 
 
The Ministry of Tourism and Culture’s (MTC) interest in this proposed project relates to our 
mandate of conserving, protecting and preserving Ontario’s heritage including cultural heritage 
landscapes, built heritage resources and archaeological sites. 
 
This office has reviewed the above-mentioned report, and has the following comments: 
 
Section 1.0 Introduction 
 
In providing an overview of the approach to conducting this heritage assessment, the third bullet 
(page 1) indicates that one of the steps was: “An evaluation of the significance of any identified 
cultural heritage features, within the context of regionally-significant heritage themes”. Ontario 
Regulation 359/09 Renewable Energy Approvals requires that any identified heritage resources 
be evaluated against Ontario Regulation 9/06 Criteria for determining cultural heritage value or 
interest. This overview should explicitly mention the use of O. Reg. 9/06 as it is a requirement 
under the renewable energy approvals regulation. 
 
Section 3.0 Methodology 
 
The second paragraph on page 5 states that: “As Ontario Regulation 9/06 does not pertain 
specifically to [cultural heritage landscapes], evaluation criteria for these potential heritage 
features must be sought in other sources (see Section 6.4.1).” O. Reg. 359/09 requires that 
heritage resources, including cultural heritage landscapes, be evaluated using O. Reg. 9/06. 
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The document indicates that several guidelines and policies supported the development of this 
heritage assessment. These included the Planning Act and the Provincial Policy Statement 
(PPS 2005). While it is appropriate to use definitions from the PPS 2005 if they are not defined 
within O. Reg. 359/09, the Planning Act does not apply to the renewable energy approvals 
process, therefore these references, including section 2.6.1 of the PPS 2005 should be 
removed from the report. O. Reg. 359/09 accounts for the consideration of cultural heritage 
resources. Additionally, the document cites Part III.1 Standards and Guidelines for Provincial 
Heritage Properties. Unless a project is located on a provincial heritage property this policy does 
not apply and the reference should be removed from both this section and Section 8.0 
References. 
 
The report indicates that once heritage resources are identified and have been evaluated to 
determine if they are of cultural heritage value or interest, “project impacts on these heritage 
resources were evaluated and measures were proposed to avoid/eliminate/mitigate the impacts, 
if needed.” There is no discussion of a methodology for this part of the heritage assessment. 
Additionally, the report does not provide a definition of impact(s).   
 
Section 5.0 Archaeological and Historical Context 
 
While some cultural heritage landscapes may have strong associations with Aboriginal 
communities, to understand the value of built heritage and cultural heritage landscapes, 
knowledge of historical development is often more important than pre-contact activity.  MTC is 
aware that a separate archaeological assessment has been prepared for this project and 
submitted to MTC for review. Therefore, it is not necessary to include detailed information on 
the archaeological context of the study area within the heritage assessment.  
 
Section 6.0 Identification of Heritage Resources 
 
The report states that in order to identify existing Built Heritage (BH) resources and Cultural 
Heritage Landscapes (CHL) lying within or near the study area, a number of sources were 
considered. These included the Ontario Heritage Properties Database. The database, which is 
accessed through the Ministry’s old website, has a disclaimer stating that as of 2005 the 
database is no longer being updated. Therefore it should not be considered a comprehensive 
source of information on previously identified heritage resources. Additionally the date included 
in the citation (page 30 and 42) should be revised to say 2005 rather than 2008. The report also 
indicates that both municipalities were contacted to obtain further information regarding 
properties designated under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act (OHA) as well as those 
properties identified as having potential heritage value. Any Heritage Conservation Districts 
designated under Part V of the OHA should also be considered. 
 
On page 31 of the report it states that: “there may be individual historic properties whose 
heritage value was historical or associative in nature and not apparent upon visual examination 
alone. These were not included in this report.” This statement conflicts with the evaluation forms 
for several of the properties included in the Appendix: South Branch Wind Farm Potential 
Heritage Resource Inventory. Specifically, resources 3, 6, 11 and 12 indicate that these 
properties have only associative / historical value. 
 
Section 6.1 Heritage Resource Inventory 
 
A statement to support a positive identification of cultural heritage value or interest for the 
potential heritage resources identified during the windshield study was included in the fourth 
column in Table 1: South Branch Wind Farm Heritage resource Inventory and CHVI Evaluation 
(pages 32 and 33). The entries in this column should be revised to reflect the criteria in Ontario 
Regulation 9/06, i.e. physical, associative/historical, contextual, rather than the architectural 
style of a resource or its current use. For example the table indicates that potential heritage 
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resources #3 has cultural heritage value because it is Hulbert Valley United Church. It is not 
clear from this entry which of the criteria under O. Reg. 9/06 this property meets.  
 
Section 6.3 Impact Evaluation of CHVI Resources 
 
To clarify, the Heritage Assessment requirements for the identification and evaluation of project 
impacts under Section 23 of Ontario Regulation 359/09 apply to any heritage resources 
identified at the project location and to any Protected Properties that abut the parcel of land on 
which the project is located. With that said, MTC supports the consideration of other heritage 
resources that are abutting or are adjacent to the project location as a best practice. 
 
As stated previously, the report does not include a discussion of what constitutes an impact and 
how impacts were evaluated. This section mentions that there will be no direct impact on any of 
the heritage resources identified, but does not mention other possible impacts, including indirect 
ones such as visual impacts. Additionally, the report must consider all possible project impacts, 
this includes any impacts that may occur as a result of the construction, operation, and 
decommissioning of all renewable energy project components. MTC’s InfoSheet #5 Heritage 
Impact Assessments and Conservation Plans provides some guidance on identifying and 
evaluating impacts to heritage resources.  
 
Section 6.4 Cultural Heritage Landscapes 
 
Table 2 Evaluation of the South branch Wind Farm Study Area as a Cultural Heritage 
Landscapes only provides an evaluation of the entire project study area, not smaller, individual 
potential cultural heritage landscapes that may be located throughout this area. However, on 
page 36 of the report it states that “The settlements of Brinston, Dixons Corners and 
Hulbert…clearly possess significant measures of CHVI.” However the report does not include a 
formal evaluation of these settlements nor is there a statement indicating what their cultural 
heritage value is, along with a description of heritage attributes. These need to be included in 
the report. 
 
This section of the report makes reference to several different documents that provide guidance 
on the identification and evaluation of cultural heritage landscapes. While documents such as 
those prepared by UNESCO and the United States National Park Service provide 
methodologies for the evaluation of any potential cultural heritage landscapes, these need to be 
tied back to the criteria in O. Reg. 9/06, as is required by subsection 23(1)(a)(i) of O. Reg. 
359/09. Many of the characteristics included in Table 2 already reflect some of the associative 
and historical criteria in O. Reg. 9/06. Additional criteria that reflect the physical and contextual 
values listed in the regulation should also be included.  
 
In Table 2 one of the considerations for determining the potential cultural heritage value or 
interest of the landscape is: “Characteristic B: [The landscape] is closely associated with the 
lives of individuals and/or families who are considered significant to the history of the area”. The 
summary of the evaluation of the study area against this criterion states that: “The individual 
families responsible for the Built Heritage features within the study area all contributed to the 
heritage fabric of the region. However none of them appears to be of extraordinary historical 
significance.” “Extraordinary historical significance” is not defined, nor does the table indicate 
that the study area needs to be of extraordinary historical significance in order for it to be of 
cultural heritage value or interest.  
 
Similar to previous sections of the report, it states that there will be no negative impacts to 
heritage resources as a result of the need for turbines to meet the 550 metre noise setback 
requirement. However there is still the possibility of indirect impacts related to both construction 
activities, as well as the potential visual impacts of the turbines.  
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Section 7.0 Conclusions and recommendations 
 
A summary of the overall conclusions and recommendations of the report should be presented 
in a separate section from any conclusions and recommendations related specifically to cultural 
heritage landscapes. 
 
The final paragraph states that: “In a landscape such as this, visual impacts are unavoidable.” 
Subsection 23(1)(a)(ii) of O. Reg. 359/09 requires that if impacts are identified, that the heritage 
assessment report must propose measures to “avoid, eliminate or mitigate” those impacts. 
While the opportunity to avoid or eliminate impacts may be limited in some circumstances, 
impacts could be mitigated by changes to project layouts that place turbines outside of key 
viewsheds associated with properties, or through screening by either existing or new plantings, 
etc..  
 
Section 8.0 References 
 
The content of the Ministry’s document: Conserving a Future for Our Past: Archaeology, Land 
Use Planning and Development in Ontario. An Educational Primer and Comprehensive Guide 
for Non-Specialists, was revised in 1998, with a subsequent version released in 2003 that 
updated staff contact information. The date for the citation for this reference should be changed 
from 2005 to 1998. 
 
Appendix: South Branch Wind Farm Potential Heritage Resource Inventory 
 
The evaluation forms for resources 1 and 2 indicate that they are of cultural heritage value, yet 
only include the statement: “Modifications limit heritage value” as a comment under the Cultural 
Heritage Value column and corresponding to the first criterion under design/physical value. This 
does not provide enough information to demonstrate how either resource is of cultural heritage 
value or interest.  
 
The evaluation forms for resources 8, 12, 18, and 28 state that the poor condition of the 
structures limits their heritage value. It is not clear how condition affects the cultural heritage 
value of a resource, as it may be possible to improve the condition through conservation, repair, 
or maintenance work.  
 
Table 1 in the report indicates that resources 10 and 23 are of cultural heritage value. However, 
the individual evaluation forms for these resources do not indicate that they have met any of the 
criteria in O. Reg. 9/06. The report should be revised so that the information included in Table 1 
and the individual evaluation forms is consistent.  
 
The evaluation form for resource 27 indicates that this resource “is a rare, unique, 
representative or early example of a style, type, expression, material or construction method.” 
To support this determination it states that the “Log structure on property may be associated 
with earlier occupation of the property”. This statement does not appear to support this criterion, 
and instead appears to demonstrate that it may have associative or contextual value. It is also 
noted that this is the only resource of log construction identified within the study area, which 
may indicate that it is of physical value, however this would be independent of its potential 
association with any early occupation.  
  
Conclusion 
 
The heritage assessment report is not considered complete until the above comments are 
addressed and the following activities are undertaken and reported on: 
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• Remove detailed information related to the archaeological context from the report. 
Section 8.0 References should also be revised to reflect that this information has been 
removed from the report.  

• For each potential heritage resources identified as having cultural heritage value or 
interest, revise the entries in Table to include a summary of all cultural heritage values 
as a reflection of the criteria from O. Reg. 9/06.  

• Section 6.3 Impact Evaluation of CHVI Resources needs to be expanded to include a 
definition of the different types of potential impacts, along with a methodology of how 
impacts were evaluated. The report must consider all possible project impacts, this 
includes any impacts that may occur as a result of the construction, operation, and 
decommissioning of the renewable energy project.  It is recommended that the revised 
report include visual aids to show how viewscapes/viewsheds will or will not be impacted 
by the proposed project. 

• Additional physical and contextual values should be considered and included in Table 2 
in section 6.4.2 Identification and Evaluation of Local CHLs, so that the evaluation 
reflects all criteria included in O. Reg. 9/06.  

• Provide an evaluation and statement of the cultural heritage value or interest of the 
settles of Brinston, Dixons Corners and Hulbert.  

• Ensure that the information provided in Table 1 and the Appendix is consistent. 

• Make the remaining suggested editorial and citation revisions included in the comments 
above. 

 
The above are comments from the Ministry of Tourism and Culture on the submitted report. The 
Ministry requests that you revise the report accordingly, and resubmit it to MTC for review and 
comment. The revised report can be submitted to MTC electronically as a PDF. We trust that 
this is of assistance; please let this office know if you have any questions or if you wish to 
discuss this further. 
 
Regards, 
 
Paula Kulpa 
Heritage Planner | Culture Services Unit  
Ministry of Tourism and Culture 
(t) 416.314.7137 (e) paula.kulpa@ontario.ca 
 
Cc: Chris Schiller, Manager, Culture Services Unit 
 Ministry of Tourism and Culture 
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August 25, 2011 
 
Archaeology Administrative Coordinator 
Ministry of Tourism and Culture 
Programs and Services Branch 
401 Bay Street, Suite 1700 
Toronto, ON M7A 0A7 
Tel: (416) 212-4019 
 
Dear Archaeology Administrative Coordinator: 
 

RE: Submission of revised report entitled “Stage 1 and 2 Archaeological Assessments, South Branch 
Wind Farm (FIT FT3B1IC), Townships of South Dundas and Edwardsburgh/Cardinal, Geo. 
Townships of Matilda and Edwardsburgh, United Counties of Stormont, Dundas and Glengarry and 
United Counties of Leeds and Grenville, Ontario.” (MTC Licence #P007, PIF #s P007-264-2010 and 
P007-300-2011). 

 
Please find enclosed one copy of the above-mentioned revised report and a digital copy on CD. The Archaeological Site 
Record forms for the Doyle Site (BfFu-4) and Shaver Site (BfFu-5) were previously submitted on July 25, 2011. This 
revised report addresses concerns raised by Andrew Hinshelwood in a review letter dated August 24, 2011. 
 
These Stage 1 and 2 archaeological assessments were carried out under contract to Prowind Canada Inc. as part of a 
Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application, in accordance with O. Reg. 359/09 under Part V.0.1 of the Environmental 

Protection Act. The proponent has asked that their review be expedited on an emergency basis, as this project requires 
acceptance as part of the REA process. A date of September 2, 2011 is requested for the review of this revised report. 
Additional Stage 1 archaeological assessments for this project were completed by AMICK Consultants Ltd. and submitted 
to the MTC (MTC Licence #P058, PIF #P058-440-2009 and #P058-452-2009). 
 
Proponent Contact #1 
Cathy Weston                             
President 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
226½ James St. N, Unit A 
Hamilton, ON  L8R 2L3 
Tel: (613) 894-4656 
Fax: (866) 203-6516 
cweston@prowind.ca 
 

Proponent Contact #2 
Rochelle Rumney  
Environ. Coordinator  
Prowind Canada Inc. 
226½ James St. N, Unit A 
Hamilton, ON  L8R 2L3 
Tel: (905) 528-1747 
Fax: (866) 203-6516 
rrumney@prowind.ca 
 

Approvals Contact 
Terri-Lee Forrester 
Senior Environ. Officer  
Ministry of the Environment 
Cornwall Area Office 
113 Amelia Street 
Cornwall, ON, K6H 3P1 
Tel: (613) 933-8562 
Terri.Forrester@ontario.ca

I the undersigned hereby declare that, to the best of my knowledge, the information in this report and submitted in support 
of this report is complete and accurate in every way, and I am aware of the penalties against providing false information 
under section 69 of the Ontario Heritage Act. Should you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact 
me at your earliest convenience. 
 
Best regards, 

 
Paul J. Racher, M.A., CAHP, MTC Licence #P007 
Project Manager/Principal Investigator 
Archaeological Research Associates Ltd. 
Tel. (519) 744-4310 Mobile: (519) 835-4427 
Email: pracher@arch-research.com 

93

mailto:cweston@prowind.ca
mailto:rrumney@prowind.ca
mailto:pracher@arch-research.com


 - 1 - 

Ministry of Tourism and Culture 

Culture Services Unit  
Programs and Services Branch  
401 Bay Street, Suite 1700 
Toronto ON  M7A 0A7  
 
Tel. 416 314-7265 
Fax: 416 314-7175 

Ministère du Tourisme et de la Culture 

Unité des services culturels  
Direction des programmes et des 
services 
401, rue Bay, Bureau 1700 
Toronto ON  M7A 0A7 
Tél. : 416 314-7265 
Téléc. : 416 314 7175 

 

 
August 31, 2011 (by E-mail only) 
 
Christina E. Gohm,  
Project Manager 
Archaeological Research Associates Ltd. 
97 Gatewood Road 
Kitchener, ON N2M 4E3 
 
Subject:  Heritage Assessment Report (Revised August 25, 2011) 
Project:  Proposed South Branch Wind Farm 
Applicant: Prowind Canada Inc. 
Location:  Township of South Dundas, United Counties of Stormont, Dundas and 

Glengarry and Township of Edwardsburgh, United Counties of Leeds and 
Grenville 

MTC File No.: PLAN-00EA057 

 
Dear Ms. Gohm, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the revised Heritage Assessment report (dated 
August 25, 2011) related to the above noted proposed project. 
 
The Ministry of Tourism and Culture’s (MTC) interest in this proposed project relates to our 
mandate of conserving, protecting and preserving Ontario’s heritage including cultural heritage 
landscapes, built heritage resources and archaeological sites. 
 
This office has reviewed the above-mentioned report, and has the following comments: 
 
General Comments 
 
The majority of MTC’s comments and suggested revision outlined in the later dated August 9, 
2011 have been addressed. However, MTC has some additional comments on the revised 
report that should be addressed. 
 
The various terms are used throughout the document when referring to potential and known or 
identified cultural heritage resources, including “built heritage features” or “heritage sensitivities”. 
Consistent terminology should be used throughout the report, and MTC recommends that the 
terms, “cultural heritage resources”, “heritage resources”, “built heritage resources”, and 
“cultural heritage landscapes” be used, as these are consistent with the terminology used in the 
Ontario Heritage Act and in Ontario Regulation 359/09 (O. Reg. 359/09) Renewable Energy 
Approvals. 
 
Additionally, any potential cultural heritage resources identified through background research 
and preliminary screening should be referred to as potential heritage resources until an 
evaluation against Ontario Regulation 9/06 determines that they are of cultural heritage value or 
interest. In the context of O. Reg. 359/09, Part 1 of the regulation defines “heritage resource” as: 
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“real property that is of cultural heritage value or interest and may include a building, structure, 
landscape, or other feature of real property”.  Therefore referring to something as a “heritage 
resource” when it either may not or has not meet the criteria for cultural heritage value or 
interest can be confusing for those reading the report. 
 
Section 1.0 Introduction 
 
As indicated in the previous review letter (Aug. 9/11), the Planning Act does not apply to the 
renewable energy approvals process, therefore any references, including the reference to 
section 2.6 of the PPS 2005 included on page 1, should be removed from the report. 
 
Section 3.0 Methodology 
 
On page 6 of the report, second paragraph from the bottom, it states that: “Ideally, project 
infrastructure would be modified to avoid/eliminate any impact, but should a given impact be 
unavoidable, a Heritage Impact Evaluation may be recommended as outlined in subsection 
23(2) of O. Reg. 359/09.” The specific subsection quoted here applies to protected properties 
that abut the parcel of land on which the project is located. In general, the provisions in section 
23 of O. Reg. 359/09 require that if impacts are identified, that the heritage assessment report 
must propose measures to “avoid, eliminate or mitigate” those impacts. There is no requirement 
for a separate, additional Heritage Impact Evaluation if impacts cannot be avoided or eliminated.  
 
This paragraph also lists tools available under the Ontario Heritage Act for protecting properties 
of cultural heritage value or interest. While a report may recommend that any heritage resources 
identified during the heritage assessment are eligible for protection under the Ontario Heritage 
Act, this recommendation alone may not be a sufficient mitigation strategy.  
 
Section 6.2 Impact Evaluation of BH Resources of CHVI 
 
Further assessment, analysis and clarification should be added to this section. Both here and in 
section 3.0 Methodology (page 5) the report indicates that possible project impacts can be 
categorized as either “physical” or “aesthetic”. The ministry’s guidance document InfoSheet #5 
Heritage Impact Assessments and Conservation Plans lists possible impacts, although it does 
not divide them into categories. With that said, MTC suggests that it would be more appropriate 
to categorize impacts as either direct or indirect impacts, rather than as physical or aesthetic.  
 
Additionally, the report states that “proximity of these potential impacts to the heritage resources 
is the most important factor to consider in their evaluation, as physical and aesthetic impacts 
that are associated with distant infrastructural elements can be discounted as insignificant.” 
Would it be correct to assume that this is meant to refer to proximity of both potential impacts 
and project components? There may be other factors involved in evaluating impacts that could 
be relevant, such as elevation/topography, since some components (turbines) located on higher 
ground can be seen from a further distance. Additionally, the report does not provide a rational 
as to why impacts from project components that are located some distance from a heritage 
resource are considered insignificant, nor does it define what constitutes “distant” or “quite 
distant” or “sufficiently distant”. These definitions and rationales should be included in the report. 
 
The report does not indicate why the distances of 3.5km and 1.0km were selected as cut off 
distances when identifying distances between built heritage resources and the various project 
components (Tables 2 and 5, and 3 and 6, respectively), an explanation should be included in 
the report. Additionally, a stronger rationale should be provided to support the determination that 
project components are located a sufficient distance from any heritage resources identified that 
they will not be negatively impacted. Suggestions on how this can be demonstrated include:  

• visual simulations showing heritage resources in relation to project components; or 
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• presenting a suitable minimal separation distance, including criteria and methodology 
for how this distance was determined and then comparing/applying this to the current 
project layout.  

 
The report also states that “aesthetic impacts, however, are less tangible and more difficult to 
recognize.” However, Tables 4 and 7 attempt to provide this analysis. Therefore, it would be 
appropriate to remove this statement from the report (pages 29 and 32).  Additionally, in both 
Tables 4 and 7, the descriptions and related comments for the first four types of impacts make 
reference to impacting the heritage attributes or features of built heritage resources. The report 
does not provide a list of what the heritage attributes are for each of the 19 built heritage 
resources that were subject to impact analysis. Therefore, how was it determined that there 
would be no impacts to any of their heritage attributes?  
 
MTC suggests that providing a statement of cultural heritage value which mentions the heritage 
attributes of each of the heritage resources identified in the report would help support the 
evaluation of project impacts.  
 
Section 6.3 Cultural Heritage Landscape Inventory 
 
The criteria in O. Reg. 9/06 and the methodology presented in UNESCO’s document the 
Operational Guidelines for the Implementation of the World Heritage Convention are used to 
evaluate the four potential cultural heritage landscapes discussed in this section. Providing two 
evaluations for each potential cultural heritage landscape can be problematic. In the case of the 
evaluation of the entire Study Area they provided conflicting conclusions. According to the 
UNESCO approach the report identified it as a cultural heritage landscape, where as when 
evaluated against O. Reg. 9/06 the report determined that it did not meet any criteria and 
therefore was not of cultural heritage value or interest.  
 
The comments related to impact evaluation on built heritage resources included above also 
apply to the evaluation to impacts to cultural heritage landscapes.  
 
Section 8.0 References 
 
The citation for Parks Canada’s Standards and Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic 
Places in Canada should be corrected. The publication information should indicate that this 
document was published in Ottawa.  
 
Conclusion 
 
The heritage assessment report is not considered complete until the following matters are 
addressed and reported on: 
 

• Provide a brief statement of cultural heritage value, along with a description of heritage 
attributes for the heritage resources (built heritage resources and cultural heritage 
landscapes) identified in the report.  

• Provide further assessment, analysis and clarification in the sections related to project 
impacts on built heritage resources and cultural heritage landscapes, as suggested and 
discussed above.  

• Make the remaining suggested editorial and citation revisions included in the comments 
above. 

 
The above are comments from the Ministry of Tourism and Culture on the submitted report. The 
Ministry requests that you revise the report accordingly, and resubmit it to MTC for review and 
comment. The revised report can be submitted to MTC electronically as a PDF. We trust that 
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this is of assistance; please let this office know if you have any questions or if you wish to 
discuss this further. 
 
Regards, 
 
Paula Kulpa 
Heritage Planner | Culture Services Unit  
Ministry of Tourism and Culture 
(t) 416.314.7137 (e) paula.kulpa@ontario.ca 
 
Cc: Chris Schiller, Manager, Culture Services Unit 
 Ministry of Tourism and Culture 
 
 Paul J. Racher, Vice President, Operations 

Archaeological Research Associates Ltd. 
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September 7, 2011 

 

 

Rochelle Rumney  

Environmental Coordinator  

Prowind Canada Inc. 

226 ½ James St. N, Unit A 

Hamilton, ON  L8R 2L3 

 

RE:  Colloquial Name of Project: South Branch Wind Farm 

 

 Location: Township of South Dundas, United Counties of Stormont, Dundas and Glengarry 

and Township of Edwardsburgh, United Counties of Leeds and Grenville 

 

OPA Reference Number: FIT-FT3B1IC  

 

MTC DPR file no.: PLAN-00EA057 

 

 

Dear Ms. Rumney: 

 

This letter constitutes the Ministry of Tourism and Culture’s written comments as required by s. 23(3)(a) of 

O. Reg. 359/09 under the Environmental Protection Act regarding heritage assessments undertaken for the 

above project.  

 

Based on the information contained in the report you have submitted for this project, the Ministry is 

satisfied with the heritage assessment.    Please note that the Ministry makes no representation or warranty 

as to the completeness, accuracy or quality of the heritage assessment report.
 *
 

 

The report recommends the following: 

 

7.0 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

The background research and field survey of the South Branch Wind Farm study area resulted in the 

identification of 30 potential Built Heritage (BH) resources (Potential Heritage Resource Nos. 1–30) 

and 4 potential Cultural Heritage Landscapes (CHLs). The potential heritage resources were tested 

against the criteria of O. Reg. 9/06 to determine whether they were of cultural heritage value or 

interest (CHVI). None of the identified heritage resources have been designated under the Ontario 

Heritage Act, nor have they been listed on a municipal register. 

 

All identified BH resources and CHLs of CHVI were then evaluated for potential project impacts. 

The results of these evaluations can be summarized as follows: 
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• Six BH resources of CHVI were identified on participating project lands (Potential 

Heritage Resource Nos. 13, 16, 22, 25, 26 & 30). All proposed turbine locations were 

located at least 430 m away from any of these resources. The minimum distances 

between each resource and the closest access road, underground cable route and 

overhead cable route were 310 m, 70 m and 190 m, respectively. After the project 

impact analysis, no direct or indirect impacts were identified that would negatively 

affect these heritage resources. 

• Thirteen BH resources of CHVI were identified on lands abutting properties where 

turbines and associated project infrastructure are proposed (Potential Heritage Resource 

Nos. 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 14, 15, 17, 19, 20, 24, 28 & 29). All proposed turbine locations were 

located at least 620 m away from any of these resources. The minimum distances 

between each resource and the closest access road, underground cable route and 

overhead cable route were 60 m, 60 m and 30 m, respectively. After the project impact 

analysis, no direct or indirect impacts were identified that would negatively affect these 

heritage resources. 

• Of the four potential CHLs, three were found to be CHLs of CHVI (Brinston, Dixon’s 

Corners and Hulbert). For Brinston, the nearest proposed turbine is 930 m away while 

the closest proposed access road and underground cable route are 650 m and 280 m 

away, respectively. The nearest overhead cable passes through Brinston, but it will use 

existing poles in this area (see Figure 3). For Dixon’s Corners, the nearest proposed 

turbine is 1.18 km away while the closest proposed access road, underground cable route 

and overhead cable route are 1.18 km, 1.20 km, and 1.81 km away, respsectively. For 

Hulbert, the nearest proposed turbine is 1.02 km away while the closest proposed access 

road, underground cable route and overhead cable route are 1.17 km, 1.10 km, and 4.20 

km away, respectively. After the project impact analysis, no direct or indirect impacts 

were identified that would negatively affect these heritage resources.  

 

Taken as a whole, the number and significance of the heritage resources considered in this 

assessment demonstrates the marked richness of the vicinity of the study area. The proposed locality 

of the South Branch Wind Farm includes tangible and readily-visible heritage resources of CHVI 

that evoke nearly every important era since European settlement began in the region. As the impact 

evaluations in Sections 6.2 and 6.4 have demonstrated, the project will not result in any detrimental 

impacts to the heritage attributes and CHVI of these heritage resources. 

 

As with all wind projects in relatively flat physiographic regions, the appearance of the surrounding 

landscape will be altered, on an interim basis, as a result of the erection of turbine towers, blades 

and nacelles. However, it must be articulated clearly that these do not constitute impacts to the 

essential heritage values of the identified BH resources and CHLs. The landscape of the study area 

is already defined by highly visible transmission towers and high tension wires. Accordingly, it is 

the professional opinion of Archaeological Research Associates Ltd. that the heritage attributes of 

the identified resources will not be negatively affected by the addition of project infrastructure. 

 

Given that this study has 1) considered all potential BH resources and CHLs at the project location; 

2) has identified BH resources and CHLs of CHVI based on the criteria in O. Reg. 9/06 (Service 

Ontario 2006); 3) has evaluated all potential direct and indirect impacts to these identified heritage 

resources; and 4) has found that the project will not negatively impact any of these identified 

heritage resources, ARA recommends that the South Branch Wind Farm be released from further 

heritage concerns. 

99



 

 3 

 

The Ministry is satisfied with these recommendations.  

 

This letter does not waive any requirements which you may have under the Ontario Heritage Act.  Also, this 

letter does not constitute approval of the renewable energy project. Approvals of the project may be 

required under other statutes and regulations. It is your responsibility to obtain any necessary approvals or 

licences.  

 

 

Please feel free to contact me if you have questions or require additional information. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Paula Kulpa  

Heritage Planner 

 

 

cc. Paul J. Racher, Vice President, Operations 

Archaeological Research Associates Ltd. 

 

Christina E. Gohm, Project Manager 

Archaeological Research Associates Ltd. 

 

Chris Schiller, Manager, Culture Services Unit 

Ministry of Tourism and Culture 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

______________________________________________________________________________________ 
*
 In no way will the Ministry be liable for any harm, damages, costs, expenses, losses, claims or actions that may result: (a) if the 

Report(s) or its recommendations are discovered to be inaccurate, incomplete, misleading or fraudulent; or (b) from the issuance 

of this letter. Further measures may need to be taken in the event that additional artifacts or archaeological sites are identified or 

the Report(s) is otherwise found to be inaccurate, incomplete, misleading or fraudulent. 
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Ministry of Tourism and Culture Ministère du Tourisme et de la Culture 
 
Culture Programs Unit  Unité des programmes culturels 
Programs and Services Branch  Direction des programmes et des services 
Culture Division Division de culture 
435 S. James St., Suite 334 435 rue James sud, Bureau 334 
Thunder Bay, ON, P7E 6S7 Thunder Bay, ON, P7E 6S7 
Telephone: 807-475-1632 Téléphone: 807-475-1632 
Facsimile: 807-475-1291  Télécopieur: 807-4751291 
 
Email: andrew.hinshelwood@Ontario .ca   

 
 
 
 
September 9, 2011 
 
 
 
Paul Racher 
Archaeological Research Associates Ltd. 
97 Gatewood Road 
Kitchener, ON N2M 4E3 
 
 
RE:  Review and Acceptance into the Provincial Register of Reports: Archaeological 

Assessment Report Entitled, REVISED: Stage 1 and 2 Archaeological Assessment, 
South Branch Wind Farm (FIT FT3B11C) Township of South Dundas and 
Edwardsburgh/Cardinal, Geo. Townships of Matilda and Edwardsburgh, United 
Counties of Stormont, Dundas and Glengarry and United Counties of Leeds and 
Grenville, ON,   Dated August 25, 2011, Received by MTC Toronto Office August 26, 
2011.  

 
MTC Project Information Form Number P007-264-2010 and P007-300-2011 
MTC RIMS Number HD00375 

 
 
 
Dear Paul, 
                                                                                                                                                                  
This office has reviewed the above-mentioned report, which has been submitted to this Ministry 
as a condition of licensing in accordance with Part VI of the Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.O. 1990, 
c 0.18. This review is to ensure that the licensed professional consultant archaeologist has met 
the terms and conditions of their archaeological licence, that archaeological sites have been 
identified and documented according to the 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant 
Archaeologists set by the Ministry, and that the archaeological fieldwork and report 
recommendations ensure the conservation, protection and preservation of the cultural heritage of 
Ontario.* 
 
As a result of the Stage 1 and Stage 2 archaeological assessment, two find spots of cultural material 
were identified.  Of these, only one, FS 2, was determined to hold cultural heritage value or interest 
and has been registered as the Shaver Site, BfFu-5).  As a result of this identification, the project has 
been redesigned to avoid BfFu-5 by a distance of approximately 1.88 kilometres.  Finally, the report 
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* In no way will the Ministry be liable for any harm, damages, costs, expenses, losses, claims or actions that may 
result: (a) if the Report(s) or its recommendations are discovered to be inaccurate, incomplete, misleading or 
fraudulent; or (b) from the issuance of this letter. Further measures may need to be taken in the event that additional 
artifacts or archaeological sites are identified or the Report(s) is otherwise found to be inaccurate, incomplete, 
misleading or fraudulent. 
 

recommends that no further archaeological assessment on the subject lands proposed for disturbance 
by the development is required. 
 
The Ministry concurs with the recommendation that no further archaeological assessment will be 
required for the areas of proposed impact on the subject property as shown in Maps 2a, 2b, 3a, 3b 
and 31 of the above titled report be considered free of further archaeological concern and do not 
require further assessment.   
 
Please feel free to contact me with any concerns or questions regarding this letter. 
 
 
Yours, 
 

 
Andrew Hinshelwood 
Archaeology Review Officer  
 
cc.  Archaeological Licensing Office 
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APPENDIX H4 
 
 

CONSULTATION WITH  
ENVIRONMENT CANADA 
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South Branch Wind Farm

Project 
Element

Contact 
Name

Method Date Message Message 
Sender

Attachments

ESR 
consultation

Sheryl Lusk email June 2, 2009 Hello Sheryl.

I am writing to provide you with an update on the four eastern ON wind power projects. 
When I submitted the bird protocol last year I was working for M.K. Ince and Associates 
on behalf of Prowind Canada, the developer. I am now working directly for Prowind. 
Prowind and MKI continue to work cooperatively to complete the bird and bat studies, as 
well as produce the ESRs (you will have already received the one for Marlborough).

Please find attached a letter outlining progress at the four sites and a new development – 
the need to increase the height of the turbine structures to higher elevations. The letter 
provides the details. I have also proposed a plan to ensure adequate environmental 
monitoring is undertaken to determine if taller turbines pose increased environmental risk 
to birds and bats.

I would appreciate EC’s initial response to my proposed plan as soon as convenient to 
you. Thanks.

Best regards,

Dan

Dan Busby 2009-06-
02_Prowind_ea
stern_ON_proje
cts_update.pdf

ESR 
consultation

Sheryl Lusk emai June 25, 
2009

Hi Dan,

I spoke with John Fischer regarding the proposed plan, and he agrees that it is adequate.  
Given his other review priorities right now, I doubt you'll be able to obtain any more 
feedback than that, but overall, CWS does not object to anything that is proposed in the 
plan.

Best regards,
Sheryl 

ESR Sheryl Lusk email Aug 21, 2009 Hi Rochelle, 

Thank you for giving us the opportunity to review the draft Brinston and South Branch 
ESR, but we will not be providing comments at this time.  We would be very interested, 
however, in receiving the Avian Impact Assessment report (as mentioned on p. 12 of 
Appendix F) as soon as it is complete and prior to receiving the final ESR.  Specifically, we 
are very interested in reviewing the results of the upcoming radar studies.  If you have 
any questions, please let me know.

REA review Sheryl Lusk email Dec 6, 2010 Hi Sheryl, 

We were on contact, oh over a year ago now (Aug 2009), regarding a proposed wind farm 
near Brinston, Ontario. 

At the time we had been involved in the RESOP program and the old ESR process for EAs. 
At that time we had three 10 MW wind farms, Brinston, South Branch and Boundary. Now 
they are combined into one 30 MW wind farm called the South Branch Wind Farm. We 
have been awarded a FIT contract for this project and have put together much of the REA 

We have completed many bird studies, some additional ones, since we last spoke. Are you 
interested in reviewing the avian survey reports before we submit the draft REA for 
agency review?

If you’d like to call and discuss this or have questions, please do, my number is 905 745 
4719. I thought I’d send a quick email at first so that you have some time to figure out 
the history of this project and our previous correspondence. 

Thanks very much, 
Rochelle Rumney

Rochelle 
Rumney

REA review Sheryl Lusk email Dec 6, 2010 Hi Rochelle,
 
Yes, I would be interested in receiving any new material on South Branch, although please 
note it's doubtful that we would be able to provide you with any comments from a formal 
review at this time.
 
Best regards,
Sheryl
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Project 
Element

Contact 
Name

Method Date Message Message 
Sender

Attachments

REA review Sheryl Lusk email Dec 7, 2011 Hi Sheryl, 

Great! I’ve attached the the two avian survey reports (one is a schedule of the other). 
Some of the bird work was organized by a consultant and then it was done in-house the 
following year. The report dated 11/30/10 is the cover report which summarizes all the 
bird work, with many references to the findings in the consultant report (Schedule 1 – 
MKI).  

Are you interested in reviewing the Post-Construction Monitoring Plan? If so, I can send 
that over to you as well. 

If you require any other information, please let me know. We’ll be sure to copy you on any 
future correspondence regarding the South Branch Wind Farm REA. Are you interested in 
reviewing the entire draft REA once it is ready?

You mentioned that EC likely won’t provide comments at this time. Do you foresee a time 
in the future where you will be able to provide comments on this, or are you planning to 
just review and not provide any feedback? I’d just like to have an idea of your review 
process for our scheduling. If we don’t have to wait for your feedback than we can go 
ahead and submit to the MOE  at any time (once we get feedback from other agencies 
and complete our public consultation). This could be anywhere from 2 to 6 months from 
now. 

Thanks very much for your quick response Sheryl. Please let me know if you have any 
questions. 

Take care, 
Rochelle 

Rochelle 
Rumney

REA review Sheryl Lusk email Dec 7, 2011 Hi Rochelle,
 
Thanks for the two reports, and yes, if you could also send me the post-con monitoring 
report and the final draft REA, it would be much appreciated.  As for possibly providing 
comments on the various reports, it will all depend on the workload and priorities of our 
reviewers.  At present, the South Branch project would probably not be considered high 
priority, but that may change depending upon any new information/changes in the draft 
REA, post-con monitoring report, etc.  I will let you know as soon as possible if you should 
expect formal comments from us.
 
Best regards,
Sheryl

REA review Sheryl Lusk email Dec 7, 2011 Hi Sheryl, 

As requested, I have attached the Post-Construction Monitoring report for the South 
Branch Wind Farm.

Thanks again for your quick responses and the information you’ve provided. 

Sincerely, 
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

REA review Sheryl Lusk email Jan 7, 2011 Hi Rochelle,
 
In the Post-Construction Monitoring report, mention is made of the EchoTrack regional 
surveys that were conducted throughout the seven southern Ontario Prowind sites.  In his 
project update letter of June 2, 2009, Dan Busby had mentioned that it would be possible 
to further analyse this radar data for bird movements, etc.  Do you know if this analysis 
has been done, and if so, will it be included in the REA submission?
 
Also, given the relatively low level of concern (i.e., Category 1) for the South Branch 
project, I do not expect additional comments/feedback by CWS, although they may be 
interested in the radar data, if available.
 
Best regards,
Sheryl

REA review Sheryl Lusk email Jan 12, 2011 Hi Sheryl, 

Thanks for your email. The analysis you mentioned has not been completed. Because it is 
such a low sensitivity site, as you said, Prowind felt it was not a necessary expense to 
gather further data from the bat radar results.  The information is available to be 
extracted from the existing radar monitoring information, but it will take some time for 
the consultant do to so and will cost quite a bit on our end. At this point in time we do not 
plan to gather further data in this manner, but may do so in the future, if it is deemed 
necessary. Consequently, it will not be included in the REA. 

Thank you for letting us know about the potential for feedback. 

In other news, we have a draft REA for the South Branch Wind Farm ready for your 
review.  We are providing it via FTP at this point in time, but if you’d like a hard copy, 
please let us know. The access information is below. I have also attached an introductory 
letter to accompany the REA.

If you have problems with the FTP or any other questions, please don’t hesitate to call or 
email. 

Thanks again,
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

105



Project 
Element

Contact 
Name

Method Date Message Message 
Sender

Attachments

REA review Sheryl Lusk email Jan 12, 2011 Hi Rochelle,
 
Thanks very much for the clarification regarding the radar results/analysis, as well as the 
ftp link.
 
Best regards,
Sheryl

Micheal Otis, 
Don Lewis, 
Heather 
Zurbrigg, 
Amy 
Cameron, 
Hugh 
Garlough, 
Ben De Haan, 
Michael 
Wildman, 
Terri 
Forrester, 
Sandra 
Mancini, 
Mathieu 
Leblanc, 
Debra 
McKinstry, 
"mayor@twp
ec.ca", 
Katherine 
Kirzati, 
Sandy Hay, 
Lesley Todd, 
Helen 
Thomson, 
Brenda 
Brunt, Sheryl 
Lusk, Shari 
Prowse

email 8/1/11 Hello All,

I’m pleased to report that the updated Draft REA reports for South Branch Wind Farm are 
now available on our project website.  You may download some or all of these reports as 
needed.

http://www.prowind.ca/?page=projects-south-branch

Please let me know if you would like me to provide you with a CD of the reports or if you 
have any difficulties in downloading this information.

We welcome your comments on any aspect of this project.  Thank you in advance for 
taking time to consider the proposed project. 

Kind regards,
Cathy 

Cathy Weston
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Sheryl Lusk 

Environment Canada 

4905 Dufferin St. 

Downsview, ON  M3H 5T4 

 

Re: Wind Power projects - Sunol, North Gower, Polestar, Brinston/South Branch 

 

Dear Sheryl, 

 

I am writing to provide you with updated information about the four eastern Ontario projects for which 

I submitted bird protocols to you last year. I also want to report on some changes to the projects that 

will affect the environmental review process. 

 

Please note that when I contacted you last year I was working for M.K. Ince and Associates (MKI), 

who were representing Prowind Canada (Prowind), the developer behind those projects. I now work 

directly for Prowind. We are working cooperatively with MKI toward the production of full bird and 

bat reports and Environmental Screening Reports for each project. 

 

First, I will update you on project names and generating capacity: 

 

• Sunol is now called Beckwith. There are no changes to the project boundaries or generating 

capacity. It remains a four or five turbine, 10 MW project. 

• North Gower is now called Marlborough. The protocol described it as a 25 MW project. It is 

now placed as a 20 MW project with about 8 turbines. There has been an addition of land to 

the previous area, a disjunct parcel about one km to the north of the main project area. Like the 

other area, the new one is under intensive agriculture and turbines would be located within the 

cultivated fields. 

• Polestar is now called Upper Canada. It remains a 10 MW project with expanded boundaries 

to the east to take advantage of some land with roughly 10 m higher elevation. 

• Brinston, South Branch (BSB) has retained the same name. Essentially, it is two separate 

areas that are joined by a common boundary. For EA purposes we will recognize it as a single 

20 MW project rather than two 10 MW projects. 

 

Here is a brief update on bird work at the projects, to date: 

 

• Beckwith (Sunol) – spring migration 2008 completed. Winter 2008/2009 completed. Breeding 

2009 planned. Fall migration 2009 planned. ESR not yet in preparation. 

• Marlborough (North Gower) – spring migration 2008 completed. Winter 2008/2009 

completed. Breeding 2009 planned. Fall migration 2009 planned. Draft ESR submitted with 

preliminary bird work. 

• Brinston, South Branch – spring migration 2008 completed. Winter 2008/2009 completed. 

Breeding 2009 planned. Fall migration 2009 planned. Draft ESR in late stages of preparation. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
210 Prescott St., Suite 3 
Kemptville, ON  
K0G 1J0 
Phone:  613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email:  info@prowind.ca 
Web: www.prowind.ca 
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• Upper Canada (Polestar) – spring migration 2008 completed. Fall migration 2008 completed. 

Winter 2008/2009 completed. Fall migration 2008 completed. Report in preparation. ESR not 

yet in preparation. 

 

Secondly, I want to raise with you an element of the projects that has changed. Wind modeling at the 

sites has determined that it will be necessary to raise the height of the turbines to reach higher into 

stronger, more consistent winds. Prowind is currently expecting that turbine hub heights will become 

130 to 141 m and total heights, with blades, will become about 175 to 190 m. Obviously, this is quite a 

bit higher than the 150 m that Environment Canada considers as an informal upper guideline. I spoke 

briefly with Rob Read (26 May 2009) to discuss a recommended approach to dealing with this 

development. We agreed that writing to you, as EC project coordinator for these projects, with a 

suggested plan would be an appropriate first step. Please understand that Prowind recognizes the 

potential risk that higher turbines may present and that we want to do everything reasonable to ensure 

that we obtain enough information to determine if, in fact, higher turbines in these locations indeed do 

present a higher risk. 

 

To that end I would like to make our suggestion on how we proceed from here. 

 

1) Our assumption is that none of these sites is within any sort of migration concentration flyway, 

either for raptors, nocturnal migrants or bats. Indeed, all sites were classified as “low” 

sensitivity in the protocol. Fieldwork at all four sites to date supports this assumption 

(including a detailed fall migration program at Upper Canada at the request of Lyle Friesen). 

We also assume that these intensive agricultural areas hold little appeal to draw migrants down 

from their higher migration altitudes. 

2) The bird studies will follow due course and will provide four seasons of pre-construction 

monitoring. Please note that there was no request from EC to conduct either spring or fall 

migration work. At the time of submission of the protocol there was not enough time to receive 

feedback from EC prior to commencement of fieldwork so Prowind opted to sample beyond 

that which might be necessary to ensure we met or exceeded any eventual requirements. In 

view of the proposed higher turbines, Prowind will also plan to conduct fall migration work at 

all sites. 

3) We are currently arranging to conduct a radar and acoustic-based bat study to cover all four 

sites. We have contracted EchoTrack to do this work. We have proposed that the sampling 

would be done as a regional study and aims to gain a more complete understanding of bat 

movements in eastern Ontario rather than just project-specific work would do, although 

sampling stations will be located at each project site. The benefit of this radar work is that the 

data can be further “mined” to include bird movements – volume, altitudes, timing, etc. 

Therefore, we propose that Prowind would undertake this otherwise un-required step to 

provide extra pre-construction screening for assessment of risk to birds of the higher turbines. 

4) Prowind would be open to the idea of an enhanced post-construction program, one which 

perhaps could include more frequent carcass searching and perhaps a second year of 

monitoring. We would be happy to work with you to arrive at a satisfactory post-construction 

plan. 
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I hope this serves to bring you up to date on these projects and to introduce to you how we propose to 

approach the introduction of taller-than-normal turbines at these sites. I would be pleased to have 

further discussions and to provide you with additional information, if you require it. I will await your 

response. Please note that I have also provided MNR, Kemptville (Sarah Nuggent) with this same 

update and proposed plan. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Dan Busby 

Senior Biologist 

Prowind Canada Inc. 

613-258-6700 (Prowind Office) 

705-454-0172 (Home office) 

705-928-1178 (Mobile) 

109



January 12, 2011 
 
Environment Canada 
Canadian Wildlife Service 
4905  Dufferin Street   
Toronto ON M3H 5T4  
 
 
Attention:  Sheryl Lusk, Environmental Assessment Officer  
Reference: South Branch Wind Farm Draft REA Review 
 
 
Dear Ms. Lusk, 
 
We are pleased to present you with the South Branch Wind Farm Draft Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) dated November 30, 2010, for your review.  
 
No hard copy of the report has been prepared; instead, the reports are available on an FTP server for you 
to download. Access details will follow. 
 
The South Branch Wind Farm is a 30 MW project that will consist of a maximum of 15 wind turbines, each 
with a maximum hub height of 140 metres and maximum rotor diameter of 116 meters. A Feed-In-Tariff 
(FIT) contract has been secured to sell this power to the Ontario Power Authority. All additonal details can 
be found within the REA reports.  
 
We have provided you with a nearly complete draft REA package; due to various weather conditions, the 
cultural heritage assessment has not been completed. This will be completed as soon as seasonally 
possible. Hopefully, this omission does not impact your review process. 
 
We hope this letter and the accompanying reports provide you with sufficient information to assess our 
project and look forward to your feedback. Thank you for your ongoing consultation and cooperation. If 
you have questions or comments or would like to meet with us, please do not hesitate to let us know.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Rochelle Rumney 
Environmental Coordinator 
 
(905)745-4719 
rrumney@prowind.ca 

 

210 Prescott St, Suite 3 
P.O. Box 1678 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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RESOP 
process

Francis 
Samonte

EAAB email 4/27/09 Hi,
 
I am working for the Environmental Assessment and Approvals Branch, Ontario Ministry 
of the Environment. I was tasked to make an update on the status (i.e. tentative date of 
issuance) of the Notice of Completion for the following Prowind Canada wind farm 
projects in Ontario:
 
Boundary Wind Farm 
Castor River and Kerr’s Ridge windfarms 
Marlborough I and II Wind Farms 
South Branch and Brinston Wind Farms 
 
I was wondering if you could provide this information for our reference. Appreciate any 
update you could provide regarding the above subject. Thank you.
 
Sincerely,
 
 
Francis Samonte

RESOP 
process

Francis 
Samonte

email 4/28/09 Hi Francis,

Things are still fairly tentative for some of these projects, due to the grid connection 
status (orange zone) for some of these projects, and the anticipated changes to planning 
and environmental assessment related to the proposed Green Energy Act and the new 
MOE guidelines.  The estimated timelines for each project are presented below.  If you 
have further questions, please do not hesitate to contact me directly.

Boundary Wind Farm  - TBD – Fall or Winter 2010 
Castor River and Kerr’s Ridge windfarms    - TBD – Fall or Winter 2010 
Marlborough I and II Wind Farms - November 2009 
South Branch and Brinston Wind Farms – January 2010

Kind regards,
Cathy
-- 

Cathy 
Weston

Transition Sandra 
Guido

email 12/24/09 Hello Sandra, 

I wanted to pass along a completed Project Description Report for the South Branch 
Wind Farm. 

We’d like to meet with you to discuss the previously completed open house. I have 
attached the Pre submission consultation meeting form and also Cced Cathy Watson to 
schedule a meeting. I spoke with her a few days ago and she informed me that you are 
scheduling meetings now for January. 

I hope this finds you well. Have a great holiday. 

See you in the new year.

Take care, 
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

Transition Cathy 
Watson

email 1/26/10 Hi Ms. Watson, 

I sent you a email regarding the South Branch Wind Farm in December with a REA pre-
submission consultation form hoping to organize a meeting with the MOE for this project.

I haven't heard anything back from you, so I wanted to make sure you received the 
email and the form. 

Please let me know if I can provide any further information. I look forward to hearing 
from you. 

Thanks,
Rochelle Rumney

Rochelle 
Rumney

Transition Cathy 
Watson

email 1/26/10 Hi again Cathy, 

That meeting time sounds great. Thanks so much for your quick reply. 

I'm wondering if we can also discuss an additional project (Marlborough Wind Farm) 
during that hour. I think an hour will be more than enough time to go over my questions 
regarding both projects.

I will send you a meeting form shortly along with the PDR, but I wanted just verify that 
it's ok to add this project to the agenda.

Thanks so much, 
Rochelle Rumney

Rochelle

Transition Cathy 
Watson

email 1/26/10 Certainly you can add the additional project. Cathy 
Watson

Correspondence Log for Minsitry of the Environment

South Branch Wind Farm
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Transition Cathy 
Watson

email 1/26/10 Hi Cathy, 

Great!  As promised, I have attached the pre-submission consultation form for the 
Marlborough Wind Farm to be discussed on the 5th of February along with the South 
Branch Wind Farm. We forwarded the PDR to the MOE previously so they should have a 
copy, but I will bring a copy to the meeting as well, unless you’d like another one before 
then.

Thanks so much, 
Rochelle

Rochelle

Transition Mansoor 
Mahmood

in-person 2/5/10 meeting with MOE Rochelle 
Rumney

Transition Mansoor 
Mahmood

email 2/16/10 Hello Mansoor, 

I met with you a couple of weeks ago on Friday, February 5th. We discussed previously 
conducted public consultation for two of our projects, the South Branch Wind Farm and 
the Marlborough Wind Farm. 

During our meeting you mentioned you wanted to take the information we provided back 
to some colleagues and get back to us with a response. 

I just wanted to send a quick email to see if you had heard back from anyone on this 
issue and if you had any better idea of the result of our meeting. 

Thanks very much for your help with this. I look forward to your response.

Take care,
Rochelle Rumney

Rochelle 
Rumney

First Nations 
Contact List

Joe de 
Laronde

FN Branch email 2/25/10 Hi Rochelle
            I am reviewing the PDR for the above project. It looks real good except one 
thing.  The location image….it ‘works’ for the PDR but it is difficult to find the area on the 
landscape….i.e. I can’t see any real landmarks (towns, cities, highways, etc) that ‘get 
me’ to the location.  In the PDR, it states the Iroquois is the nearest town….while that 
may be so, when I start from Iroquious and start to search for the land for the project, I 
can’t find the roads.  
 
            If possible, could you send an location image that shows this project in relation 
to Iroquious or any other landmark-able feature?
 
Thanks in advance Rochelle
 
Joe

Joe 
deLaronde

First Nations 
Contact List

Joe de 
Laronde

FN Branch email 2/25/10 Hi Joe, 

That was great timing; I just finished up a revised PDR for this project with an updated 
map and property listing. I’ve attached the new PDR (dated today). 

The newest map has some community name references, but is not zoomed out far 
enough to see Iroquois. If you find that this new map is still unclear, please don’t 
hesitate to let me know and we will revise it. 

Since I have you here, do you know the status of the Marlborough Wind Farm First 
Nation list? We submitted a revised PDR to you on February 2. 

Thanks very much. 

Rochelle 

Rochelle 
Rumney

First Nations 
Contact List

Joe de 
Laronde

FN Branch email 2/25/10 That works.  Thanks.
 
The Marlborough is in the hands of the Attorney Generals office….the last review loop 
before becoming the ‘final’ list.  There deadline to get it back to me is Mar 02…and when 
I talked to them, they assured me they would make that deadline.  As soon as it is in my 
hands, I will make the changes and send it on to Sandra.
 
Again, thanks for the quick response to my ‘neediness’.
 
Joe

Joe 
deLaronde

Transition Sandra 
Guido

email 2/26/10 Hi Sandra, 

Thanks for getting the Innerkip and Gunn’s Hill First Nations contact list to me earlier 
this week.  

I just wanted to follow up with the topic below – the Marlborough and South Branch 
Wind Farms public consultation credit. 

Do you know when you might expect to have decision on this?

Thanks very much. Have a great weekend.

Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

Transition Sandra 
Guido

email 2/26/10 Hi Rochelle,
 
Sorry for the delay.  My Director is back in the office next week so we will get back to 
you early next week with a decision.  
 
Thank you,
Sandra

Rochelle 
Rumney
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Transition Sandra 
Guido

email 3/11/10 Hi Sandra, 

Sorry to keep bugging you about this, but have you heard anything back regarding the 
Marlborough and South Branch Wind Farms public consultation credit?

We just need to start planning the open houses if it is decided that it’s necessary.

Thanks so much,
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

Transition Sandra 
Guido

email 3/12/10 Hi Rochelle,
 
For the Malborough and South Branch Wind Farms, can you clarify exactly what was 
presented to the public at the first public meetings held back in January 2009 under the 
ESP?  Was a turbine layout/specifications provided?
 
Thank you,
Sandra
 
 
Sandra Guido

Sandra 
Guido

Transition Sandra 
Guido

email 3/12/10 Hi Sandra, 

Thanks for getting back to me on this issue. 

Both meetings for Marlborough and South Branch were preliminary and did not present 
turbine locations or specifications, just general scope of project. 

The South Branch Wind Farm was originally three separate 10 MW projects (South 
Branch, Brinston, Boundary). The project area and scope has not changed since the 
original public meeting held in January 2009. The only thing that has changed is that the 
three 10 MW projects have been merged into one 30 MW project. 

A similar situation occurred Marlborough, but with some additional changes. The 
Marlborough project was originally presented as two 10 MW projects (Marlborough I and 
II) and is now one 20 MW project with additional land parcels; so the scope has not 
changed, but the land base has.  

We have completed various other public consultation activities for the Marlborough 
project, including presentations at Rural Affairs committee meetings, presentations to 
other interested groups, etc. 

When we met with Mr. Mahmood in February we provided maps with the original land 
base and project boundaries and the updated project details. We also provided more 
detail on the various other public consultations done for the Marlborough Wind Farm. If 
you’d like me to forward that information to you via email, please let me know. 

If you need clarification, please don’t hesitate to contact me.

Thanks,
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

Transition Sandra 
Guido

email 3/17/10 Hi Rochelle,
 
Management has reviewed the information you have provided and has determined that 
for both the Malborough and South Branch Wind Farm Projects that both public meetings 
would need to held in accordance with section 16 of the REA Regulation 359/09.
 
If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.
 
Thank you,
Sandra

Sandra 
Guido

Transition Sandra 
Guido

email 3/19/10 Hi Sandra,

Thank you for your response.

I’m just wondering if you can elaborate on what you’re looking for when giving credit to 
previously conducted public meetings. 

Based on our experience with Innerkip and Gunn’s Hill that we discussed with you back 
in November, I expected that South Branch would easily be carried over into the new 
system, since the project details presented at the public meeting have not changed.  

I’m just looking for for some guidance so we have a better idea in the future of what the 
MOE considers acceptable for credit under the REA.

Thanks very much,
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney
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First Nations 
Contact List

Joe de 
Laronde

FN Branch email 3/25/10 Hi Joe, 

I’m just wondering if you’d be able to provide us with an update on the status of the 
Upper Canada, Beckwith, South Branch and Kerr’s Ridge Wind Farms First Nations’ lists. 
Do you have any indication when we might receive these? I know they are on different 
timelines, but any information is helpful.

Also, I’ll be away on vacation for two weeks starting tomorrow afternoon, so if you need 
anything or have lists for us, please contact Cathy Weston at cweston@prowind.ca and 
613 258 6700. 

Thanks very much Joe. 

Take care,
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

Joe de 
Laronde

FN Branch email 4/16/10 Good morning Joe, 

I’m just wondering if you’d be able to provide me with an update on the South Branch 
Wind Farm First Nations contact list.

We were awarded a FIT contract for this project and are just trying to establish the 
current status and timelines for this project. 

We received the Beckwith list yesterday, so thank you for that. 

Have a great weekend!

Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

First Nations 
Contact List

Joe de 
Laronde

email 5/18/10 Hi Joe,

I’m writing in follow up to communications you’ve had with my colleague Rochelle about 
a month ago regarding the completion of a first nations contact list for the South Branch 
Wind Farm.  At that time, I believe you indicated that the list was waiting on some high-
level decisions within the Ministry regarding an aboriginal community having no Ontario 
presence, but with National concern.  

Have you been able to find a resolution on this matter?  We’re anxious to get started 
with the consultation process with any stakeholder groups, and as I’m sure you 
understand, it can be challenging to engage some of these groups, so the more time 
available, the better.  If you’re able to provide a partial list now, we could get started, 
and would be able to incorporate any additional identified groups once the final list is 
provided by your offices.

Thank you in advance,
Cathy

Cathy 
Weston

First Nations 
Contact List

Joe de 
Laronde

email 5/18/10 Hi Cathy, 
            We are nearing a direction that will be acceptable with regards to this 
community.  Actually, this Thursday I am meeting with will likely be the last time en 
route to making the decision.  With that, the increasingly large handful of projects I have 
on my desk will be released and the s14 letter to follow soon after that.
 
Thanks for your patience
 
Joe
(519) 873-4002

Joe 
deLaronde

First Nations 
Contact List

Joe de 
Laronde

email 5/31/10 Hi Joe,

I hope you had a nice weekend.  Can you provide an update on the status of the First 
Nations consultation list for South Branch Wind Farm?

Thank you in advance,
Cathy 

Cathy 
Weston

First Nations 
Contact List

Joe de 
Laronde

email 6/14/10 Hi Joe,

I tried to leave a  voice mail just now, but your mailbox is full.  I am hoping that you 
have some news for us in regards to the First Nations contact list for South Branch Wind 
Farm.  As I’m sure you’re aware, this project has a FIT contract and we need to get 
started with the REA work as soon as possible.   Our ability to get the project 
information to the stakeholder first nations communities is, of course, critical to starting 
this process correctly.

Please let me know the status of the list preparation and whether there might an 
opportunity to release the portion of the list that may have been finalized.  I have copied 
your note from May 18th below for your reference.

Kind regards,
Cathy

Cathy 
Weston
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First Nations 
Contact List

Joe de 
Laronde

email 6/16/10 Hi Cathy
Sorry for the delay in this response.
 
It has been a long time coming and I do apologise for the delays.  With the heightened 
sensitivity around aboriginal consultation, I hope you can understand that we do need to 
get this right by way of identifying correctly the communities to be contacted for the 
proponents.
 
All said, yesterday we did reach a resolution and with that, I am now positioned to start 
releasing all the s14 lists to EAAB for finalization.  As there is a stack now, it will take me 
a couple days to get through them all…but in order of priority, ‘yours’ is sooner than 
later.
 
I hope that helps and good luck with your project
 
Joe

Joe 
deLaronde

First Nations 
Contact List

Joe de 
Laronde

letter 6/17/10 first nations list arrives - see letter on file MOE

REA process Terri 
Forrester

email 3/30/11 Hello,

I work for Prowind Canada – we’re developing the South Branch Wind Farm, near 
Brinston, Ontario, in South Dundas township.  

I believe we had sent you our Notice of a Proposal and and Invitation to the first Public 
Open House for this project in the summer of 2010.  We’ve made some progress since 
then and will be issuing our Draft REA package for agency and public review in the 
coming weeks.  

Per the Regulations, we’re required to send our notices to the Director, as well as the 
District Manager for our project area.  I’m writing to confirm whether you are indeed the 
correct contact as District Manager for the Cornwall area office, or if there is another 
contact we should be seeking.

Thanks in advance for your assistance.

Kind regards,
Cathy  
-- 

Cathy 
Weston

REA process Terri 
Forrester

email 3/30/11 Hi Cathy
 
The District Manager for this geographic area is Steve Burns, at the Ottawa MOE office, 
although once received there, admin staff forward that sort of correspondence on to us.  
So, you can either address your correspondence to Steve Burns, District Manager, and 
continue to send it to the Cornwall office, or you can send it to the Ottawa Office at 2430 
Don Reid Drive, Ottawa, K1H 1E1 and we will receive it here shortly thereafter.
Thank you,
 
Terri

Terri 
Forrester

REA process email 8/1/11 Hello All,

I’m pleased to report that the updated Draft REA reports for South Branch Wind Farm 
are now available on our project website.  You may download some or all of these 
reports as needed.

http://www.prowind.ca/?page=projects-south-branch

Please let me know if you would like me to provide you with a CD of the reports or if you 
have any difficulties in downloading this information.

We welcome your comments on any aspect of this project.  Thank you in advance for 
taking time to consider the proposed project. 

Kind regards,
Cathy 

Cathy 
Weston

REA process Terri 
Forrester

MOE phone 1/25/12 Phone call with Ms. Forrester regarding the how to proceed to minor adjustments to 
construction process at this late stage in the REA and to touchbase before we submit 
REA. Terri will contact approvals branch in Toronto and set up a conference call for next 
week to answer questions regarding South Branch Wind Farm application and get back to 
us with proposed times. 

Rochelle 
Rumney

REA process Terri 
Forrester

Cornwall 
District 
Branch

email 01/31/12 Hi Terri,

Just as a follow up to my voicemail in case email is easier, I was just calling regarding 
our phone call last week.

We spoke about having a call with you and some people from the approvals branch to 
talk about some questions regarding our imminent submission of the South Branch Wind 
Farm REA.

We are hoping to finalize the document this week or early next week and would like to 
run some questions by you and the other approvals people.

If you could just let me know if you've had any luck scheduling a call like this, I'd 
appreciate it.

Thanks so much,
Rochelle Rumney

Rochelle 
Rumney

Micheal Otis, Don 
Lewis, Heather 
Zurbrigg, Amy 
Cameron, Hugh 

Garlough, Ben De 
Haan, Michael 
Wildman, Terri 

Forrester, Sandra 
Mancini, Mathieu 
Leblanc, Debra 

McKinstry, 
"mayor@twpec.ca", 
Katherine Kirzati, 
Sandy Hay, Lesley 

Todd, Helen Thomson, 
Brenda Brunt, Sheryl 
Lusk, Shari Prowse
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Project 
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Contact 
Name

Agency Method Date Message Message 
Sender

Attachments

REA process Terri 
Forrester

Cornwall 
District 
Branch

email 01/31/12 Hi Rochelle

Sorry for the delay in responding.  I have discussed your request for pre-consult with the 
REA office, and they indicated that either Narren Santos – (416) 314-8442 or

Sandra Guido – (416) 327-4692 would be contacting you directly, but you can certainly 
go ahead and contact them directly to initiate the process.

Thank you,

Terri
REA process Terri 

Forrester
Cornwall 
District 
Branch

email 01/31/12 Hi Rochelle

I’ve just received clarification from Sandra Guido that she will in fact be the person 
conducting the pre-consult requested.  Her co-ordinates are as follows:

Sandra Guido
Senior Program Support Coordinator
Service Integration Unit
Environmental Approvals Access and Service Integration Branch
Ministry of the Environment
2 St. Clair Avenue West, Floor 12A  Toronto ON  M4V 1L5
Tel: 416.327.4692   Fax: 416.314.8452
sandra.guido@ontario.ca

Please inform me of your arrangements and I will attempt to join in.

Thank you,
Terri

REA process Sandra 
Guido

Email 02/02/12 Rochelle 
Rumney

Hi Sandra,  

As per our phone conversation the other day, here is a brief list of items we’d like to 
discuss on our upcoming conference call.  

For reference, we are about to submit the REA for the South Branch Wind Farm. We 
completed our final open houses for this project on January 10th and 11th of this year.

1.  Foundation options: We’d like to add piles as an option for foundations as we have 
not yet completed detailed geotech analysis and need to have all foundation options 
available. Some adjustments will be required to the Construction Report and Design and 
Operations Report with discussion of pile foundations.  Please confirm that this revision is 
acceptable in the REA process at this point. Additionally, when this question came up in 
public consultation, we did not identify piles as an option for foundations, will that be a 
problem?

2. Crane pads: our original reports states that they will be removed after construction, 
but recent information has indicated that they should remain. Please confirm that this 
revision is acceptable in the REA process at this point.

3. Icing Report: As a response to public and municipal concern, we commissioned an 
icing report for the wind farm. The results came in on Jan 23, 2012 and demonstrated a 
very low risk of ice throw to areas identified by the municipality. We forwarded the ice 
report to the municipality at the end of January and plan to send it to the public shortly. 
How should we approach adding this extra information and consultation into the REA?

4. Municipal Consultation:  We received a request from the Mayor to consider some 
changes to the wind farm layout. These changes are detailed below.
a.     Can turbines 9 and 15 be moved? – Our understanding is that this would trigger 
the requirement for additional open houses in each municipality and could result in a 
lengthy delay, with potential exposure to penalty from COD over-run. Please confirm.
b.     Can the collector system cables along Gilmour Rd be buried in the road allowance 
instead of being installed on shared poles with Hydro One? – This was initially Prowind’s 
preference, however consultation feedback from the Township of South Dundas and The 
United Counties of Stormont, Dundas and Glengarry indicated a strong preference to use 
the existing poles along their respective road allowances. Prowind is agreeable to the 
Township’s change of position on this issue and archaeological assessments have covered 
the road allowance where the cables would be buried. Can the change from overhead 
wires to buried cables along the same road be accommodated without impacting REA 
submission timelines?
c.      Can the collector system be rerouted around the hamlet of Brinston? – At this time 
Prowind has not conducted archaeological studies or secured land rights for the 
requested alternate route, can these tasks be performed without impacting the REA 
submission timeline?
Is a proponent obligated to address Municipal consultation feedback prior to, or as a 
condition of being issued the Municipal Consultation Form? If not, what approach is 
recommended in the event that a municipality chooses this path?  

5. Has the MOE received any complaints regarding this project or Prowind that we need 
to address in the REA? Will you notify us if complaints do come in?  

If you have any questions, please let me know, my contact information is below.  
Hopefully we can set something up for early next week.

Thanks again Sandra.

Rochelle Rumney
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REA process Terri 
Forrester

Cornwall 
District 
Branch

email 02/02/12 Hi Rochelle

With regard to item 5 on your list, response from the local MOE office would be that the 
Cornwall Area Office has not directly or indirectly received any complaints related to this 
project.  If we do, I will certainly make you aware.

Thank you,

Terri

REA process Sandra 
Guido

email 02/07/12 Hi Rochelle,

Thank you for the summary of items below to discuss at our upcoming meeting.

Are you and your team available to meet next week – either Wed Feb 15th or Thurs Feb 
16th?  Let me know what date and time works best and I will follow-up with a meeting 
invite.

Thank you,
Sandra 

REA process Sandra 
Guido

email 02/16/12 Hi Sandra,

I just get some verification of details regarding the process for public review of the REA 
on the EBR.

I want to put this information in the notice to the public that will also outline the changes 
we discussed in our meeting yesterday. I want to make sure I have this information 
correct.

The REA gets posted on the EBR after the MOE deems it a complete application?

There is a 30 day comment period from the date of posting on the EBR?

If I want to direct people to this report to make comments, shall I direct to 
www.ebr.gov.on.ca?

Thanks very much for your help,
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

REA process Sandra 
Guido

phone 02/28/12 Phone call was made to Sandra Guido at the MOE to discuss shadow flicker.  Is a shadow 
flicker report necessary if memebers of the public are inquiring about shadow flicker 
concerns? Our approcah at this point is to give specific shadow flickerr results to indiviual 
request for a single location. Sandra confirmed that this approcah is acceptable and that 
a shadow flicker report is not a requirement of the REA process.

Juan 
Anderson

Hi Rochelle,

Yes this is correct.  Once the MOE deems a REA application complete, it will get posted 
on the EBR for a minimum of 30-days (could be longer – this is up to the MOE).  In your 
notice to the public where you plan to outline the minor changes, you can remind them 
that when the MOE deems the REA application complete, it will get posted on the 
Environmental Registry for public review and comment (the posting will include a link to 
your company’s website where all the REA reports can be viewed online).  During the 
public comment period, members of the public will have an opportunity to submit 
comments directly to the MOE.  

In addition, proponents are now required to issue a notice following the EBR proposal 
posting.  Sections 15.1 and 15.2 of O. Reg. 359/09 require applicants to notify the public 
that the application is under review and to post all final submitted documents to their 
website (if one exists) within 10 days of the proposal being posted to the Environmental 
Registry.

For notification, applicants are required to publish a notice in similar locations to those 
required for other project notices (see page 47 of the REA Technical Guide for further 
details).  Notice content is defined in section 15.2 of O. Reg. 359/09 to include the 
following:

1. The name of the person proposing to engage in the renewable energy project.

2. A brief description of the renewable energy project.

3. A map identifying the project location.

4. If the person has posted documents on their website, the address of their website

5. A statement that a proposal for a renewable energy approval in respect of the 
renewable energy project has been posted on the environmental registry and that 
comments in respect of the proposal may be submitted to the Director.

As promised, here is a link to the REA Application Resources webpage where you will find 
a link to the Application Form, Checklist, Fees, etc.
http://www.ene.gov.on.ca/environment/en/subject/renewable_energy/STDPROD_08514
0.html

Hope this is helpful.
Sandra

REA process Sandra 
Guido

email 02/17/12
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January 12, 2009 
 
 
Ministry of the Environment, Eastern Region Office 
1259 Gardiners Road, Unit 3 
P.O. Box 22032 
Kingston, ON K7M 8S5 
 
Re:  Notices of Commencement – Marlborough I & II, Kerr’s Ridge, Castor River, Boundary, 

Brinston and South Branch wind farms.  
 
Attn:  Vicki Mitchell, Environmental Assessment Coordinator 
 
 
Thank you for your response to the Notices of Commencement sent out in recent weeks to alert you of 
the status of several of our wind farm development projects.  The table below provides detail on the 
newspapers and publication dates of these Notices of Commencement in response to your request for 
more detail. 
 
Project Name Date of Publication  Newspaper 
Boundary Wind Farm November 19, 2008 The Morrisburg Leader 
Brinston Wind Farm April 16, 2008 The Chieftain  
South Branch Wind Farm April 16, 2008 The Chieftain  
Marlborough I Wind Farm October 22, 2008 The Manotick Messenger 
Marlborough II Wind Farm October 22, 2008 The Manotick Messenger 
Castor River Wind Farm November 19, 2008 The Winchester Press 
Kerr’s Ridge Wind Farm  November 19, 2008 The Winchester Press 
 
Please let me know if there is additional information that we can provide at this time.  We will keep your 
office posted as to progress on these projects as required by the CEAA regulations. 
 
Thank you for providing contact information for numerous regulatory agencies and other resources.  If 
you have any questions or concerns about the above comments, please contact me at (613) 258-6700.  
 
Kind regards, 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Program Manager 
 
 
Cc: Caitlyn MacMaster, M.K. Ince & Associates Ltd., P.O. Box 650, 35 Main St. North, Suite 32, 

Waterdown, Ontario, L0R 2H0 
 
 

 

215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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Renewable Energy Approval 
Proponent Pre Submission 

Consultation Meeting 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Name of Project:  South Branch Wind Farm 

Name of Company: Prowind Inc. 

Location of Project:   Located 8 km north of the Town of Iroqouis, Township of 
South Dundas, Untied Counties of Stormont, Dundas and Glengarry, Ontario 

Is your facility on Crown Land?          Yes                 No 

RE Facility Type (please circle one)           

Wind              Solar               Biomass (TT / AD / Landfill gas)         Biofuel 

Project Description: (include total generation capacity, size of project, type of equipment, sources 
of fuel for biogas projects, etc.) 
 
30 MW wind power facility with twelve to fifteen wind turbine generators, 
access roads, cabling and a substation. 

Status of Project Approval: (please circle one):  
ESR Stage             REA/CofA Stage              Transition Project           REA not initiated 

Details:  The ESR had been commenced, under the old system, draft ESR 
submitted to agencies, NOC sent and open house conducted, but the project 
did not qualify as a transition project. REA is commencing now. 	  

Status of FIT contract: Application submitted 
OPA Registration # (if applicable): FIT-FT3B1IC 
 
Have you met with other ministries?  (If so, identify which ones and provide details 
on outcomes)  
 
MNR: Met for introductory meeting prior to Draft ESR submission. SAR, bird 
and bat monitoring discussed. 
MCL: Approved the submission of the Stage 1 archaeology report. 
EC: Bird monitoring discussions 

Timing for Project (Proposed Construction / Start-up): Summer 2012 

120



 
 

Status and details of other required agency permits and approvals: (ie, MNR, CAs, 
MCL, DFO, etc.) 
 
South Nation Conservation: water crossing permits 
MCL: authorization to proceed after archaeology survey 
MNR: authorization to proceed if we are in compliance 

Should other ministries/agencies be invited to our meeting? MNR and SNC 

Questions/Issues requested to be addressed in the Pre-Submission consultation 
meeting: 
 
• Can the open house held under the old EA process be used toward the 

new REA public consultation requirements? 
 

Contact information for meeting participants: 
 
MNR: Amy Cameron, Planning Biologist, Pembroke District 
31 Riverside Dr., Pembroke  ON    Ph: 613 732 5506  
amy.cameron@ontario.ca 
SNC: Geoff Owens,  Regulations Officer, 38 Victoria St, Finch ON  Ph: 613-
984-2948 x. 240 gowens@nation.on.ca  
 

Please return completed meeting form ASAP.  Fax to  
416-314-8457 attention Cathy Watson. 
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Prowind Canada and Ministry of the Environment 
Meeting Notes 
 
Re: REA credit for Open Houses for SB and Marlborough 
 
Date:  Friday February 5, 2010, 11 am 
 
Location: MOE EAAB Office, 2 St. Clair Ave. W., Toronto 
 
In Attendance: Rochelle Rumney, Dan Busby, Mansoor Mahmoud (MOE) 
 
 
Met with the MOE regarding the South Branch Wind Farm and the Marlborough Wind Farm to 
discuss the previously conducted open houses and potential credit toward the new REA 
process.  
   
Marlborough Wind Farm  
 
Project details were summarized and the changes since the open house was held; this 
includes more land, but the same scope of project, 8 turbines, 20 MW, etc. Explained that we 
held an open house that was well attended and presented the project with these same 
details, aside from a few parcels that have been added since.  
  
Explained that much consultation has been done since the new land parcels were known and 
presented to various small local groups.  
  
Provided the old and current project area maps and details of the public consultation to date 
to Mr. Mahmoud.  
  
Comments from MOE indicated that further discussion is necessary with the sound review 
staff as the residents that will now be sound receptors due to the increased land area may 
not have been informed properly, but feels that it could still be given credit due the minor 
changes.  
  
South Branch Wind Farm 
 
Presented the project details, most notably that this project used to be three separate 10 
MW projects due to the limitations of the RESOP program, but they have been merged into 
one 30 MW project under the Green Energy Act.  
  
Because this project scope and land base has remained the same since the previous public 
meeting, Mr. Mahmoud was confident that this should be given credit.  
  
He will take these details back to the Director and other staff and consult with them on these 
projects and will get back to us shortly. 
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Subject:	  RE:	  Prowind	  Canada	  -‐	  Pre-‐submission	  consulta9on	  mee9ng	  follow-‐up	  
Date:	  Friday,	  26	  February,	  2010	  6:22	  PM	  
From:	  Guido,	  Sandra	  (ENE)	  <Sandra.Guido@ontario.ca>	  
To:	  Rochelle	  Rumney	  <rrumney@prowind.ca>	  
	  
Hi Rochelle, 
  
Sorry for the delay.  My Director is back in the office next week so we will get back to you 
early next week with a decision.   
  
Thank you, 
Sandra 
  
  
	  
Sandra	  Guido 
Senior	  Program	  Support	  Coordinator 
Renewable	  Energy	  Team 
Environmental	  Assessment	  and	  Approvals	  Branch 
Ministry	  of	  the	  Environment 
2	  St.	  Clair	  Ave	  West,	  Floor	  12A,	  Toronto	  ON	  	  	  M4V	  1L5 
Tel:	  416.314.6802	  	  Fax:	  416.314.8452 
sandra.guido@ontario.ca 
  
	  

!
 

From: Rochelle Rumney [mailto:rrumney@prowind.ca]  
Sent: February 26, 2010 1:02 PM 
To: Guido, Sandra (ENE) 
Subject: Re: Prowind Canada - Pre-submission consultation meeting follow-up 
  
Hi	  Sandra,	  	  
	  
Thanks	  for	  geZng	  the	  Innerkip	  and	  Gunn’s	  Hill	  First	  Na]ons	  contact	  list	  to	  me	  earlier	  this	  week.	  	  	  
	  
I	  just	  wanted	  to	  follow	  up	  with	  the	  topic	  below	  –	  the	  Marlborough	  and	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  
Farms	  public	  consulta]on	  credit.	  	  
	  
Do	  you	  know	  when	  you	  might	  expect	  to	  have	  decision	  on	  this?	  
	  
Thanks	  very	  much.	  Have	  a	  great	  weekend.	  
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Rochelle	  
	  
	  
-‐-‐	  
Rochelle	  Rumney	  
Environmental	  Coordinator	  
Prowind	  Canada	  Inc.	  
905	  745	  4719	  
rrumney@prowind.ca	  
	  
Head	  Office	  
PO	  Box	  1678	  
Kemptville,	  ON	  	  K0G	  1J0	  
613	  258	  6700	  	  
www.prowind.ca	  
	  
	  
	  
	  
	  
On	  16/02/10	  3:07	  PM,	  "Guido,	  Sandra	  (ENE)"	  <Sandra.Guido@ontario.ca>	  wrote: 
Hi Rochelle, 
  
Mansoor has asked me to look into this for you.  I will review the information you supplied and 
will get back to you shortly. 
  
Thank you, 
Sandra 
  
  
	  
Sandra	  Guido	  
Senior	  Program	  Support	  Coordinator	  
Renewable	  Energy	  Team	  
Environmental	  Assessment	  and	  Approvals	  Branch	  
Ministry	  of	  the	  Environment	  
2	  St.	  Clair	  Ave	  West,	  Floor	  12A,	  Toronto	  ON	  	  	  M4V	  1L5	  
Tel:	  416.314.6802	  	  	  Fax:	  416.314.8452	  
sandra.guido@ontario.ca	  
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From: Rochelle Rumney [mailto:rrumney@prowind.ca]  
Sent: February 16, 2010 9:01 AM 
To: Mahmood, Mansoor (ENE) 
Cc: Cathy Weston 
Subject: Prowind Canada - Pre-submission consultation meeting follow-up 
 
Hello	  Mansoor,	  	  
	  
I	  met	  with	  you	  a	  couple	  of	  weeks	  ago	  on	  Friday,	  February	  5th.	  We	  discussed	  previously	  
conducted	  public	  consulta]on	  for	  two	  of	  our	  projects,	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  and	  the	  
Marlborough	  Wind	  Farm.	  	  
	  
During	  our	  mee]ng	  you	  men]oned	  you	  wanted	  to	  take	  the	  informa]on	  we	  provided	  back	  to	  
some	  colleagues	  and	  get	  back	  to	  us	  with	  a	  response.	  	  
	  
I	  just	  wanted	  to	  send	  a	  quick	  email	  to	  see	  if	  you	  had	  heard	  back	  from	  anyone	  on	  this	  issue	  and	  
if	  you	  had	  any	  bejer	  idea	  of	  the	  result	  of	  our	  mee]ng.	  	  
	  
Thanks	  very	  much	  for	  your	  help	  with	  this.	  I	  look	  forward	  to	  your	  response.	  
	  
Take	  care,	  
Rochelle	  Rumney	  
	  
-‐-‐	  
Rochelle	  Rumney	  
Environmental	  Coordinator	  
Prowind	  Canada	  Inc.	  
905	  745	  4719	  
rrumney@prowind.ca	  
	  
Head	  Office	  
PO	  Box	  1678	  
Kemptville,	  ON	  	  K0G	  1J0	  
613	  258	  6700	  	  
www.prowind.ca	  
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Wednesday, 8 February, 2012 11:30 AM

Page 1 of 3

Subject:	  RE:	  Malborough	  and	  South	  Branch	  
Date:	  Wednesday,	  17	  March,	  2010	  3:15	  PM	  
From:	  Guido,	  Sandra	  (ENE)	  <Sandra.Guido@ontario.ca>	  
To:	  Rochelle	  Rumney	  <rrumney@prowind.ca>	  
Cc:	  Cathy	  Weston	  <cweston@prowind.ca>	  
	  
Hi Rochelle, 
  
Management has reviewed the information you have provided and has determined that for 
both the Malborough and South Branch Wind Farm Projects that both public meetings would 
need to held in accordance with section 16 of the REA Regulation 359/09. 
  
If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me. 
  
Thank you, 
Sandra 
  
  
	  
Sandra	  Guido 
Senior	  Program	  Support	  Coordinator 
Renewable	  Energy	  Team 
Environmental	  Assessment	  and	  Approvals	  Branch 
Ministry	  of	  the	  Environment 
2	  St.	  Clair	  Ave	  West,	  Floor	  12A,	  Toronto	  ON	  	  	  M4V	  1L5 
Tel:	  416.314.6802	  	  	  Fax:	  416.314.8452 
sandra.guido@ontario.ca 
  
	  

!
 

From: Rochelle Rumney [mailto:rrumney@prowind.ca]  
Sent: March 12, 2010 2:12 PM 
To: Guido, Sandra (ENE) 
Cc: Cathy Weston 
Subject: Re: Malborough and South Branch 
  
Hi	  Sandra,	  	  
	  
Thanks	  for	  ge[ng	  back	  to	  me	  on	  this	  issue.	  	  
	  
Both	  mee\ngs	  for	  Marlborough	  and	  South	  Branch	  were	  preliminary	  and	  did	  not	  present	  
turbine	  loca\ons	  or	  specifica\ons,	  just	  general	  scope	  of	  project.	  	  
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The	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  was	  originally	  three	  separate	  10	  MW	  projects	  (South	  Branch,	  
Brinston,	  Boundary).	  The	  project	  area	  and	  scope	  has	  not	  changed	  since	  the	  original	  public	  
mee\ng	  held	  in	  January	  2009.	  The	  only	  thing	  that	  has	  changed	  is	  that	  the	  three	  10	  MW	  
projects	  have	  been	  merged	  into	  one	  30	  MW	  project.	  	  
	  
A	  similar	  situa\on	  occurred	  Marlborough,	  but	  with	  some	  addi\onal	  changes.	  The	  Marlborough	  
project	  was	  originally	  presented	  as	  two	  10	  MW	  projects	  (Marlborough	  I	  and	  II)	  and	  is	  now	  one	  
20	  MW	  project	  with	  addi\onal	  land	  parcels;	  so	  the	  scope	  has	  not	  changed,	  but	  the	  land	  base	  
has.	  	  	  
	  
We	  have	  completed	  various	  other	  public	  consulta\on	  ac\vi\es	  for	  the	  Marlborough	  project,	  
including	  presenta\ons	  at	  Rural	  Affairs	  commidee	  mee\ngs,	  presenta\ons	  to	  other	  interested	  
groups,	  etc.	  	  
	  
When	  we	  met	  with	  Mr.	  Mahmood	  in	  February	  we	  provided	  maps	  with	  the	  original	  land	  base	  
and	  project	  boundaries	  and	  the	  updated	  project	  details.	  We	  also	  provided	  more	  detail	  on	  the	  
various	  other	  public	  consulta\ons	  done	  for	  the	  Marlborough	  Wind	  Farm.	  If	  you’d	  like	  me	  to	  
forward	  that	  informa\on	  to	  you	  via	  email,	  please	  let	  me	  know.	  	  
	  
If	  you	  need	  clarifica\on,	  please	  don’t	  hesitate	  to	  contact	  me.	  
	  
Thanks,	  
Rochelle	  
	  
-‐-‐	  
Rochelle	  Rumney	  
Environmental	  Coordinator	  
Prowind	  Canada	  Inc.	  
PO	  Box	  1678,	  Kemptville,	  ON	  	  K0G	  1J0	  
Tel:	  905	  745	  4719	  	  
rrumney@prowind.ca	  
www.prowind.ca	  
	  
	  
	  
On	  12/03/10	  1:00	  PM,	  "Guido,	  Sandra	  (ENE)"	  <Sandra.Guido@ontario.ca>	  wrote: 
Hi Rochelle, 
  
For the Malborough and South Branch Wind Farms, can you clarify exactly what was 
presented to the public at the first public meetings held back in January 2009 under the ESP?  
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Was a turbine layout/specifications provided? 
  
Thank you, 
Sandra 
  
  
Sandra	  Guido	  
Senior	  Program	  Support	  Coordinator	  
Renewable	  Energy	  Team	  
Environmental	  Assessment	  and	  Approvals	  Branch	  
Ministry	  of	  the	  Environment	  
2	  St.	  Clair	  Ave	  West,	  Floor	  12A,	  Toronto	  ON	  	  	  M4V	  1L5	  
Tel:	  416.314.6802	  	  	  Fax:	  416.314.8452	  
sandra.guido@ontario.ca	  
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Prowind Canada and Ministry of the Environment 
Meeting Notes 
 
RE:  South Branch REA pending submission 

Date:  February 15, 2012, 10:00 - 11:30 am 

Location:  MOE Office, 2 St. Clair Ave West, Toronto, ON 

Attending:  Sandra Guido, Vic Schroter, Rochelle Rumney, Jeff Segal, Juan 
Anderson, Ryan Brown 

 
 

1.  Introductions 

a. South Branch Wind Farm was summarized – scope, stage in REA process, level of 
public opposition, etc.  

 

2.  Municipal Consultat ion Forms 

a. Completed consultation form has been received from the two Counties, but the two 
Townships have yet to submit their forms.   

b. Township concerns were shared with MOE - ice throw, transportation routes, layout 
changes, etc.  

c. MOE said this was not abnormal for Ontario and encouraged continuing to seeking 
their comment.  They also reiterated importance of documenting consultation 
efforts, in the case that they don’t submit the form. The absence of th form in the 
REA process will spark some inquiry from reviewers, but will not stop the process. 

 

3.  Foundation Pi les 

a. Recent information has indicated that piles may be necessary for foundations, but 
this information was not explained in detail in the final draft REA nor presented at 
final public meetings 

b. MOE’s position is that this change would not require additional public meeting as it 
is not “significant”, but it should be mentioned and updated in the construction plan 
report 

 

4.  Crane Pads 

a. This issue, as mentioned in the agenda, is no longer relevant. It had been updated 
in the REA and is not a change to the version submitted for public review.  

 

5.  Ic ing 

a. Based on public and municipal feedback, an Ice Throw Report was contracted and 
results given to the public.  How should this be incorporated into the final REA since 
it was not part of the final draft REA. 
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b. The results of report indicate low risk and this is based on very conservative inputs. 

c. MOE suggest that the report be added as an appendix to the REA and notice be 
given to the public that this change has been made, ad in the newspaper or mailing, 
etc. Include additional changes as discussed above and details on MOE review and 
comment period. 

 

6.  Layout changes requested by South Dundas Township Mayor 

a. Mayor’s requests for (1) moving turbines (2) burying collection cable instead of 
overhead on HONI poles and (3) re-routing collection are too late and would have a 
large impact on REA timing 

b. Prowind’s position is that it is too late in the process to make these changes, but 
will contact MOE for official opinion. 

c. MOE agrees with Prowind’s position. These changes are significant and would 
absolutely require additional public meetings 

 

7.  Turbine Selection 

a. MOE feedback was that your approach of not permitting a specific turbine is 
unusual. 

b. Prefer that Prowind determines which turbine we are going to use and submit 
updated noise analysis and spec report ASAP, but definitely no later than 3 months 
after you submit the REA application 

c. Other proponent have submitted REA with two turbine options and that is an 
acceptable approach as well.  

 

8.  Noise compliance  

a. Prowind wondered about using a derated turbine to meet noise setbacks.  

b. MOE said this is not an acceptable approach, must run noise modeling with full 
power level of turbine.  

 

9.  REA Submittal  Process notes 

a. $40,000 fee due at submittal 

b. 3 hard copies to MOE, +1 to district office in Cornwall 

c. Sandra will forward copy of submission form to Rochelle 

d. MOE Screening is currently taking 40 days, subject to change 

e. 6 month service window begins at the end of screening 

f. MOE will send Prowind an letter once REA is deemed complete and Prowind is 
required to publicly announce that the REA is available on EBR for public review 
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10.  Legal Challenges from Opposit ion  

a. MOE confirmed that every wind REA application has been appealed so far via the 
ERT process and they expect this to continue 

b. ERT is required to make a decision within 6 months of appeal 

c. MOE communicated that opposition tactics have moved from environmental/health 
concerns to process concerns and whether or not it was followed correctly  
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Renewable Energy Approval
Consultation Form: municipalities, local authorities 

ss. 18(2) Ontario Regulation 359/09
Ce formulaire est disponible en français

Ministry of the Environment 

PART A: TO BE COMPLETED BY THE APPLICANT BEFORE SUBMITTING TO 
MUNICIPALITY OR LOCAL AUTHORITY 

Section 1 - Project Description 

1.1 - Renewable Energy Project
Project Name (Project identifier to be used as a reference in correspondence)

Project Location 

Same as Applicant Physical Address? Yes No (If no, please provide site address information below) 

Civic Address- Street information (includes street number, name, type and direction) Unit Identifier (i.e. apartment number) 

Survey Address (Not required if Street Information is provided)
Lot and Conc.:
used to indicate location within a subdivided township 
and consists of a lot number and a concession 
number.

Part and Reference:
used to indicate location within unorganized territory, and consists of a part and a reference plan 
number indicating the location within that plan.  Attach copy of the plan. 

Lot Conc. Part Reference Plan 

Location Information (includes any additional information to clarify physical location)(e.g. municipality, ward/ township)

Geo Reference (e.g. southwest corner of property)
Map Datum Zone Accuracy Estimate Geo Referencing Method UTM Easting UTM Northing 

Project Phasing (outline construction, operation and decommissioning activities)

1.2 - Environmental Context
Describe any negative environmental effects that may result from engaging in the project (consider construction, operation and 
decommissioning activities.)

Propose early avoidance/prevention/mitigation concepts and measures. 

               Page 1 of 6

South Branch Wind Farm

X

See Draft Project Description Report, Table 4

See Draft Project Description Report, Section 4.4 for overview. For a more detailed description of each phase, see Draft
Construction Plan Report, Draft Design and Operations Report, and Draft Decommissioning Plan Report respectively.

See Draft Natural Heritage Assessment Report and Draft Water Assessment Report for effects on those environmental
components or see the Draft Construction Plan Report, Draft Design and Operations Report and Draft Decommissioning
Plan Report for effects related to the relevant project phase.

See above.
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1.3 - Renewable Energy Generation Facility
Type of Facility / Operation (select all that apply & complete all appropriate sections) 

Wind Facility (Land Based)  Biofuel Facility   

Wind Facility (Off-Shore) Solar Photo Voltaic Facility 

Biogas Facility (Anaerobic Digesters) Other Describe :

Biomass Facility (Thermal Treatment) Class (if applicable) : 

Name Plate Capacity Expected Generation Service Area Total Area of Site (hectares)

Provide a description of the facilities equipment or technology that will be used to convert the renewable energy source or any other energy 
source to electricity. 

1.4 – Renewable Energy Generation Activities
Describe the activities that will be engaged in as part of the renewable energy project 

Section 2 – Supporting Documents 

2.1 – Requirement Name of Draft documents distributed for consultation  Date available to Municipal 
or Local Authority Contact 

DRAFT Project Description Report 

DRAFT Design and Operations Report 

DRAFT Construction Plan Report 

DRAFT Decommissioning Plan Report 

List of other Documents 

X

30 MW 30 MW Ontario (Morrisburg TS) 1881

The South Branch Wind Farm will use up to 14 wind turbine generators to convert the kinetic energy of the wind into
electrical energy, which will be connected to the local Hydro One distribution grid. A final turbine model has not been
selected, but each wind turbine will be a maximum of 3.0 MW, 140 m hub height, 116 m rotor diameter. There is a possibility
that a subset of the 14 turbines will be used if a turbine with a name plate capacity greater than 2.0 MW is chosen.

See Draft Project Description Report, Section 4.4

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Project Description Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Design and Operations Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Construction Plan Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Decommissioning Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Natural Heritage Assessment Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Water Assessment Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Archaeological and Heritage Resources Assessment Report         2011/07/31

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Turbine Specifications Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Abutting Property Assessment Report 2011/01/04
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Location where written draft reports can be obtained for public inspection (physical location for viewing and the applicants project website if one is available):

Section 3 – Applicant Address and Contact Information 

3.1 - Applicant Information (Owner of project/facility) 
Applicant Name (legal name of individual or organization as evidenced by legal documents) Business Identification Number 

Business Name (the name under which the entity is operating or trading - also referred to as trade name) same as Applicant Name 

Civic Address- Street information (includes street number, name, type and direction) Unit Identifier (i.e. apartment number) 

Survey Address (Not required if Street Information is provided)

Lot and Conc.:
used to indicate location within a subdivided township 
and consists of a lot number and a concession number. 

Part and Reference:
used to indicate location within an unsubdivided township or unsurveyed territory, and consists of a 
part and a reference plan number indicating the location within that plan.  Attach copy of the plan. 

Lot Conc. Part Reference Plan

Municipality County/District Province/State Country Postal Code

Reports are available for public inspection online at www.prowind.ca. Hard copies will be available at
Township of South Dundas Municipal Office and Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal Municipal Office.

South Branch Windfarm Inc. 80666 8018 RC0001          

226 1/2 James St. N.                                                                                                                     Unit A 

Hamilton                                   Hamilton                              Ontario             Canada                          L8R 2L3

X
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Renewable Energy Approval
Consultation Form: municipalities, local authorities 

ss. 18(2) Ontario Regulation 359/09
Ce formulaire est disponible en français

Ministry of the Environment 

PART A: TO BE COMPLETED BY THE APPLICANT BEFORE SUBMITTING TO 
MUNICIPALITY OR LOCAL AUTHORITY 

Section 1 - Project Description 

1.1 - Renewable Energy Project
Project Name (Project identifier to be used as a reference in correspondence)

Project Location 

Same as Applicant Physical Address? Yes No (If no, please provide site address information below) 

Civic Address- Street information (includes street number, name, type and direction) Unit Identifier (i.e. apartment number) 

Survey Address (Not required if Street Information is provided)
Lot and Conc.:
used to indicate location within a subdivided township 
and consists of a lot number and a concession 
number.

Part and Reference:
used to indicate location within unorganized territory, and consists of a part and a reference plan 
number indicating the location within that plan.  Attach copy of the plan. 

Lot Conc. Part Reference Plan 

Location Information (includes any additional information to clarify physical location)(e.g. municipality, ward/ township)

Geo Reference (e.g. southwest corner of property)
Map Datum Zone Accuracy Estimate Geo Referencing Method UTM Easting UTM Northing 

Project Phasing (outline construction, operation and decommissioning activities)

1.2 - Environmental Context
Describe any negative environmental effects that may result from engaging in the project (consider construction, operation and 
decommissioning activities.)

Propose early avoidance/prevention/mitigation concepts and measures. 

               Page 1 of 6

South Branch Wind Farm

X

See Draft Project Description Report, Table 4

See Draft Project Description Report, Section 4.4 for overview. For a more detailed description of each phase, see Draft
Construction Plan Report, Draft Design and Operations Report, and Draft Decommissioning Plan Report respectively.

See Draft Natural Heritage Assessment Report and Draft Water Assessment Report for effects on those environmental
components or see the Draft Construction Plan Report, Draft Design and Operations Report and Draft Decommissioning
Plan Report for effects related to the relevant project phase.

See above.
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1.3 - Renewable Energy Generation Facility
Type of Facility / Operation (select all that apply & complete all appropriate sections) 

Wind Facility (Land Based)  Biofuel Facility   

Wind Facility (Off-Shore) Solar Photo Voltaic Facility 

Biogas Facility (Anaerobic Digesters) Other Describe :

Biomass Facility (Thermal Treatment) Class (if applicable) : 

Name Plate Capacity Expected Generation Service Area Total Area of Site (hectares)

Provide a description of the facilities equipment or technology that will be used to convert the renewable energy source or any other energy 
source to electricity. 

1.4 – Renewable Energy Generation Activities
Describe the activities that will be engaged in as part of the renewable energy project 

Section 2 – Supporting Documents 

2.1 – Requirement Name of Draft documents distributed for consultation  Date available to Municipal 
or Local Authority Contact 

DRAFT Project Description Report 

DRAFT Design and Operations Report 

DRAFT Construction Plan Report 

DRAFT Decommissioning Plan Report 

List of other Documents 

X

30 MW 30 MW Ontario (Morrisburg TS) 1881

The South Branch Wind Farm will use up to 14 wind turbine generators to convert the kinetic energy of the wind into
electrical energy, which will be connected to the local Hydro One distribution grid. A final turbine model has not been
selected, but each wind turbine will be a maximum of 3.0 MW, 140 m hub height, 116 m rotor diameter. There is a possibility
that a subset of the 14 turbines will be used if a turbine with a name plate capacity greater than 2.0 MW is chosen.

See Draft Project Description Report, Section 4.4

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Project Description Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Design and Operations Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Construction Plan Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Decommissioning Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Natural Heritage Assessment Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Water Assessment Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Archaeological and Heritage Resources Assessment Report         2011/07/31

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Turbine Specifications Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Abutting Property Assessment Report 2011/01/04
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Location where written draft reports can be obtained for public inspection (physical location for viewing and the applicants project website if one is available):

Section 3 – Applicant Address and Contact Information 

3.1 - Applicant Information (Owner of project/facility) 
Applicant Name (legal name of individual or organization as evidenced by legal documents) Business Identification Number 

Business Name (the name under which the entity is operating or trading - also referred to as trade name) same as Applicant Name 

Civic Address- Street information (includes street number, name, type and direction) Unit Identifier (i.e. apartment number) 

Survey Address (Not required if Street Information is provided)

Lot and Conc.:
used to indicate location within a subdivided township 
and consists of a lot number and a concession number. 

Part and Reference:
used to indicate location within an unsubdivided township or unsurveyed territory, and consists of a 
part and a reference plan number indicating the location within that plan.  Attach copy of the plan. 

Lot Conc. Part Reference Plan

Municipality County/District Province/State Country Postal Code

Reports are available for public inspection online at www.prowind.ca. Hard copies will be available at
Township of South Dundas Municipal Office and Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal Municipal Office.

South Branch Windfarm Inc. 80666 8018 RC0001          

226 1/2 James St. N.                                                                                                                     Unit A 

Hamilton                                   Hamilton                              Ontario             Canada                          L8R 2L3

X
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PART B: TO BE COMPLETED BY THE MUNICIPALITY OR LOCAL AUTHORITY 
 

 
Section 4 - Municipal or Local Authority Contact Information (check the one that applies) 

 
Local Municipality (include each local municipality in which project location is situated)  Yes  No 

Name of 
Municipality 

Address Phone  Clerk’s Name  Clerk’s Phone/Fax  E-Mail Address 

      

Upper Tier Municipality (include each upper tier municipality in which project location is situated)  Yes  No 

Name of 
Municipality 

Address Phone Clerk’s name Clerk’s Phone/Fax E-Mail Address 

United Counties 

of Stormont, 

Dundas and 

Glengarry 

26 Pitt St. Cornwall 

Ontario K6J 3P2 

613-932-1515 Helen Thomson  

(completed by 

Benjamin de Haan, 

P.Eng, County 

Engineer) 

Same hthomson@sdgcounties.ca 

 

bdehaan@sdgcounties.ca  

Local roads area (include each local roads area in which project location is situated)  Yes  No 

Name of local 
roads board 

Address Phone  Secretary-treasurer’s 
Name  

Secretary-
treasurer’s 
Phone/Fax  

E-Mail Address 

     N/A                               

Board Area (include each board area in which project location is situated)  Yes  No 

Name of Local 
Service Board 

Address Phone Secretary’s name Secretary’s 
Phone/Fax 

E-Mail Address 

     N/A                               

 
Section 5:  Consultation Requirement 

 

5.1 - Project Location 

Provide comment on the project location with respect to infrastructure and servicing. 

Project is located off of County Roads 16, 5 and 18.  These arterial roads connect the hamlet of Brinston to various surrounding 
hamlets. The infrastructure available from the County is road access, utility location and stormwater outlet via open ditch 

5.2 – Project Roads 

Provide comment on the proposed project’s plans respecting proposed road access. 
Access to the various sites will be via County Roads 16, 5 and 18 which are all arterial roads that have been built to accommodate 
commercial traffic.  New entrances will be required to access the various turbine sites.  
 
Prowind has endeavoured to work with the County in order to establish which routes oversized trucks will take to access the site. A 
pre-condition road survey of vulnerable road sections or intersections which could be damaged by the movement of the 
construction materials and equipment will be required.  If significantly vulnerable locations are noted, a security deposit may also 
be required to ensure that the County can correct any potential damage to its infrastructure.   
 

Identify any issues and provide recommendations with respect to road access 
The applicant will have to apply for entrance permits and construct the entrances in accordance with County commercial entrance 
standards.  The applicant can make use of a temporary widening at the entrances in order to accommodate the oversized traffic 
which is expected into the site.  Following construction, the widening will have to be removed.  
 
The County roads which are accessed by the development are all load restricted; therefore the applicant will have to respect 
weight reduced loads when working during the half-load season (typically mid February to mid May) 
 

Provide comment on any proposed Traffic Management Plans 

No comment – it is understood that there will be an increase in traffic during the construction phase.  The road will generally be 
able to accommodate this traffic and the contractor will erect signage in accordance with the Ontario Traffic Manual. 
 
There are no issues with sightlines at the proposed site entrances.  
 
 
. 
 
 

Identify any issues and provide recommendations with respect to the proposed Traffic Management Plans 12



            

 

 
5.3 – Municipal or Local authority Service Connections 

Provide comment on the proposed project plans related to the location of and type of municipal service connections, other than roads. 
The applicant shall ensure that adequate erosion and sediment control measures are in place which limit potential erosion and 
runoff.   

Identify any issues and provide recommendations with respect to the type of municipal service connections, other than roads. 
 

5.4 – Facility Other 

Identify any issues and recommendations with respect to the proposed landscaping design for the facility 
 

Provide comment on the proposed project plans for emergency management procedures / safety protocols. 
 

Identify any issues and recommendations with respect to the proposed emergency management procedures / safety protocols. 
 

Identify any issues and recommendations with respect to any Easements or Restrictive Covenants associated with the Project Location 
 

5.5 Project Construction 

Identify any issues and recommendations with respect to the proposed rehabilitation of any temporary disturbance areas and any municipal 
or local authority infrastructure that could be damaged during construction. 
The County and constructor will jointly document the condition of the road prior to the start of construction (review for rutting/ cracking / 
segregation).  The Constructor/ owner shall be responsible to repair any damages caused by truck ingress/ egress.  
 
 
 
 
 
 

Identify any issues and recommendations with respect to the proposed location of fire hydrants and connections to existing 
drainage, water works and sanitary sewers 

The County and constructor will jointly document the condition of the existing roadside ditch and downstream cross culvert (review 
for sedimentation).  The Constructor/ owner shall be responsible to repair or clean ditches and / or culverts if an increase in 
sedimentation occurs.  
 
 
 
 
 
 

Identify any issues and recommendations with respect to the proposed location of buried kiosks and above-grade utility vaults 
 13



            

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Identify any issues and recommendations with respect to the proposed location of existing and proposed gas and electricity lines 
and connections 
 

All private utilities located within the municipal right of way will require municipal consent and approval.  Any buried cabling within 
the County Right-of-Way must be registered with Ontario One Call.   
 
 
 
 

Provide comment on the proposed project plans with respect to Building Code permits and licenses. 

A setback permit would be required from the County if any structures are located within 45 metres of the centreline of the road.   
 
 
 
 
 

Identify any issues and recommendations related to the identification of any significant natural features and water bodies within the 
municipality or territory. 
 

 
None noted.  Provided turbines are located in the appropriate spot there will be insignificant impact on agriculture and negligible 
environmental impacts.  Turbines locations shall avoid the 1:100 year floodplain. 
 
 
 
 
 

Identify any issues and recommendations related to the identification any archaeological resource or heritage resource. 
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Legend: TSD Township of South Dundas
SDG United Counties of Stormont Dundas and Glengarry 
TEC Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal
UCLG United Counties of Leeds and Grenville

Contact 
Name Agency Method Date Message Message 

Sender Attachments

Jack 
Sullivan

SDG Email 4/9/09

Good afternoon
 
Attached is a draft copy of the above mentioned OPA, please review it as soon as possible. 
If everyone is happy with it I will forward it to MMAH for preconsultation.
 
Thanks and have a nice holiday weekend.
 
Jack

OPA 8 
Draft.pdf

Jack 
Sullivan

SDG Email 4/13/09

Hello.

Thank you for sending this out.  We would like to add a small parcel of land to the project 
area, as we are currently working on some adjustments to the turbine placement.  This 
adjusted layout will ensure we can meet all guidelines for sound and setback, etc., but will 
not change the total turbine count or nameplate capacity.

Once I have the updated map with project area, I will provide the details for inclusion in 
the OPA.

Regards,
Cathy

Michael Otis SDG Email 04/15/09

Thanks Cathy:
 
Off hand it should not be a problem, particularly since the draft OPA has not been brought 
forward to a statutory public meeting. Also even when an OPA comes into effect, it is often 
possible to allow minor expansions to the boundary, without going through an OPA process 
provided the addition is small and the overall intent is still met. As soon as Jack Sullivan 
receives the adjusted boundary, he will amend the Schedule.
 
Michael

Michael Otis 
and Don 
Lewis

SDG, TSD Email 06/01/10

Hi Mike and Don,

It’s been awhile since Prowind staff have met with your respective offices and we’d like to 
meet again to provide some updates on our proposed South Branch Wind Farm. This 
project is now the combination of our previously proposed Brinston Wind Farm, Boundary 
Wind Farm, and South Branch Wind Farm.

As you may be aware, Prowind was recently awarded a 30 MW FIT contract for the project. 
This has renewed development activity at the site and we would like to re-engage both 
municipal tiers at this early stage.

June 15, 16, and 17 are best for us. Is there at time during one of those days that work 
for both of you?

Some of the topics we’d like to discuss are:

·         The new process under the Green Energy Act and Prowind’s proposed approach
·         General project update and status
·         Emergency response resources and typical approach at wind farms
·         Potential road allowance usage agreement
·         New building permits near the project
·         General discussion of water crossings, road entrances, etc

We are flexible on time of day, scope of the meeting, and municipal staff members in 
attendance.

Best Regards,

Juan  

Juan 
Anderson

Michael Otis SDG Email 06/02/10

Thanks Juan:

I’m available any of those dates at say 10:30 AM. There’s a remote possibility that I may 
be called as a witness at an OMB hearing on the 16th so the 15th or 17th is preferred. I 
would also like to discuss two other issues that have came up in the past with regard to 
the original wind farm proposal. The first is the issue of what ProWind is doing to ensure 
minimum disruption of agricultural operations on the site. Cathy Weston had provided us 
with your policy on this matter but does the expansion of the site from 10 to 30 MW 
present a problem in this regard? The second issue as you are probably aware is the 
extensive area on the site in the 1:100 Year Flood which was of concern to several 
agencies and as a result Prowind had agreed to avoid the floodplain area. Hopefully, this is 
still the case even with the introduction of more turbines on the site.

Thanks you very much for asking for the meeting. I was impressed in the past with the 
degree of cooperation and discussion you company has provided to the Township and 
County.

Michael,

Township of South Dundas and United Counties of Stormont, Dundas and Glengarry
South Branch Wind Farm
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Contact 
Name Agency Method Date Message Message 

Sender Attachments

Don Lewis TSD Email 06/02/10

Juan :
 
The undersigned has kept June 15 or the 17 open as well for proposed meeting.
Please indicate what date works best and I would be willing to host at Municipal office.
Thanks
 
Don Lewis

Michael Otis SDG Email 06/02/10

Juan:
 
I have also asked Ben De Haan, our County Engineer to attend. Ben is responsible for our 
County Roads.
 
Thanks,
Michael

Michael 
Otis, Don 
Lewis, Ben 
De Haan

TSD, SDG Email 06/04/10

Hi All,
 
Thanks for your quick responses. I’ve spoken with our team and it sounds like the 17th at 
10:30 AM as suggested best suits us as well. Meeting in Williamsburg will also work well.
 
In response to your questions Michael, the 30 MW project we are proposing is the 
combination of 3 previously separate 10 MW projects. So we continue to be able to work 
around the floodplain. Consultation with the South Nation Conservation Authority suggests 
that access roads and buried cabling would be permitted in the floodplain provided they do 
not alter drainage patterns, the work is done outside of periods where flooding is typically 
expected, and the appropriate permits are secured.
 
I look forward to our meeting.
 
Best Regards,
Juan

Michael 
Otis, Don 
Lewis, Ben 
De Haan

TSD, SDG Email 06/04/10

Thanks Juan:
 
I assume that Don Lewis is still willing to host the meeting. Did you also invite someone 
from South Nation CA to attend the meeting?.
 
Michael

Michael Otis

Michael 
Otis, Don 
Lewis, Ben 
De Haan

TSD, SDG Email 06/04/10

Hi Michael and Don,
 
We haven’t got a final response from them yet. It sounds like the 15th or 16th are better 
days for them. It would be great to meet all together but we are able to meet them 
separately also. We expect to hear back on Monday.
 
We’ve also found it useful in the past to have the Fire Chief attend these meetings for a 
high level discussion of emergency response at a wind project. Is this something that 
would work Don?
 
On a separate note, I’m currently preparing some preliminary turbine layouts, cable 
routes, and road access routes. I hope to be able to share some visual material on these 
with you in advance of our meeting to aid discussions. 
 
Best Regards,
Juan

Michael 
Otis, Don 
Lewis, Ben 
De Haan

TSD, SDG Email 06/04/10

Juan-the 15th is definitely out for me and Ben as a department Head meeting has been 
called for that day. I assume that I won’t be summonsed as a witness on the 16th.
 
Thanks,
Michael

Michael 
Otis, Don 
Lewis, Ben 
De Haan

TSD, SDG Email 06/04/10

Hi Michael,
 
We plan to meet the South Nation Conservation Authority separately if they cannot attend 
our meeting on the 17th at 10 AM. Sorry for any confusion by the wording in my last 
email.
 
Best Regards,
Juan

Michael 
Otis, Don 
Lewis, Ben 
De Haan

TSD, SDG Email 06/08/10

Hello Guys :
 
Just wanted to let you know that I have booked our Council chambers for meeting :
 
Date :  June 17 2010
Time :  10:30 A.M.
Location :  South Dundas Twsp Office    
                    4296 County Road #31 Williamsburg , On
 
TKS
 
Don Lewis
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Jason 
Vezina

TSD Email 06/30/10

Hi Juan;
I listened to your voice mail message, I am currently out of the office but I will return on 
Friday.  Our permit fees for this type of project are based on overall construction value.  I 
understand there is a value for each tower, but is that value broken down i.e. an amount 
for the foundation and structure, an amount for the turbine and associated electrical 
components?  We would only be interested in the foundation and structure for each turbine 
so whatever value is given to those components is what we would charge a permit fee 
against.  I’ll give you a call back on Friday to discuss this.
Jason

Don Lewis, 
Brenda 
Brunt

TSD Email 01/04/11

Hello Mr. Lewis, 

Prowind has put together a first draft of the South Branch Wind Farm Renewable Energy 
Approval (REA) for your review. We are giving this you in advance of the public so any 
major concerns can be addressed beforehand. 

I have attached an introductory letter and a Municipal Consultation Form. This form is to 
be completed by someone at the Township and returned to us once you are satisfied with 
the report. There is further explanation in the letter and any other questions, please don’t 
hesitate to give me a call. 

We have decided to only provide an electronic copy of the REA at this stage of review, but 
if you’d like a hard copy, we can provide one. The REA can be found on our FTP server and 
can is accessible with the below information.

We also plan to circulate the REA to the Township of South Dundas staff and council, 
United Counties of Stormont, Dundas and Glengarry staff, United Counties of Leeds and 
Grenville staff, and Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal staff and council. Municipal 
consultation forms will only go to municipal staff of the four municipalities. 

If you have any questions or have trouble accessing the REA on the FTP server, please let 
me know. 

I hope you had a great holiday. Welcome back!

Take care, 
Rochelle Rumney

Don Lewis TSD Email 01/06/11

Hello Rochelle :
 
Would it be possible to have at least one hard copy of the entire proposal.
It will aid in obtaining information during circulation to other internal departments such as 
Public Works.
 
Thanks
 
Don Lewis

Don Lewis TSD Email 01/06/11

Hi Don, 

Of course. We can drop that off to you tomorrow. Are you located at 4296 Bank St. in 
Williamsburg? 

Rochelle

Don Lewis TSD Email 01/06/11
Wow that is fast , yes we are located at 4296 County Road 331 in Williamsburg.
Thanks
Don

Michael Otis SDG Email 02/14/11

Hi Michael, 

I was just writing to see how your review of the South Branch REA is coming along. We 
sent the reports over to you (via ftp) in early January and I just wanted to check in.

I also wanted to let you know that I will be in the area Feb 28-Mar 2 and wondered if you 
were interested in meeting with us (Cathy Weston and myself) to discuss your review so 
far and address any questions or concerns. Even if there isn’t much to discuss regarding 
the REA review at this point, it’d be nice to meet with you to discuss timelines, etc.  If you 
have the time and think it’s worth while at this point, let me know and we’ll set something 
up. 

We can always set up a meeting at a later date if you think that would be better. 

Thanks,
Rochelle

Michael Otis SDG Email 02/14/11

Thanks Rochelle. As you are probably aware, we were involved in the review of the 
individual northern site, prior the REA process and Fit approvals when an OPA application 
was filed. I believe Prowind has already addressed previous concerns such as the extensive 
floodplain on the northern site and siting turbines to be sensitive to agricultural operations. 
I’m generally OK Feb 28 and March 1st but not March 2nd. I think it would be beneficial 
also to have Don Lewis from South Dundas as well as Ben De Haan our County Engineer at 
the meeting. I can see if they are available on Feb 28/March 1st. In terms of meeting 
location, we could meet at either the Township of South Dundas offices, if available  or at 
the County Building.
 
Michael,
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Michael 
Otis, Don 
Lewis

SDG, TSD Email 02/14/11

Hi Michael, 

I’m glad to hear that we’ve addressed most of the County’s concerns in our new project 
plan, that should make the rest of the process quite simple.

I have emailed Don Lewis as well to try and set up a meeting and if we could all meet 
together that would certainly be beneficial for us.  It doesn’t particularly matter to me 
where me meet, so I’ll let you determine what is easiest for everyone there. At this point, 
either day will work for me as well.  

I’ve cced Don Lewis on this email to consolidate the two meeting invitations. 

Thanks for your reply. See you soon.

Rochelle
Michael 
Otis, Don 
Lewis, Ben 
De Haan

SDG, TSD Email 02/14/11

Thanks Rochelle. Ben De Haan, our County Engineer may still have some comments on the 
impact on the County Road system.
 
Michael

Steven 
Byvelds, 
Don Lewis, 
Michael Otis

SDG, TSD Email 02/18/11

Hi Mayor Byvelds, 

I’ve been talking to the County planner, Michael Otis and Township planner, Don Lewis to 
arrange a meeting to discuss the South Branch Wind Farm. They’ve been reviewing the 
draft Renewable Energy Approval reports and we’ll go over any questions, comments, next 
steps, etc. We’re hoping to meet sometime on Feb 28th or Mar 1st. Exact times and 
locations have yet to be established.

I wanted to extend the invitation to you as well, to update you on the project and discuss 
timelines and public opinion on the project. Since your election in the fall, we haven’t met 
in an official capacity regarding the wind project and I think it’s important that we do. If 
you aren’t able to make it on those dates, it would be great to sit down over coffee or 
lunch and chat about the project. Things are moving quickly and we want to make sure 
you and your Council are involved and up to date.

Please let me know if this timing will work for you or if you have something else in mind. It 
will be great to meet you. 

Take care, 

Rochelle Rumney

Steven 
Byvelds, 
Don Lewis, 
Michael Otis

SDG, TSD Email 02/18/11

Rochelle
 
Thanks for the email.  I will be away for both dates.  I would be happy to meet with you.  
Suggest some times and we can go from there.
 
Steven

Michael Otis SDG, TSD Email 02/18/11

Rochelle:
 
Our County Engineer is not available those dates. I would suggest you may want to touch 
base with Ben De Haan at  613-932-1515x262 or bdehaan@sdgcounties.ca. He may have 
some comments on access to County Roads, load limits, drainage, etc. I believe Ben is 
away until February 24th.
 
Thanks,
Michael,

Michael 
Otis, Ben De 
Haan

SDG Email 02/18/11

Thanks Michael. I’ll touch base with him and we can discuss those issues at a later date. 

Are you still interested in meeting with us, even if Ben is not available at that time? 

I also haven’t heard from Don Lewis. Have you been able to talk to him about this 
meeting?

Thanks, 
Rochelle

Michael Otis SDG Email 02/18/11

Rochelle.
 
We can still meet. I would suggest the meeting be at the South Dundas offices as the 
Mayor may also be present. No I haven’t heard from don but could forward him the 
original email.
Enjoy your weekend.
 
Michael

Michael Otis SDG Email 02/18/11

Rochelle. Just phoned Don Lewis. Looks like he is off until next Tuesday but I suggested he 
arrange the meeting at the South Dundas office either of those dates in the AM.
 
Michael
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Hugh 
Garlough, 
Steven 
Byvelds, 
Michael 
Otis, Ben De 
Haan, Debra 
McKinstry, 
Michael 
Wildman

SDG, TSD Email 02/22/11

Hello All :
 
Please see a couple of dates for informal meeting to be held at South Dundas Twsp 
Municipal Office to discuss  proposed wind turbine project.
 
DATE :     March 07 2011   or   March 08 2011
 
TIME :  10:00 am
 
LOCATION :  South Dundas Twsp  Office
 
Please indicate date(s) that your schedule permits attendance
 
Thank You
 
Don Lewis
South Dundas Twsp.

Don Lewis

Don Lewis TSD Email 02/22/11

Hi Don,

Thanks for your help in setting this meeting up – it will be good to refresh everyone on the 
project status.  Either of your proposed dates works well for me – unfortunately Rochelle 
won’t be able to attend, but I think we’ll be ok with just me from Prowind.

Please keep me posted as to when a date is finalized.

Cathy

Cathy Weston

Don Lewis TSD Email 03/14/11

Hi Don,

Further to our meeting last week, I have made up a new map showing the project area, 
along with woodlands, waterways, and drainage, and I believe this is what you were 
seeking in order to assist in the project review.  Please review the attached and let me 
know if this is the right amount of detail for you.  If there are additional details that you 
need, please let me know as it is relatively easy to adjust.

In total there are 7 maps that will need to be printed.  The cost for each set is $160.  I will 
provide a set for each of the three offices,  but since the cost is somewhat high, I’d rather 
not print three sets for your office until we’ve confirmed that they present the right details 
and that 3 copies of all maps are indeed required.

Thanks,
Cathy

Cathy Weston

South_branch
_Layout_Featu
res_2011-03-
11.pdf

Don Lewis, 
Hugh 
Garlough, 
Steven 
Byvelds, 
Michael 
Otis, Ben De 
Haan, Debra 
McKinstry, 
Michael 
Wildman

SDG, 
TSD, TEC

Email 05/31/11

Hello,

I have attached our current update newsletter for the South Branch Wind Farm.  I hope 
you find this helpful in case you are facing questions about the project status.  I will be 
distributing these to the communities neighbouring the project area later today.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Regards,
Cathy

Cathy Weston
Newsletter_Ma
y2011_web.pd
f

Don Lewis, 
Steven 
Byvelds, 
Ben De 
Haan, Hugh 
Garlough, 
Michael Otis

SDG, TSD Email 07/13/11

Hello all,

I hope you’re enjoying the summer.

It’s been a few months since we last met to discuss status and next steps for the Brinston 
wind farm project.  I’d like to know if you have any feedback after having reviewed our 
initial Draft REA package, and whether you’d be available for a meeting in the next few 
weeks to catch up on status and allow me to provide some updated project details.

We are preparing for a release of the updated draft REA reports to the public, hopefully 
before the end of August, and I’d like an opportunity to incorporate any feedback from this 
group before reports are widely posted.

Thanks in advance,
Cathy

Cathy Weston
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Don Lewis, 
Steven 
Byvelds, 
Ben De 
Haan, Hugh 
Garlough, 
Michael Otis

SDG, TSD Email 07/20/11

Hello again,

Having received only one response, my assumption is that you’re all pretty busy, either 
working hard or enjoying the summer.   Either way, I’d still like to arrange for an update 
meeting, even by conference call if possible.

Can you make time in your calendars for a short meeting either early next week (July 25-
26), or the second week of August (Aug 8-12)?  I suspect that we’d only need a half-hour 
or so for me to review project updates and respond to your questions and comments.  

In any event, I’ll provide a summary of our updates to the project by email before the end 
of next week – my aim is to have updated REA reports before the end of July that will be 
distributed to our municipal and govt reviewers.

I want to make sure we give you a chance to provide feedback on the updated project 
pans before we moving ahead with public release of project detail (expected in late 
August).  

Thank you in advance,
Cathy  

Michael Otis SDG Email 07/21/11

Hi Cathy:

July 25/26 is not good. We have a Scheduled OMB Hearing for August 11 but we are trying 
to get an adjournment for it an disf so, I would be available August 9, 10 or 11 .

Thanks,

Michael  

Don Lewis, 
Steven 
Byvelds, 
Ben De 
Haan, Hugh 
Garlough, 
Michael Otis

SDG, TSD Email 07/21/11

Thanks for your feedback.  Can we plan for August 9th (Tuesday) at 10am?  I can travel to 
you, or could provide a conference line if it’s easier for all paties.

I’ll plan to get you an emailed summary a week in advance.

Does this work?

Thanks in advance,
Cathy

Cathy Weston

Steven 
Byvelds

TSD Email 07/22/11

I will be away for holidays but I think you can go ahead with your meeting and I will get 
the info from staff.

Steven

Michael Otis SDG Email 07/22/11

Thanks Cathy. Unless the OMB agrees to adjourn the Hearing scheduled for August 11th, I 
will be busy preparing for the Hearing. If the Hearing is not adjourned, I would suggest 
you go ahead with the meeting without me and you can always touch base with me after 
April 11.

Thanks,

Michael

Don Lewis, 
Steven 
Byvelds, 
Ben De 
Haan, Hugh 
Garlough, 
Michael 
Otis, Jack 
Sullivan

SDG, TSD Email 08/09/11

Here is a rough agenda for today’s meeting:

1.  Updates to REA since January
2.  Project timeline
3.  Feedback on REA
4.  Municipal consultation form
5.  Feedback and comments received from the community

I have attached an estimated project timeline for your reference during today’s call.

Regards,
Cathy 

Cathy Weston

Michael Otis SDG Email 08/09/11

Thanks Cathy. The OMB Hearing was not adjourned for this Thursday so Jack Sullivan and 
I will be meeting today with our Solicitor.
 
Michael,

Don Lewis, 
Steven 
Byvelds, 
Ben De 
Haan, Hugh 
Garlough, 
Michael 
Otis, Jack 
Sullivan

SDG, TSD Email 08/09/11

Thanks Michael.  I’ll provide a written summary of the discussion.  Please make sure you 
let me know if you have any questions or feedback on the most recent version of the REA 
(or our highlighted updates to the design).

Cathy  

Cathy Weston

Michael Otis SDG Email 08/09/11

Thanks Cathy. I will let you know if I have any comments but if your most recent version 
of REA is basically the same as before, I shouldn’t.

Michael
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Don Lewis, 
Steven 
Byvelds, 
Ben De 
Haan, Hugh 
Garlough, 
Michael 
Otis, Jack 
Sullivan

SDG, TSD Email 08/09/11

Hello,

Here are my notes from today’s call.  Please let me know if you’ve got questions or 
concerns.

I’ve also attached the updated Municipal Consultation form here for your ease of reference.

Cathy 

Cathy Weston

TSD_SDG_Sou
thBranch_<im
ute_2011-08-
09.docx, 
South Branch 
Wind Farm 
Municipal 
Consultation 
Form.pdf

Ben De 
Haan

SDG Email 08/09/11

Hi Ben,

Here is the municipal consultation form. I took a few minutes to update our address and a 
few other small items, but it is generally unchanged from the previous version.

Thanks again for the call today.

Take care,
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

Ben De 
Haan

SDG Email 08/09/11 Would I be able to get a Word copy of this form? 

Ben De 
Haan

SDG Email 08/09/11

Hi Ben,

Unfortunately no. We only received a pdf from the province and I had to download a newer 
version of adobe acrobat in order to manipulate it. Adobe Acrobat 9 Pro works, if you 
happen to have it.  

Otherwise, an older version of adobe reader can write in the blanks with the “typewriter” 
tool, or can fill it out by hand if you like.

Another option is to create a separate document, in word for example, and just reference 
the section #s and attach it to the form.

I have been frustrated with this form several times as well, so I’m sorry for the hassle.

However you manage to do it will be fine as long as the information is there and clearly 
identified with its appropriate section.

Thanks Ben,
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

Ben De 
Haan

SDG Email 08/09/11

Rochelle and Cathy

 

Attached is a copy of the completed REA Consultation form. 

Ben De 
Haan

SDG Email 10/20/11

Hi Ben,

I hope you had a good summer.

We recently had a public meeting for the South Branch Wind Farm and one of the people I 
spoke with for a fair amount of time was Mark Simzer at 10180 Glen Stewart Rd. He 
indicated that there are currently no utility poles in front of his house (as he is at the end 
of the line) and he would very much prefer to keep it that way. He asked if we would be 
able to bury our cables until we reached the first pole on the side of road. I told him that 
our preference is also to bury the cables in the road allowance up to this location as it is 
relatively close to where we come off of private land. I told him that we previously 
discussed burying cables in the road allowance with you and that the County’s general 
preference was to have our cables on poles to the greatest extent possible.

Given Mark’s request and the relatively short distance (under ~600 m) of buried cable that 
it would entail, is there any chance you’d be in a position to agree to this?

I’ve attached a google earth file showing the section of road allowance in question. We are 
flexible on using either side of the road.

Best regards,

Juan

Juan 
Anderson

Ben De 
Haan

SDG Email 11/03/11

Juan,
 
Firstly, I’m not purposely ignoring your e-mails and phone calls – just extremely busy this 
time of year with the wrap up of summer projects and prep for winter season
 
The location you mention below has poor/ deficient ditching; therefore we anticipate we 
will be ditching in this area in the near future in order to improve drainage.  Although I can 
appreciate that Mr. Simzer’s request – our preference is to have the wires on utility poles 
as it makes our  roadside maintenance that much easier and less expensive when we work 
around poles as compared to dealing with buried utilities.
 
Simply stated, unfortunately our answer is no, please maintain your design on utility poles. 
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Don Lewis TSD Email 01/16/12

Hi Don,

Great chatting with you today and thanks for returning my call so quickly. 

As discussed, I am concerned about the timing on the Drainage Act approvals.

On my end, I will have a culvert identification map for you this week which will illustrate 
the crossings from public roads to the turbine access roads.  I will also start the process of 
identifying the haul routes, but this will likely take some time. So, if we can start 
discussions on the crossing first with haul route info pending, it would be much 
appreciated.

Also, contact information from you for Hugh Garlow and Ben Dehon (SP?) would be terrific.

Finally, please forward the document with drain classifications you referenced that was 
sent to Prowind some time ago.  I will coordinate this going forward.

Thanks and best regards,

Jeff

Jeff Segal

Don Lewis TSD Email 01/16/12

Hi Jeff,

Contacts for Hugh and Ben are below:

Benjamin De Haan: b_dehaan@sdgcounties.ca
P:613-932-1515

Hugh Garlough: hgarlough@southdundas.com

Best regards,
Juan

Don Lewis TSD Email 01/16/12

Hello All :

I am pleased to see that you have all of our Twsp  and local County SD&G road contacts.

Contact Edwardsburgh / Cardinal Twsp for Municipal  contacts and County Roads Dept 
Leeds & Grenville

I will have the drainage layer electronically sent  to you for your perusal.

Thanks

Don Lewis

Steven 
Byvelds, 
Mayor

TSD Email 01/17/12

Juan

Council will discuss tonight our position on the South Branch project.  As you are aware, 
the SB Opposition group came to Council in December asking for us to oppose the project.  
Council has now had time to investigate the issues and concerns including attending the 
meeting last Tuesday which in my opinion went well and your company did a good job of 
answering questions.

My overall research still points to me supporting the project at the stage it is at.  However, 
I have 2 concerns.  My research has lead me to the topic of unfiltered electricity that 
comes from the turbines going to the substation.  In my discussion with a person I know 
and has had experience, this becomes an issue if the lines are strung with the existing 
lines.  It appears your project will have such lines from the Byker site to Brinston at the 
insistence of the Counties and Township.  I would like to know if you would be willing to 
work with us again to come up with a solution by burying the lines to the substation as 
you have done with the rest of the project?  I also believe that it would be best to find a 
route around Brinston to save in dealing with the roads.  The other concern  I have is the 
location of towers 9 & 15.  These, in my opinion, are the ones that the community of 
Brinston would have the largest concerns.  I know from your point of view these, being 
closest to the substation, may be the most profitable.  However, I would have preferred a 
larger distance from the hamlet then you and the Province have allowed.

I know this is short notice but I would appreciate your thoughts today.  Thanks.
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Steven 
Byvelds, 
Mayor

TSD Email 01/17/12

Thanks for your message Steve,

I need to discuss these requests with the rest of our team. They have been in scheduled 
meetings with the MNR for a good chunk of the day and we haven’t had a chance to do the 
background work required to answer properly.

We regret that we can’t give you any definite answers in advance of your meeting today 
and we will investigate these matters in the near term. Please feel free to contact me 
directly if need be.

We are also interested to learn more about your specific concern about un-filtered 
electricity. Is there any way for you to share your research on this topic?

Best regards,

Juan

Juan 
Anderson

Steven 
Byvelds, 
Mayor

TSD Email 01/18/12 http://www.electricalpollution.com/windturbines.html

Don Lewis TSD Email 01/18/12

Hi Don - please find attached a culvert map for your review and comment regarding drain 
classification.  Potential culvert locations have been identified with a letter designation.
 
Also, please forward the drainage layer info you mentioned in your email of Monday.
 
For clarity, note that culvert ID "C" only requires a culvert on the south side of the road.  
We only have electrical cabling from the northern turbines here.
 
Finally, will we require any culverts along Byker Rd.?
 
Please advise.
 
Thanks,
Jeff

Jeff Segal

South_Branch
_Culvert_map
_2012_01_18.
pdf

TSD Email 02/01/12

Steven 
Byvelds, 
Mayor

TSD Email 02/01/12

Juan

If you and your President are interested, I would like to meet with you to discuss this 
project.  As you may be aware, Council has backed the project.  I think it would be a good 
idea to discuss a few concerns.  Thanks.

Hi Don and Hugh,

I hope winter is treating you both well so far.

In response to concerns about ice throw/shedding from the proposed turbines near Byker 
Rd we have commissioned a specialized consultant to do a detailed analysis. The full report 
has been completed and is attached. The report was based on several conservative 
assumptions about the conditions along Byker Rd. A summary of the assumptions and 
results are below:

·         1000 releases of 1 kg ice fragments per year per turbine
·         Traffic volume of 100 vehicles per day on the no-winter-maintenance section of 
Byker Rd - this was selected to account for potential future expansion of the road as we 
discussed
·         Road width of 8 m -  this was also selected to account for future expansion of the 
no-winter-maintenance section of the road
·         Average vehicle speed of 15 m/s (54 km/h)

With respect to the likelihood of an ice-to-vehicle impact the following probability is 
presented in the report:

“the annual likelihood of an ice-vehicle impact is 0.0013, i.e., one impact every 785 years. 
In a similar manner, the annual likelihood of vehicle impact with the turbine stationary 
during any icing events reduces to 0.0010, or one impact every 985 years.”

The latter number corresponds to a stationary turbine when mitigation measures are 
enacted. We hope this satisfactorily addresses the risk from your perspective.

Based on the full scope of the report we have updated the Ice Accumulation and Discharge 
section of the Design and Operation report. The updated text is copied below. We will be 
making the attached report available to the public later this week but wanted to give you 
an opportunity to view it in advance. If you have any questions or comments please feel to 
contact us as usual.

Best regards,

Juan

Don Lewis, 
Hugh 
Garlough, 
Steven 
Byvelds

Juan 
Anderson
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Steven 
Byvelds, 
Mayor

TSD Email 02/02/12

Hi Steven,

Are you available for a call with Jeff (our President) and I this afternoon? 2 PM works best 
for us.

We’d like to discuss your concerns, provide an update on your recent requests, and 
express our gratitude for council’s support.

Best regards,

Juan 

Juan 
Anderson

Don Lewis TSD Email 02/13/12

Hello Juan :

Is it possible to e-mail a copy of the aforementioned form. [Municipal Consultation Form]

Don Lewis TSD Email 02/17/12

Hi Don - following up with you regarding commencement of the Drainage Act process as it 
relates to culverts and the preliminary haul route.
 
I have attached two files: a culvert map and a preliminary haul route.  These files are 
'work in progress' and preliminary.  Please do not distribute beyond staff who need to 
review for the purpose of the Drainage Act process.
 
I have not yet received the electronic drainage layer you had mentioned in your email of 
Jan 16.   Can you please forward at your earliest convenience.
 
I'd like to schedule a conference call with you and your team to review the attached files 
and discuss 'next steps' as well as the relevant staff that we should be engaging at this 
point.  Can we schedule Monday, Feb. 27 at 10:00?
 
Thanks and best regards,
Jeff

TSD Email 02/21/12
Juan 
Anderson

Power Quality 
of Enercon 
Wind Energy 
Converters.pdf
, 2011-08-
01_South 
Branch Wind 
Farm Municipal 
Consultation 
Form_templat
e.pdf

Hello Steven,

Thanks for taking the time to discuss your requests with us on Feb 3rd. During our call we 
mentioned that we had scheduled a meeting with the Ministry of the Environment (MOE) to 
discuss your requests in regard to the level of flexibility we have at this stage of the 
Renewable Energy Approval (REA) process. The meeting was postponed by a week and we 
were able to meet with Ministry staff in person last week.

The MOE’s feedback on the implications of the requests were similar to what Prowind 
expected and what we discussed during our call. Moving proposed turbines, proposed 
cable routes, or proposed cable installation methods at this stage of the process would 
require additional public meetings after any report updates and field work would be 
completed. This would mean a multi-month delay in the REA process, which dramatically 
increases the risk that we will miss our required Commercial Operation Date of January 
2014 and be subject to heavy penalties. On our present timelines we anticipate being quite 
close this deadline.

As we discussed during our call, Turbines 9 and 15 have been located in a manner that 
maximizes setback distances while adhering to noise regulations. Turbine 9 is constrained 
from moving further north by a 250 m minimum setback from the high voltage 
transmission lines in the area. Turbine 15 is constrained from moving significantly further 
from Brinston by sound regulations and minimum setbacks from residences on Bell Rd. 
Given the effort made to maximize the setback in the existing layout and the limited 
flexibility to move the turbines further from Brinston, we are regrettably unable to justify 
the considerable delay that would result from making a minor turbine position change this 
late in the planning process.

With respect to moving and/or burying the cables along Gilmour Rd we are similarly 
unable to sustain the delay in the REA process for securing additional land (for moved 
cables), doing additional field studies (for moved cables), and holding additional public 
meetings (for either scenario). We also regret that we cannot accommodate this request so 
late in the planning process.

To help address your concerns about ‘unfiltered electricity’ and a potential issue at a wind 
energy site in Ontario, we directly contacted the turbine manufacturer at that site for an 
explanation. We have attached the manufacturer’s response for your reference. Our 
understanding is that there is no systematic interference issue associated with sharing 
poles with Hydro One under the modern Ontario Electrical Safety Code.

With respect to the Municipal Consultation Form that was also discussed on our Feb 3rd 
call, the MOE has indicated that this is not essential for REA approval, although it is the 
best way for municipalities to document their concerns in the public record. We sent 
another copy of the form to Don Lewis last week at his request. We'd prefer to have the 
consultation form from the Township before submission to the MOE and would appreciate 
the Township staff’s time in completing it before the end of next week (Feb. 24). For 
clarity, we are providing this to you at this time to keep you informed, not as a means to 
“go over his head”. Please don't hesitate to contact myself or Jeff Segal should the 
Township require assistance in completing the form or have any questions.

Best regards,

Juan

Steven 
Byvelds, 
Mayor
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Contact 
Name Agency Method Date Message Message 

Sender Attachments

Michael 
Wildman

TEC Email 02/21/12

Hi Michael,

Further to my voice mail of last week, I'd like a few minutes of your time
to touch base on the South Branch project.  In particular, I'd like to
hear your feedback with respect to the municipal consultation form that
Prowind would like to submit to the MOE as part of our REA work.

You can reach me anytime on my cell:  (416) 951-7238.  Alternatively, if
you provide a day and time I can call you.

Thanks and best regards,
Jeff

Jeff Segal

Steven 
Byvelds, 
Mayor

TSD Email 02/23/12

Juan

Thanks for your response.  I do agree that it is too late to change things and I will not 
force the issue.

As for your need for a Township response, if you have no response by the time you need it, 
please let me know and I will do what is required.

Thanks again and please keep me in the loop.
Michael 
Wildman

TEC Email 02/25/12
Please contact Debra McKinstry who handles our Planning related matters at
613-658-3055.

Steven 
Byvelds, 
Don Lewis

TSD Email 03/13/12

Gentlemen,

Prowind would like to submit our South Branch REA next week.  Your comments and 
feedback are an important part of the approvals process and we’d like to ensure they are 
included for review by the MOE.

Will you be able to return the Municipal Consultation Form by the end of this week?  

Thanks,

Jeff

Jeff Segal

Don Lewis TSD Email 03/13/12

March 13 2012

All :

The undersigned has requested Hugh Garlough Public Works to make on site field visits 
this week for proposed turbine locations.

Our neighbouring Municipality (Edwardsburgh/Cardinal) staff has requested a joint 
meeting to complete the Municipal questionnaires.

If additional information is required , the undersigned will duly request same.

Thank you for your patience in this matter.

Don Lewis
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United Counties of Stormont,  
Dundas & Glengarry (UCSDG) 
 
Michael Otis 
County Planner 
 

Tuesday, April 29, 2008 
 
 
Jack Sullivan 
GIS/Planning Technician 
 

 A new official plan has been created (2006).  However, there has been 
increasing interest in the subject of alternative energy development. UCSDG 
welcomes renewable energy projects, but wants to see studies first. 

 Under the official plan, each application will be looked at on a case‐by‐case 
basis.  A site‐specific amendment is also required for the official plan, and can 
be handled simultaneously with the site‐specific zoning amendment. 

 The townships where the project would be established needs to be 
contacted.  Their decision impacts the final decision of the County in their 
amendment of the official plan.   

 Mr. Otis indicated that there would be very basic standards within the official 
plan if approved.  For example, height related setback standards.   

 Currently five of the townships within UCSDG are preparing comprehensive 
zoning by‐laws. 

 The zoning by‐law committee meets bi‐weekly, and is an opportunity to 
present the projects and requests to the members. 

 Prowind may also present their proposal to the County Council so that they 
may have a better understanding of this industry.  The County Council meets 
every third Monday of each month.  In order to attend, it is advised that 
Prowind send a letter approximately 3 weeks in advance to Mr. Otis or Mr. 
Sullivan indicating our desire to make a delegation appearance (about 10‐15 
minutes). 

 The amendment of the official plan can take 3 to 6 months.   The plan is 
reviewed twice by the relevant provincial Ministries (Municipal Affairs). 

 Mr. Otis clarified that he does not make the final decision to amend the 
official plan.  He only recommends it and assists in the final decision. 

 The first step in the amendment process is to present the situation to the 
township and submit applications for zoning amendment and official plan 
amendment at the same time.  

26



	  

Minutes of Meeting 1 

Minutes of Meeting 
 

Date:   Friday, November 14, 2008 

Time:   10:30 a.m. (EST) 

Location: Office of the Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing (Kingston, Ontario) 

Participants:   

• Sandra Mancini, Mathieu Leblanc, and Jennifer Boyer of South Nation Conservation Authority 
• Donald Lewis of South Dundas Township 
• Calvin Pol of North Dundas Township 
• Michael Otis of the United Counties of Stormont, Dundas & Glengarry 
• John Henderson and Margo Watson of Fotenn Consultants 
• Dan Ethier and Mike Elms of the Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing 
• Bart Geleynse, Cathy Weston and Amy Brauneisen of Prowind Canada 

 

Introduction 

All participants introduced themselves and which organization they are affiliated with.   Bart Geleynse of 
Prowind Canada introduced the company and provided a background of Prowind.   

Details were provided regarding the Ontario Power Authority and the new program rules that are currently 
under development. 

The projects located in the United Counties of Stormont, Dundas & Glengarry (“SD&G”) were also 
described in-depth.  Mr. Geleynse emphasized the importance of the South Branch Windfarm located in 
South Dundas Township.  Reasoning for its significance is the power sale contract offered by the Ontario 
Power Authority.   

Details with respect to Prowind’s community involvement were presented, such as payments to local 
communities and landowners, property taxes, and annual community funding. 

Cathy Weston of Prowind Canada discussed the environmental assessment (“EA”) process and provided 
a background of significant matters requiring consideration and studies.  

 

Official Plan and Zoning By-law Procedures and Amendments 

Michael Otis of SD&G commented on his dissatisfaction with the justifications given in the Planning 
Rationale Report on the broad area of development.  Mr. Otis wanted more information and clarification as 
to the extent of Prowind’s intentions.  Is Prowind planning to fill the whole area with windfarms, is it merely 
to secure those lands, is it to avoid submitting future amendment applications should a new project be 
negotiated?  The County wishes to receive a justification report that meets their needs.  Mr. Otis did 
acknowledge Prowind submitted an application based on his initial recommendations, but advised that he 
should have consulted with the Township Planners Don Lewis and Calvin Pol prior to his advice.  Mr. Otis 
suggested that Prowind create a separate Official Plan Amendment Application and Planning Rationale 
Report for each project.  The Zoning By-law Amendment Application can combine the projects located 
within the pertinent township, but the application at the County level will be site specific.  (Referenced s. 9 
and Table 9 of the Official Plan).  Prowind may face opposition to a swath of lands, originally proposed in 
the application, and opposition will delay the process for all five projects located within SD&G.  Mr. Pol 
commented that zoning amendments would be hard to argue once the Official Plan amendments are in 
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Minutes of Meeting 2 

place.  It was advised that Mr. Otis would review the Official Plan while Mr. Lewis and Mr. Pol review and 
comment on the application.  Mr. Otis will then notify Prowind/Fotenn of the requirements to complete the 
application. 

Mr. Otis stated the County circulates the Official Plan Amendment application to the Ministry of Municipal 
Affairs and Housing (“MMAH”) and the Township(s) staff for review once the County is satisfied with its 
content.  The township(s) staff will also be asked to hold the necessary public meeting. The purpose is to 
address issues before the application is presented to Council.  The application will be brought to Council 
once the County decides the matter is dealt with sufficiently and the application is satisfactory.  When 
Prowind holds the public meeting, it will need to present details of the EA in order to show the community 
that work is being done and that Prowind is able to answer questions or ease any fears.  The EA is also 
required in order to receive building permission. 

 

Agricultural Primary and Secondary Uses  

The definition of primary and secondary uses on agricultural lands with respect to wind turbines was 
debated.  It was concluded that the definition might vary by each agency’s interpretation, however, MMAH 
and Ontario Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs (OMAFRA) both recognize wind turbines as 
secondary uses.  Mr. Lewis and Mr. Pol wished to receive confirmation or proof that MMAH and OMAFRA 
regard turbines as a secondary use.  Fotenn will be supplying this information.  It was suggested that this 
confirmation of turbines as a secondary use be included in the Planning Rationale Report.   

 

Floodplain Zone 

The floodplain issue was discussed in detail.  South Nation Conservation Authority (“SNCA”) informed the 
table that a site plan is required and Prowind will need to produce the applicable studies if development is 
proposed within the floodplain.  SNCA has the authority to refuse building permission regardless if wind 
power development is accepted in the Official Plan.   SNCA also prefers that the Official Plan Amendment 
application be site-specific.  As it currently stands, there is to be no development in the floodplain, 
although there are always exceptions.  SNCA bases their decision on the 2005 Provincial Policy 
Statement (“PPS”), which states no development in a floodplain zone.   There is a 15 metre setback from 
the floodplain boundary.  Development can take place within the 15 metres as long as SNCA approves.  
Sandra Mancini of SNCA informed the table that her office is in possession of a GIS floodplain data layer, 
and is willing to work with Prowind on their mapping.  It was made known that despite there are 
exceptions to development within a floodplain, MMAH will not accept an application for a windfarm that is 
located within the floodplain.  Dan Ethier of MMAH referenced sections 1.8.2, 1.8.3, 3.1 and 3.2.1 of the 
PPS.  (See below) 

 

Conclusion 

Fotenn and Prowind thanked everyone for the opportunity to discuss the SD&G projects.   

Fotenn and Prowind will discuss the changes that need to be made and the next steps to be taken. 

Mr. Otis will notify Fotenn and Prowind what material or information will be required based on a site-
specific application.   

The windfarm projects shall not be located within the floodplain area. 

SNCA will provide Prowind a copy of the GIS date layer for the floodplain. 

Referenced Material 
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2005 Provincial Policy Statement 

1.8 ENERGY AND AIR QUALITY   
  
1.8.1 Planning authorities shall support energy efficiency and improved air quality through  
land use and development patterns which:  
  
a) promote compact form and a structure of nodes and corridors;   
b) promote the use of public transit and other alternative transportation modes in  

 and between residential, employment (including commercial, industrial and  
 institutional uses) and other areas where these exist or are to be developed;   

c) focus major employment, commercial and other travel-intensive land uses on  
 sites which are well served by public transit where this exists or is to be  
 developed, or designing these to facilitate the establishment of public transit in  
 the future;  

d) improve the mix of employment and housing uses to shorten commute journeys  
 and decrease transportation congestion; and  

e) promote design and orientation which maximize the use of alternative or  
 renewable energy, such as solar and wind energy, and the mitigating effects of  
 vegetation.  

  
1.8.2 Increased energy supply should be promoted by providing opportunities for energy  
generation facilities to accommodate current and projected needs, and the use of  
renewable energy systems and alternative energy systems, where feasible.  
  
1.8.3 Alternative energy systems and renewable energy systems shall be permitted in  
settlement areas, rural areas and prime agricultural areas in accordance with  
provincial and federal requirements.  In rural areas and prime agricultural areas, these  
systems should be designed and constructed to minimize impacts on agricultural  
operations.   
 

 

3.1       NATURAL HAZARDS    
  
3.1.1 Development shall generally be directed to areas outside of:  
  
a) hazardous lands adjacent to the shorelines of the Great Lakes - St. Lawrence  
 River System and large inland lakes which are impacted by flooding hazards,  
 erosion hazards and/or dynamic beach hazards;   
b) hazardous lands adjacent to river, stream and small inland lake systems which  
 are impacted by flooding hazards and/or erosion hazards; and   
c) hazardous sites.   
  
 
3.1.2  Development and site alteration shall not be permitted within:   
  
a)  the dynamic beach hazard;    
b)  defined portions of the one hundred year flood level along connecting channels  
 (the St. Mary's, St. Clair, Detroit, Niagara and St. Lawrence Rivers);   
c)  areas that would be rendered inaccessible to people and vehicles during times of  
 flooding hazards, erosion hazards and/or dynamic beach hazards, unless it has  
 been demonstrated that the site has safe access appropriate for the nature of the  
 development and the natural hazard; and  
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d)  a floodway regardless of whether the area of inundation contains high points of  
 land not subject to flooding.  
 

 

United Counties of Stormont Dundas and Glengarry Official Plan 

9.01 INTRODUCTION  
 
The County Plan is a document which provides policy direction for future growth and  
settlement in the County. The basis of the Plan also recognizes the impact the current  
settlement pattern on the County’s future. Part of that pattern reflects past decisions of  
municipal Councils. The intent of this section of the Plan is to give recognition to those  
past land use decisions as well as to recognize potential land use developments on a site  
specific basis. The following list is intended to create a series of special land use districts,  
which for the most part are site specific to one lot or property holding.  
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 Prowind Trip Report  
 

Project: South Branch Windfarm 

Trip Description: Meeting with South Dundas Township and County Planners 

Date of Trip/Mtg: February 9, 2009, 10:00 am 

Location: Williamsburg Council Chambers, Williamsburg, Ontario 

Contact: Don Lewis 

Attendees: Prowind Canada - Cathy Weston 

 FoTenn – Margo Watson, John Henderson 

 South Dundas – Don Lewis, Mike Otis and Jack Sullivan 

 
Official Plan and Re-Zoning Amendment Applications:   
 

• The meeting was in regards to the applications for Official Plan and Re-Zoning Amendments 
for the South Branch Wind Farm.  FoTenn had requested this session to discuss the 
applications and determine what next steps should be taken to move this application forward. 

• FoTenn will draft the amendment to the Official Plan and Re-Zoning for this project.  The OPA 
will be written at a less granular level than the Zoning Amendment, which will include 
quantitative and site-specific details.   

• The OPA will provide definition for a wind farm, and will include clauses such as meeting 
established guidelines for MOE, zoning guidelines and assurances of compatibility with farm 
operations and scale of the farm.   

• The Zoning Amendment will include detail on the number or nameplate capacity of turbines, 
setback measurements and will be accompanied with a formalized layout, including proposed 
maintenance roads. 

• The Zoning Amendment will have a holding designation conditional on approval of the site 
plan application.  This holding should help to provide assurances to concerned residents. 

• Once drafted and reviewed by the South Dundas Township, the draft will be sent for peer 
review by Tim Chatter who has worked on similar submissions for the Kingston area. 

• Cathy provided a summary of the status of Environmental Studies at each of the 5 sites.  Don 
requested that the draft ESR for South Branch be included in the package for Official Plan 
Amendment.    
 

General Wind Farm Info:   
 

• Mike provided a copy of the recent resolution adopted by the Prince Edward County Council 
for further study into the potential for health impacts of wind farm development.  PEC has 
asked SD&G for their support of this initiative.  Cathy will provide documentation on the studies 
that have been completed to date on the potential for health impacts and noted that so far 
there has not been scientifically proven evidence of any such impact. 

• Mike and Don both noted that since the South Branch project is the first time they’ve worked 
through wind farm development, they do not yet have strong industry knowledge and look to 
us to provide further background information. 

• Margo suggested that additional (informal) meetings with the County and Township councilors 
be held to provide general information on wind farm development – this is in attempt to provide 
the information that will be needed to respond to questions and concerns of neighbouring 
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Feb 9, 2009 Page 2 of 2 

residents.  Don was supportive of this idea. 
• Don requested a summary of the comments and questions obtained at the recent open house.  

Cathy will provide this, along with a copy of the literature that was on-hand.  This will help the 
Council anticipate and prepare for questions that may arise at the public meeting on the OPA. 

• Mike requested a chart comparing the scope and size of the proposed South Branch wind 
farm with other projects that are known to residents (e.g. the 10MW project versus the much 
larger Wolfe Island project). 

• Cathy will prepare a letter summarizing Prowind’s policies on layout design for wind farms – to 
include detail on the intent to minimize disruption on farming activities on the property, how 
sound and shadow effects are studied and minimized, minimum setback from non-
participating residences, etc. 

 
Design of Access Roads:  
 

• There have been some questions from the Public Works department brought to Don regarding 
use of municipal roads for equipment transport during construction.  Margo will look into the 
requirements for upgrades and compensation for any damages.   

• Margo will provide a sample standard site plan agreement for a wind farm that includes this 
type of assurance for roadways and other public infrastructure. 

• The South Nation Conservation group has not provided a response on the proposal to create 
access roads through the flood plain.  Margo will continue to follow up.  When they are 
prepared to discuss further, we may bring all parties together (SNCA, County and Township 
groups) for another in-person meeting.  

• Don noted that some of the roadways in the area are submerged by 2-4 feet of water in the 
spring and that this should be considered when designing access paths and timing for 
construction. 

 
Follow Up:  
 

• Margo – Draft of OPA and ZAA 
• Margo – Summarize responsibility for upgrades and repairs to municipal roads 
• Margo – Provide sample site plan agreement for a similar wind farm 
• Margo – Follow up with South Nation on access roads through floodplain 
• Cathy – Layout for South Branch with roadways 
• Cathy – Summary of open house questions and comments 
• Cathy – Hard copies of handouts and materials from open house, including health studies 
• Cathy – Letter stating Prowind policies for layout design 
• Cathy – Copy of the draft ESR 
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 Prowind Meeting Minutes  
 

Purpose of Mtg: Follow up to South Branch Official Plan Amendment Application 

Date: April 6, 2009 

Attendees: 

 Prowind: Luke, Amy, Cathy 

 FoTenn: John Henderson, Margo Watson 

 SD&G: Jack Sullivan, Michael Otis, Don Lewis  
 

Notes: 
 
1. Meeting Objectives 
Michael noted that the objectives of the meeting today are to finalize the wording on the draft Official Plan 
Amendment (OPA) update so that it can be sent to the Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing (MMAH) for 
official review and comment.   
Prowind confirmed their intention to move ahead with the OPA for South Branch at this time, regardless of the 
expected Green Energy Act (GEA), or Bill 150, which may remove the need for County or Township planning 
approval. 
After comments are received from MMAH, the Township will coordinate and hold a public meeting to solicit 
community feedback.  The summarized results will form the recommendation to the County for acceptance or 
modification to the OPA text.  The County will make the final decision as to whether to pass the proposed OPA. 
2. OPA Policy Updates 
The only requested update to the policy updates was the request by Michael Otis to include a hard limit on the 
number of turbines that would be erected.  Mr. Otis felt that this limit would help to make the updates more 
palatable to the Council as it is obviously much smaller than the Wolfe Island project (with over 70 installed 
turbines to date), which figures prominently in current mindset.  This is a site-specific OPA update, so is 
pertinent only to the South Branch location. 
Luke agreed to have this included as an upper limit of 5 turbines on the South Branch property.  The current 
regulations for sound setbacks effectively limit the development to this number of turbines anyway.  The 
comment was made that if the GEA is adopted and provides opportunity to increase the size of the wind farm, 
then the wording of the Official Plan to limit turbine count would be moot.   
There were no other comments specific to the wording of the OPA updates.   
FoTenn will provide updated wording to include the turbine limit to Michael Otis by April 7th.  County staff are in 
the process of preparing the Text of the Amendment with the input of FoTenn.  The policy text will be circulated 
to MMAH with agency consultation completed by the Ministry of Agriculture and Food, South Nation River 
Conservation Authority, the Ministry of Natural Resources and the Ministry of the Environment.  Dan Ethier, the 
area planner from MMAH, is aware that the draft OPA will be sent soon for pre-consultation.  
The County is hoping to receive exemption from MMAH in the near future – but not likely before the end of May.  
If the exemption is provided, it would mean the County would not have to send materials to the Ministry for 
review and final approval, thus shortening the process and the time before an OPA is adopted.  This is 
particularly important if the GEA is not passed and an OPA must be submitted for each project in the County. 
The policy will be circulated with an OPA Schedule showing the project area without turbine locations shown.  
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Luke asked whether there is still some flexibility in the positioning of turbines, even after the OPA amendment is 
passed – the response was that yes, the layout does not need to be final for the Official Plan or Zoning 
Amendments, just for the site plan. 
Don Lewis asked whether the turbines would be situated in the flood plain, indicating that the proposed GEA 
would permit turbine placement within the floodplain.  Luke responded that Prowind has planned to stay out of 
the flood plain, as prescribed in an earlier discussion with MMAH. 
3. Timeline 
The updates to the OPA policy will be submitted this week, and will be circulated for agency review shortly 
thereafter.  It is expected that the MMAH will be able to provide their comments within 30-60 days, since they’ve 
already reviewed much of the supporting detail and have been in close contact with FoTenn, and the other 
reviewing agencies in the past few months. 
Following agency review, the Township will circulate the policy text and hold discussions at the township zoning 
meeting and will organize and host a public meeting for comments – likely to be held in June 2009.  Prowind 
should plan to attend both of these, along with FoTenn as our consultants.  A brief presentation may be 
prepared and Prowind will be prepared to answer any questions that may arise.  These will be informal 
sessions. 

After the Township meeting, the recommendations will be formed and passed to the County Council for review 
at their next Council meeting.  This meeting will not be a public session, but Prowind can request to attend as a 
delegate.  This will likely occur in August. 
4. Other Comments 
Don Lewis and Michael Otis have received comments and questions and have participated in several 
discussions about the wind farm development proposal.  Interested parties have been encouraged to contact 
Prowind directly for more information.  Both Don and Michael indicated that there are likely to be a small number 
of people on the County and Township Councils with questions regarding the development process, project 
plans and wind energy in general.   
It was noted that the Zoning By-Law Amendment is reviewed and decision to pass or update is made by the 
Township.  If approval to pass the Amendment is granted, it is normally done such that it comes into effect 
coincidentally with the adoption of the OPA. 
Prowind will provide a summary of the EA studies that are required for Ontario wind development farm projects 
in general, along with a summary of the progress of the South Branch project and results compiled to date.  This 
summary will be referenced in the report to County Council once the Township has provided their 
recommendations. 
  
 Action Items: 

1. FoTenn to prepare updated text for the OPA 
2. Cathy to provide a summary of the EA process to be presented at the zoning meeting 
3. Margo to discuss the Township’s consultation process and meeting timelines with Don Lewis 
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January 4, 2011 
 
Township of South Dundas 
4296 County Road 31/Bank St. 
PO Box 160 
Williamsburg, ON   K0C 2H0 
 
 
Attention:  Don J. W. Lewis, Manager of Planning & Enforcement 
Reference: South Branch Wind Farm Draft REA Review 
 
 
Dear Mr. Lewis, 

 
We are pleased to present you with the South Branch Wind Farm Draft Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) dated November 30, 2010, for your review.  
 
To save paper during draft review, no hard copy of the report has been prepared; instead, the reports are 
available on an FTP server for you to download. Access details will follow. If a hard copy of the report is 
preferred, please let us know and we will provide one. 
 
The South Branch Wind Farm is a 30 MW project that will consist of a maximum of 15 wind turbines, each 
with a maximum hub height of 140 metres and maximum rotor diameter of 116 meters. A Feed-In-Tariff 
(FIT) contract has been secured to sell this power to the Ontario Power Authority. All additonal details can 
be found within the REA reports.  
 
We have provided you with a nearly complete draft REA package; due to various weather conditions, the 
cultural heritage assessment has not been completed. This will be completed as soon as seasonally 
possible. Hopefully, this omission does not impact the review process. 
 
Additionally, we have included a Municipal Consultation Form for your municipality to complete. Pages 1-3 
have been completed by Prowind and pages 4-6 are to be completed by you. Please complete and return 
this to us at your earliest convenience. 
 
We hope this letter and the accompanying reports provide you with sufficient information to assess our 
project and look forward to your feedback. Thank you for your ongoing consultation and cooperation. If 
you have questions or comments or would like to meet with us, please do not hesitate to let us know.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Rochelle Rumney 
Environmental Coordinator 
 
(905)745-4719 
rrumney@prowind.ca 

 

210 Prescott St, Suite 3 
P.O. Box 1678 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 4, 2011 
 
Township of South Dundas 
Mayor and Council 
4296 County Road 31/Bank St. 
PO Box 160 
Williamsburg, ON   K0C 2H0 
 
 
Attention:  Mayor Byvelds and Council 
Reference: South Branch Wind Farm Draft REA Review 
 
 
Dear Mayor Byvelds and Council, 
 
We are pleased to present you with the South Branch Wind Farm Draft Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) dated November 30, 2010, for your review.  
 
To save paper during draft review, no hard copy of the report has been prepared; instead, the reports are 
available on an FTP server for you to download. Access details will follow. If a hard copy of the report is 
preferred, please let us know and we will provide one. 
 
The South Branch Wind Farm is a 30 MW project that will consist of a maximum of 15 wind turbines, each 
with a maximum hub height of 140 metres and maximum rotor diameter of 116 meters. A Feed-In-Tariff 
(FIT) contract has been secured to sell this power to the Ontario Power Authority. All additonal details can 
be found within the REA reports.  
 
We have provided you with a nearly complete draft REA package; due to various weather conditions, the 
cultural heritage assessment has not been completed, this inlcudes Archaeology and Heritage Impact 
studies. This will be completed as soon as seasonally possible. Hopefully, this omission does not impact 
the review process. 
 
We hope this letter and the accompanying reports provide you with sufficient information to assess our 
project and look forward to your feedback. Thank you for your ongoing consultation and cooperation. If 
you have questions or comments or would like to meet with us, please do not hesitate to let us know.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Rochelle Rumney 
Environmental Coordinator 
 
(905)745-4719 
rrumney@prowind.ca 

 

210 Prescott St, Suite 3 
P.O. Box 1678 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 4, 2011 
 
Township of South Dundas 
4296 County Road 31/Bank St. 
PO Box 160 
Williamsburg, ON   K0C 2H0 
 
 
Attention:  Brenda Brunt, Clerk 
Reference: South Branch Wind Farm Draft REA Review 
 
 
Dear Ms. Brunt, 

 
We are pleased to present you with the South Branch Wind Farm Draft Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) dated November 30, 2010, for your review.  
 
To save paper during draft review, no hard copy of the report has been prepared; instead, the reports are 
available on an FTP server for you to download. Access details will follow. If a hard copy of the report is 
preferred, please let us know and we will provide one. 
 
The South Branch Wind Farm is a 30 MW project that will consist of a maximum of 15 wind turbines, each 
with a maximum hub height of 140 metres and maximum rotor diameter of 116 meters. A Feed-In-Tariff 
(FIT) contract has been secured to sell this power to the Ontario Power Authority. All additonal details can 
be found within the REA reports.  
 
We have provided you with a nearly complete draft REA package; due to various weather conditions, the 
cultural heritage assessment has not been completed. This will be completed as soon as seasonally 
possible. Hopefully, this omission does not impact the review process. 
 
Additionally, we have included a Municipal Consultation Form for your municipality to complete. Pages 1-3 
have been completed by Prowind and pages 4-6 are to be completed by you. Please complete and return 
this to us at your earliest convenience. 
 
We hope this letter and the accompanying reports provide you with sufficient information to assess our 
project and look forward to your feedback. Thank you for your ongoing consultation and cooperation. If 
you have questions or comments or would like to meet with us, please do not hesitate to let us know.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Rochelle Rumney 
Environmental Coordinator 
 
(905)745-4719 
rrumney@prowind.ca 

 

210 Prescott St, Suite 3 
P.O. Box 1678 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 4, 2011 
 
United Counties of Stormont, Dundas and Glengarry 
Planning Department 
26 Pitt Street, Suite 208 
Cornwall, ON   K6J 3P2 
 
 
Attention:  Micheal Otis, County Planner 
Reference: South Branch Wind Farm Draft REA Review 
 
 
Dear Mr. Otis, 
 
We are pleased to present you with the South Branch Wind Farm Draft Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) dated November 30, 2010, for your review.  
 
To save paper during draft review, no hard copy of the report has been prepared; instead, the reports are 
available on an FTP server for you to download. Access details will follow. If a hard copy of the report is 
preferred, please let us know and we will provide one. 
 
The South Branch Wind Farm is a 30 MW project that will consist of a maximum of 15 wind turbines, each 
with a maximum hub height of 140 metres and maximum rotor diameter of 116 meters. A Feed-In-Tariff 
(FIT) contract has been secured to sell this power to the Ontario Power Authority. All additonal details can 
be found within the REA reports.  
 
We have provided you with a nearly complete draft REA package; due to various weather conditions, the 
cultural heritage assessment has not been completed. This will be completed as soon as seasonally 
possible. Hopefully, this omission does not impact the MNR review process. 
 
Additionally, we have included a Municipal Consultation Form for your municipality to complete. Pages 1-3 
have been completed by Prowind and pages 4-6 are to be completed by the muncipality. Please complete 
and return this to us at your earliest convenience. 
 
We hope this letter and the accompanying reports provide you with sufficient information to assess our 
project and look forward to your feedback. Thank you for your ongoing consultation and cooperation. If 
you have questions or comments or would like to meet with us, please do not hesitate to let us know.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Rochelle Rumney 
Environmental Coordinator 
 
(905)745-4719 
rrumney@prowind.ca 

 

210 Prescott St, Suite 3 
P.O. Box 1678 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 4, 2011 
 
United Counties of Stormont, Dundas and Glengarry 
26 Pitt Street 
Cornwall, ON   K6J 3P2 
 
 
Attention:  Helen Thomson, Clerk 
Reference: South Branch Wind Farm Draft REA Review 
 
 
Dear Ms. Thomson, 
 
We are pleased to present you with the South Branch Wind Farm Draft Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) dated November 30, 2010, for your review.  
 
To save paper during draft review, no hard copy of the report has been prepared; instead, the reports are 
available on an FTP server for you to download. Access details will follow. If a hard copy of the report is 
preferred, please let us know and we will provide one. 
 
The South Branch Wind Farm is a 30 MW project that will consist of a maximum of 15 wind turbines, each 
with a maximum hub height of 140 metres and maximum rotor diameter of 116 meters. A Feed-In-Tariff 
(FIT) contract has been secured to sell this power to the Ontario Power Authority. All additonal details can 
be found within the REA reports.  
 
We have provided you with a nearly complete draft REA package; due to various weather conditions, the 
cultural heritage assessment has not been completed. This will be completed as soon as seasonally 
possible. Hopefully, this omission does not impact the review process. 
 
Additionally, we have included a Municipal Consultation Form for your municipality to complete. Pages 1-3 
have been completed by Prowind and pages 4-6 are to be completed by the municipality. Please 
complete and return this to us at your earliest convenience. 
 
We hope this letter and the accompanying reports provide you with sufficient information to assess our 
project and look forward to your feedback. Thank you for your ongoing consultation and cooperation. If 
you have questions or comments or would like to meet with us, please do not hesitate to let us know.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Rochelle Rumney 
Environmental Coordinator 
 
(905)745-4719 
rrumney@prowind.ca 

 

210 Prescott St, Suite 3 
P.O. Box 1678 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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 Prowind Meeting Minutes  
 

Purpose of Mtg: Follow up to South Branch Draft REA – Informal Meeting 

Date: March 8, 2011 

Attendees: 

 Prowind: Cathy Weston, Juan Anderson 

 Twp SD: Jack Sullivan, Michael Otis, Ben De Haan  

 SD&G: Hugh Garlough, Steven Byvelds, Don Lewis 
 

Notes: 
 

1.  MEETING OBJECTIVES 

To elicit feedback on the draft REA package distributed in early 2011.  

To identify any concerns or items that need further investigation 

To provide updated timelines and project status. 

2.  PROJECT TIMELINE  

The Draft REA will be considered complete once the Archaeological and Heritage Impact Assessment report is complete.  
This is presently waiting on the snow to melt, so should be completed hopefully by the end of April 2011.  Once this report is 
finalized, the package will be published for public review for a minimum of 60 days, taking us likely to the start of July, when 
the final open house will be held.  Following this, the full REA is submitted to the MOE for review and comment – they will 
take up to 6 months to complete this review.  We are targeting February 2012 for REA to have been granted. 

In the next 12 months, Prowind must also close out details of grid connection, and financial close.  It is expected that these 
will be completed to coincide with the final REA permit. 

Construction will be planned to begin in approximately May 2012, after the load restrictions on roads are cleared, and 
should continue through 2012 for an early 2013 commissioning date. 

3.  MUNICIPAL CONSULTATION FORM  

The MCF has been circulated with the DRAFT REA and must be completed by County and Township prior to our final REA 
submission to the MOE.  We aim to have the form signed-off by the end of July, and will work with you to ensure your 
questions, concerns and requirements are fulfilled before this time. 

4.  FEEDBACK ON THE REA SUBMISSION  

Don Lewis has requested larger copies of all of the site plan maps and the basic layout, for each of the reviewing offices. 
This will help with the review of any roads / construction caveats that need to be considered.  

o Cathy will provide copies to each of the reviewing offices. 

The Township requested that there be a single point of contact should there be any problems, emergencies or other issues 
related to the project, either during construction or after commissioning.  Cathy confirmed that there will be a hotline number 
circulated – this will be to Prowind, who will triage the issue and escalate to the appropriate team(s) for closure. 
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Juan will check with the Province for an update on the proposed funding to be allocated for road upgrades near Renewable 
Energy projects.  

Don requested that Prowind take efforts to establish and maintain an information facility for the wind farm.  He envisions a 
fair bit of traffic at the project site and would like to see a form of tourist information booth that is relevant, up-to-date and 
well maintained.  Cathy confirmed Prowind’s intentions to establish and maintain something like this – likely to be located 
within the Operations and Maintenance building for the life of the project. 

There were several general comments about roadways and crossings.  In particular: 

• Byker Road is an unmaintained road in winter.  The inclusion of 3 access roads will require that it be maintained 
year-round.  Prowind would consider taking responsibility for this maintenance during the life of the project. 

• Byker Road is also shared between Edwardsburgh-Cardinal and South Dundas.  An agreement for road usage 
would need to be established between the 3 parties.  Prowind will initiate. 

• Prowind will be responsible for snow removal and maintenance of the access roads to turbines.  This will be 
contracted to someone in the local area. 

• The access road to Turbines 12 and 13 is presently an unopened road allowance, Prowind will determine if 
Francis Henderson owns this strip, or if it is still owned by the Township. 

• County and Township permits are required for places where we plan to bore under the roads (for cabling).  Hugh 
confirmed for most of the places where cables cross roads, we will be required to bore underground.  The cable 
then needs to be marked at either side.  He asked about whether the cables would be concrete encased – this is 
to be determined (Prowind). 

• Where cables bore under the roads, they should be set back to the full road allowance so as not to impede future 
road widening (Juan). 

• Reviewers want to look more closely at any potential for changes to drainage patterns – the intention is for the 
wind farm to avoid any changes to the current drainage (Juan). 

• Railway crossings could be of concern and will be avoided if at all possible (Juan). 

• The turning radii on the access roads will be removed after construction, as these are temporarily needed for the 
delivery of large equipment.   

• Both SDG and TSD also require permits for access road entrances – these must be designated to suit the activity 
(i.e. industrial, commercial, temporary) and there will be requirements for width of the entrance (Juan). 

• There is a valid concern about any potential damages to roads caused by transport of the large equipment to site.  
Ben indicated that they would seek an agreement to ensure the developer is held responsible for repairs caused 
by wind farm activities and that a letter of credit is held as insurance.  This is reasonable to Prowind, but must be 
escalated for confirmation.  I would like to start establishing the format of these agreements soon, so as to avoid 
any delays in future.  (Cathy to escalate for discussion) 

5. DESIGN AND OPERATIONS QUESTIONS  

5.1. ROAD ALLOWANCE AGREEMENT(S)  

Ben was pleased to see the plan for overhead wires along Gilmour Road – his hesitation to buried cables is because of the 
existing infrastructure in the road allowance.   

When Prowind has established a more thorough hydro pole plan, we should send the request to the municipalities.  The 
plan should include the locate points of the poles to be added, and those to be replaced. 
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5.2. ACCEPTABLE HOURS FOR CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY 

There is no noise bylaw in the township, but the group agreed that the proposed time limits of 7am to 10pm with excessive 
noise ending at 9pm are reasonable. 

5.3. TYPICAL TIMING OF LOAD RESTRICTIONS ON ROADS  

There are road restrictions in the spring.  Half load restrictions typically end in mid-may, usually no later than May 24. 

5.4. EARLY CONSULTATION ON DELIVERY ROUTE TO SITE 

This is normally handled by the carrier company, in consultation with the County / Township.  Once a turbine and carrier 
have been identified, we can more closely review the planned delivery route.   

It is anticipated that due to domestic content requirements, the turbine towers will likely be mfg in Ontario and will be arriving 
from the west (as opposed to the typical delivery of towers from Quebec). 

6.  TELECOMMUNICATIONS – CONTACTS 

Cathy circulated the Radio and Telecommunications Impact Assessment report – in summary, there are no anticipated 
impacts to communications channels as a result of the wind farm.   

Cathy will check with the county fire department and other EMS to determine whether there are any additional transmit / 
receive signals that should be incorporated into the investigation. 

7. OTHER 

There were questions on the level of interest / questions we had received from local residents and neighbours – not a lot.  
There are some people who are opposed to the project, but none have contacted Prowind directly. 
 
Don had questions on whether the wind farm would prevent landowners from building new homes closer than 550m to a 
turbine.  The answer is no – all are welcome to build as close as they want afterwards, but after the turbine layout has been 
released publically, any new planned structures do not have to be compliant with the noise setbacks.   
 
As per the regulations, each vacant lot near the project area has been incorporated into our noise assessment by way of an 
assumed residence at a location consistent to the area that complies with the noise guidelines. 
 
There were questions on the number of permanent jobs that would be created by the wind farm – typically 1 full time job 
(maintenance and operation) per 10MW is expected.  There will also likely be at least 1 full time position for post-
construction environmental monitoring of the site. 

8.  NEXT MEETING 

The group will plan to meet again in early June to follow up on open items and maintain progress. 
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 Prowind Meeting Minutes  
 

Purpose of Mtg: Follow up to South Branch Draft REA – Informal Meeting 

Date: August 9, 2011 

Attendees: 

 Prowind: Cathy Weston, Rochelle Rumney 

 SD&G: Ben De Haan  
 

Notes: 
 

1.  MEETING OBJECTIVES 

To elicit feedback on the updated draft REA package distributed in early 2011.  

To identify any concerns or items that need further investigation 

To provide updated timelines and project status. 

2.  PROJECT TIMELINE  

A draft timeline was presented in advance of today’s call.  The full draft REA has been published for public review, and a 
date for the final open house has been set (Sept 29th).  The final REA will be submitted to the MOE on October 5th.   

Municipal Consultation Forms from the Township and County representatives are kindly requested before Sept 15th so that 
feedback can be incorporated into the final REA. 

Per the draft timeline, 2012 will be a year to finalize all permits, secure financing and complete the required engineering 
design work.  

Construction will likely begin in approximately May 2013, after the load restrictions on roads are cleared, and should 
continue through to the late fall / early winter 2013 for commissioning.   

3.  MUNICIPAL CONSULTATION FORM  

The MCF has been circulated with the DRAFT REA and must be completed by County and Township prior to our final REA 
submission to the MOE.  We are kindly asking for submission by Sept 15th to ensure your questions, concerns and 
requirements are fulfilled before our target submission date of October 5th. 

Ben will prepare the Municipal Consultation Form on behalf of SD&G and will provide that to Prowind shortly.   

Cathy will follow up with the Township officers for their feedback. 

4.  FEEDBACK ON THE REA SUBMISSION  

Cathy provided a summary of the updates to the REA since the earlier draft was provided in January.  At a high level, there 
is one less turbine (T14), a couple of access road modifications and expansion on our field studies.   

Ben reviewed the impact of the project from a County perspective, paying close attention to road accesses and areas where 
cabling will intersect or run along county road allowances.  Ben noted the following items in particular: 
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• Road access to T5 & T6 (County Rd 5) – no issues with planned approach.  A temporary (industrial) road 
entrance permit will be required during construction that then must be updated for the permanent road 
dimensions after construction.  He cautioned about the flood plain in this area, noting that the fields are often 
flooded in the spring. 

• Road access to T15 from Brinston Road (County Rd 16).  The proposed road access seems fine.   

• Overhead and buried cable on Brinston Road: the cable is proposed to run along existing Hydro One poles 
and will be buried in the private field just south of Brinston, running underground toward the substation.  
Permits are required for updates to existing hydro poles (either new poles, or new wires on existing poles).  We 
will also need to register and receive approval for the cable if it is buried in any part of the municipal easement. 

• Electrical cabling along Gilmour Road – (County Road 18) – again, the place where cabling meets the 
overhead poles must be registered within the county database to support the Ontario OneCall and we will need 
to gain County Approval for any new poles or upgraded poles along this route. 

• Transportation routes will be reviewed for potentially needed road upgrades once a carrier has been identified. 
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Township of South Dundas 
4296 County Road 31/Bank Street 
PO Box 160 
Williamsburg, ON    K0C 2H0 
 

November 8, 2011 

 

Attn:  Brenda Brunt, Clerk 

 Don J. W. Lewis, Manager Planning/Enforcement 

Re:  South Branch Wind Farm Draft Renewable Energy Approval Reports  

 

Dear Ms. Brunt and Mr. Lewis, 

We are pleased to present you with the updated South Branch Wind Farm Draft Renewable Energy 
Approval (REA) reports. These are identified as Draft Version 2.2 and dated November 4, 2011.  

These reports include all feedback received to date from public, municipal, agency and First Nations 
stakeholders. Additionally, it includes approval letters from the Ministry of Natural Resources and the 
Ministry of Tourism and Culture.  

These draft reports will be published for public review as of November 9, 2011. As such, we request that 
a hard copy of the reports (provided with this letter) is made available in your office, at the front desk for 
any resident of South Dundas to review, if requested. These are public documents required to be made 
available to the community, so please do not let anyone remove the document from the office for personal 
use. The report can be copied or is available for download from our website at www.prowind.ca.  If 
additional hard copies are requested by a community member, please ask them to contact our office.  

To complement the above documents, Prowind Canada will host an additional Public Information Open 
Houses in the Township of South Dundas. This meeting aims to get feedback from the community, 
answer questions and concerns, and present the information published in the reports.  The date and 
location of this meeting can be found on the attached invitation. Please post this Notice of Public Meeting 
in your office for public viewing. I will also email a copy directly to you and additional staff at the Township 
of South Dundas. This invitation will also be sent out the local community surrounding the project area 
and emailed to those on our mailing list.  

Thank you for making your office available for public viewing of these reports. We appreciate your 
cooperation.  

 

226 ½ James St. N., Unit A 
Hamilton, ON        L8R 2L3 
Phone:  905.258.1747 
Fax: 866.203.6516 
Email:  info@prowind.ca 
Web: www.prowind.ca 
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If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me at our office at 905 528 1747 or 
email me directly at rrumney@prowind.ca. 

 

Kind regards, 

 

Rochelle Rumney 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
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APPENDIX G2 
 
 

CONSULTATION WITH  
TOWNSHIP OF TOWNSHIP OF EDWARDSBURGH/CARDINAL  

AND  
UNITED COUNTIES OF LEEDS AND GRENVILLE 
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Renewable Energy Approval
Consultation Form: municipalities, local authorities 

ss. 18(2) Ontario Regulation 359/09
Ce formulaire est disponible en français

Ministry of the Environment 

PART A: TO BE COMPLETED BY THE APPLICANT BEFORE SUBMITTING TO 
MUNICIPALITY OR LOCAL AUTHORITY 

Section 1 - Project Description 

1.1 - Renewable Energy Project
Project Name (Project identifier to be used as a reference in correspondence)

Project Location 

Same as Applicant Physical Address? Yes No (If no, please provide site address information below) 

Civic Address- Street information (includes street number, name, type and direction) Unit Identifier (i.e. apartment number) 

Survey Address (Not required if Street Information is provided)
Lot and Conc.:
used to indicate location within a subdivided township 
and consists of a lot number and a concession 
number.

Part and Reference:
used to indicate location within unorganized territory, and consists of a part and a reference plan 
number indicating the location within that plan.  Attach copy of the plan. 

Lot Conc. Part Reference Plan 

Location Information (includes any additional information to clarify physical location)(e.g. municipality, ward/ township)

Geo Reference (e.g. southwest corner of property)
Map Datum Zone Accuracy Estimate Geo Referencing Method UTM Easting UTM Northing 

Project Phasing (outline construction, operation and decommissioning activities)

1.2 - Environmental Context
Describe any negative environmental effects that may result from engaging in the project (consider construction, operation and 
decommissioning activities.)

Propose early avoidance/prevention/mitigation concepts and measures. 

               Page 1 of 6

South Branch Wind Farm

X

See Draft Project Description Report, Table 4

See Draft Project Description Report, Section 4.4 for overview. For a more detailed description of each phase, see Draft
Construction Plan Report, Draft Design and Operations Report, and Draft Decommissioning Plan Report respectively.

See Draft Natural Heritage Assessment Report and Draft Water Assessment Report for effects on those environmental
components or see the Draft Construction Plan Report, Draft Design and Operations Report and Draft Decommissioning
Plan Report for effects related to the relevant project phase.

See above.
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1.3 - Renewable Energy Generation Facility
Type of Facility / Operation (select all that apply & complete all appropriate sections) 

Wind Facility (Land Based)  Biofuel Facility   

Wind Facility (Off-Shore) Solar Photo Voltaic Facility 

Biogas Facility (Anaerobic Digesters) Other Describe :

Biomass Facility (Thermal Treatment) Class (if applicable) : 

Name Plate Capacity Expected Generation Service Area Total Area of Site (hectares)

Provide a description of the facilities equipment or technology that will be used to convert the renewable energy source or any other energy 
source to electricity. 

1.4 – Renewable Energy Generation Activities
Describe the activities that will be engaged in as part of the renewable energy project 

Section 2 – Supporting Documents 

2.1 – Requirement Name of Draft documents distributed for consultation  Date available to Municipal 
or Local Authority Contact 

DRAFT Project Description Report 

DRAFT Design and Operations Report 

DRAFT Construction Plan Report 

DRAFT Decommissioning Plan Report 

List of other Documents 

X

30 MW 30 MW Ontario (Morrisburg TS) 1881

The South Branch Wind Farm will use up to 14 wind turbine generators to convert the kinetic energy of the wind into
electrical energy, which will be connected to the local Hydro One distribution grid. A final turbine model has not been
selected, but each wind turbine will be a maximum of 3.0 MW, 140 m hub height, 116 m rotor diameter. There is a possibility
that a subset of the 14 turbines will be used if a turbine with a name plate capacity greater than 2.0 MW is chosen.

See Draft Project Description Report, Section 4.4

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Project Description Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Design and Operations Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Construction Plan Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Decommissioning Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Natural Heritage Assessment Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Water Assessment Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Archaeological and Heritage Resources Assessment Report         2011/07/31

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Turbine Specifications Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Abutting Property Assessment Report 2011/01/04
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Location where written draft reports can be obtained for public inspection (physical location for viewing and the applicants project website if one is available):

Section 3 – Applicant Address and Contact Information 

3.1 - Applicant Information (Owner of project/facility) 
Applicant Name (legal name of individual or organization as evidenced by legal documents) Business Identification Number 

Business Name (the name under which the entity is operating or trading - also referred to as trade name) same as Applicant Name 

Civic Address- Street information (includes street number, name, type and direction) Unit Identifier (i.e. apartment number) 

Survey Address (Not required if Street Information is provided)

Lot and Conc.:
used to indicate location within a subdivided township 
and consists of a lot number and a concession number. 

Part and Reference:
used to indicate location within an unsubdivided township or unsurveyed territory, and consists of a 
part and a reference plan number indicating the location within that plan.  Attach copy of the plan. 

Lot Conc. Part Reference Plan

Municipality County/District Province/State Country Postal Code

Reports are available for public inspection online at www.prowind.ca. Hard copies will be available at
Township of South Dundas Municipal Office and Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal Municipal Office.

South Branch Windfarm Inc. 80666 8018 RC0001          

226 1/2 James St. N.                                                                                                                     Unit A 

Hamilton                                   Hamilton                              Ontario             Canada                          L8R 2L3

X
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PART B: TO BE COMPLETED BY THE MUNICIPALITY OR LOCAL AUTHORITY 

Section 4 - Municipal or Local Authority Contact Information (check the one that applies) 

Local Municipality (include each local municipality in which project location is situated) Yes No
Name of 
Municipality 

Address Phone Clerk’s Name Clerk’s Phone/Fax  E-Mail Address 

Upper Tier Municipality (include each upper tier municipality in which project location is situated) Yes No
Name of 
Municipality 

Address Phone Clerk’s name Clerk’s Phone/Fax E-Mail Address 

Local roads area (include each local roads area in which project location is situated) Yes No
Name of local 
roads board 

Address Phone Secretary-treasurer’s 
Name

Secretary-treasurer’s 
Phone/Fax  

E-Mail Address 

Board Area (include each board area in which project location is situated) Yes No
Name of Local 
Service Board 

Address Phone Secretary’s name Secretary’s 
Phone/Fax 

E-Mail Address 

Section 5:  Consultation Requirement 

5.1 - Project Location 
Provide comment on the project location with respect to infrastructure and servicing. 

5.2 – Project Roads 
Provide comment on the proposed project’s plans respecting proposed road access.

Identify any issues and provide recommendations with respect to road access

Provide comment on any proposed Traffic Management Plans 

Identify any issues and provide recommendations with respect to the proposed Traffic Management Plans 
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Local roads have not been constructed to accommodate commercial/industrial traffic.  A new entrance will be required to access the turbinesite.  Prowind has committed to work with South Dundas Township and Edwardsburgh/Cardinal Township to establish access routes pre-/during/post-construction periods.  A pre-condition road survey will be required.  A security deposit, to be held by South Dundas Township, willbe required. 
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It is understood there will be increased traffic during the construction period.  The proponent/constructor will be responsible to erect signagein accordance with the Ontario Traffic Manual.  There may be issues with respect to the sightlines/sight triangles at the proposed siteentrance.  Byker Road is an open but seasonally maintained road and may not be able to accommodate construction traffic in its currentstate.  Any improvements to the road are at the proponent's sole cost.
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Final Traffic Management Plan to be submitted for municipal review.
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5.3 – Municipal or Local authority Service Connections 
Provide comment on the proposed project plans related to the location of and type of municipal service connections, other than roads.

Identify any issues and provide recommendations with respect to the type of municipal service connections, other than roads.

5.4 – Facility Other 
Identify any issues and recommendations with respect to the proposed landscaping design for the facility

Provide comment on the proposed project plans for emergency management procedures / safety protocols.

Identify any issues and recommendations with respect to the proposed emergency management procedures / safety protocols.

Identify any issues and recommendations with respect to any Easements or Restrictive Covenants associated with the Project Location

5.5 Project Construction 
Identify any issues and recommendations with respect to the proposed rehabilitation of any temporary disturbance areas and any municipal
or local authority infrastructure that could be damaged during construction.

Identify any issues and recommendations with respect to the proposed location of fire hydrants and connections to existing 
drainage, water works and sanitary sewers 

Identify any issues and recommendations with respect to the proposed location of buried kiosks and above-grade utility vaults 
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All easements to be registered at Land Registry Office No. 15.  Electronic GIS layer to be submitted depicting easements, turbine location,access road.  All buried cabling, etc. to be field marked with signage indicating "buried cable" on all municipal infrastructure.  Civic numberassigned by the municipality will be required at turbine entrance at the proponent's expense.
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Identify any issues and recommendations with respect to the proposed location of existing and proposed gas and electricity lines
and connections 

Provide comment on the proposed project plans with respect to Building Code permits and licenses. 

Identify any issues and recommendations related to the identification of any significant natural features and water bodies within the 
municipality or territory. 

Identify any issues and recommendations related to the identification any archaeological resource or heritage resource. 
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Renewable Energy Approval
Consultation Form: municipalities, local authorities 

ss. 18(2) Ontario Regulation 359/09
Ce formulaire est disponible en français

Ministry of the Environment 

PART A: TO BE COMPLETED BY THE APPLICANT BEFORE SUBMITTING TO 
MUNICIPALITY OR LOCAL AUTHORITY 

Section 1 - Project Description 

1.1 - Renewable Energy Project
Project Name (Project identifier to be used as a reference in correspondence)

Project Location 

Same as Applicant Physical Address? Yes No (If no, please provide site address information below) 

Civic Address- Street information (includes street number, name, type and direction) Unit Identifier (i.e. apartment number) 

Survey Address (Not required if Street Information is provided)
Lot and Conc.:
used to indicate location within a subdivided township 
and consists of a lot number and a concession 
number.

Part and Reference:
used to indicate location within unorganized territory, and consists of a part and a reference plan 
number indicating the location within that plan.  Attach copy of the plan. 

Lot Conc. Part Reference Plan 

Location Information (includes any additional information to clarify physical location)(e.g. municipality, ward/ township)

Geo Reference (e.g. southwest corner of property)
Map Datum Zone Accuracy Estimate Geo Referencing Method UTM Easting UTM Northing 

Project Phasing (outline construction, operation and decommissioning activities)

1.2 - Environmental Context
Describe any negative environmental effects that may result from engaging in the project (consider construction, operation and 
decommissioning activities.)

Propose early avoidance/prevention/mitigation concepts and measures. 
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South Branch Wind Farm

X

See Draft Project Description Report, Table 4

See Draft Project Description Report, Section 4.4 for overview. For a more detailed description of each phase, see Draft
Construction Plan Report, Draft Design and Operations Report, and Draft Decommissioning Plan Report respectively.

See Draft Natural Heritage Assessment Report and Draft Water Assessment Report for effects on those environmental
components or see the Draft Construction Plan Report, Draft Design and Operations Report and Draft Decommissioning
Plan Report for effects related to the relevant project phase.

See above.
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1.3 - Renewable Energy Generation Facility
Type of Facility / Operation (select all that apply & complete all appropriate sections) 

Wind Facility (Land Based)  Biofuel Facility   

Wind Facility (Off-Shore) Solar Photo Voltaic Facility 

Biogas Facility (Anaerobic Digesters) Other Describe :

Biomass Facility (Thermal Treatment) Class (if applicable) : 

Name Plate Capacity Expected Generation Service Area Total Area of Site (hectares)

Provide a description of the facilities equipment or technology that will be used to convert the renewable energy source or any other energy 
source to electricity. 

1.4 – Renewable Energy Generation Activities
Describe the activities that will be engaged in as part of the renewable energy project 

Section 2 – Supporting Documents 

2.1 – Requirement Name of Draft documents distributed for consultation  Date available to Municipal 
or Local Authority Contact 

DRAFT Project Description Report 

DRAFT Design and Operations Report 

DRAFT Construction Plan Report 

DRAFT Decommissioning Plan Report 

List of other Documents 

X

30 MW 30 MW Ontario (Morrisburg TS) 1881

The South Branch Wind Farm will use up to 15 wind turbine generators to convert the kinetic energy of the wind into
electrical energy, which will be connected to the local Hydro One distribution grid. A final turbine model has not been
selected, but each wind turbine will be a maximum of 3 MW, 140 m hub height, 116 m rotor diameter. There is a possibility
that a subset of the 15 turbines will be used if a turbine with a name plate capacity greater than 2.0 MW is chosen.

See Draft Project Description Report, Section 4.4

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Project Description Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Design and Operations Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Construction Plan Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Decommissioning Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Natural Heritage Assessment Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Water Assessment Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Archaeological and Heritage Resources Assessment Report TBD

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Turbine Specifications Report 2011/01/04

South Branch Wind Farm Draft Abutting Property Assessment Report 2011/01/04
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Location where written draft reports can be obtained for public inspection (physical location for viewing and the applicants project website if one is available):

Section 3 – Applicant Address and Contact Information 

3.1 - Applicant Information (Owner of project/facility) 
Applicant Name (legal name of individual or organization as evidenced by legal documents) Business Identification Number 

Business Name (the name under which the entity is operating or trading - also referred to as trade name) same as Applicant Name 

Civic Address- Street information (includes street number, name, type and direction) Unit Identifier (i.e. apartment number) 

Survey Address (Not required if Street Information is provided)

Lot and Conc.:
used to indicate location within a subdivided township 
and consists of a lot number and a concession number. 

Part and Reference:
used to indicate location within an unsubdivided township or unsurveyed territory, and consists of a 
part and a reference plan number indicating the location within that plan.  Attach copy of the plan. 

Lot Conc. Part Reference Plan

Municipality County/District Province/State Country Postal Code

Reports are not yet available for public inspection, but when ready, will be available online at www.prowind.ca. Hard copies will be available at
Township of South Dundas Municipal Office, Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal Municipal Office and SD&G County Library Iroquois Branch.

South Branch Windfarm Inc. 80666 8018 RC0001

210 Prescott St., PO Box 1678 Suite 3

Kemptville North Grenville Ontario Canada K0G 1J0

X
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Contact 
Name Agency Method Date

(dd/mm/yy)
Message Message 

Sender Attachments

Mayor 
Dishaw

TEC Email 06/07/10

Hello Mr. Dishaw,

As you may be aware, the Ontario Power Authority recently issued Feed-In Teriff (FIT) contracts for 
renewable energy across the province. Prowind was awarded a 30 MW contract for our proposed South 
Branch Wind Farm. This is a relatively small wind farm of 10-15 turbines and one of the properties signed 
to the project is located within Edwardsburgh-Cardinal. This property is north-west of the intersection 
between Byker Rd and Pitt Rd, on the boundary with South Dundas.

The award of the FIT contract means that we will be ramping up development efforts and as a first step 
we’d like to sit down and meet with you to discuss the project and answer any questions you have. We’ve 
held off contacting your councillors and planning staff as we wanted to inform you before doing so, but we 
welcome a meeting with anyone you see fit.  

Our staff are available from the 15-17th next week and we are generally flexible on scheduling for any 
other time.

Please advise on a suitable time and location and we’ll work around it.

Best Regards,

Juan

Juan 
Anderson

Mayor 
Dishaw

TEC Email 06/07/10

Hi Juan: Thank you for the information & we indeed need to meet, but unfortunately I leave for a trade 
mission to China tomorrow June 8th & am away until June 23rd. I have copied my CAO at the Township 
office so please feel free to contact him for immediate attention if required.

Thanks

Mayor Dishaw

Mayor 
Dishaw

TEC Email 06/07/10

Thanks Mayor Dishaw,

I appreciate the prompt response and good luck in China. Is there a time that would suit you well once you 
return?

We’d be happy to meet with Russell while you are away also. Perhaps he and I should continue dialogue on 
the matter.

As mentioned, we have 1 property signed up in Edwardsburgh-Cardinal and we are realistically considering 
1 turbine within your municipal boundary with no plans for expansion.

Best regards,

Juan

Juan 
Anderson

Russell 
Trivett

TEC Email 06/10/10

Mr. Anderson

I am available any day next week if you would like to meet or discuss your plans by phone.

Russell Trivett

Russell 
Trivett

TEC Email 06/10/10

Hi Russell,

Does June 16th at 1 PM suit you well for a meeting?

Some of the topics we’d typically propose for an initial discussion are:

·         Background on Prowind
·         Wind energy in general
·         The new approval process under the Green Energy Act and Prowind’s proposed approach
·         General project update and status
·         Emergency response resources and typical approach at wind farms
·         New building permits near the project
·         General discussion of water crossings, road entrances, etc

Let me know if this works for you.

Best Regards,

Juan

Juan 
Anderson

Russell 
Trivett

TEC Email 06/11/10
June 16 is fine for me. The municipal office is 18 Centre Street in Spencerville.

R. Trivett

Russell 
Trivett

TEC Email 06/21/10

Hi Russell,

Good to meet with you last week.

As we discussed, our environmental specialist Rochelle Rumney will be following up with you regarding 
significant natural and cultural features near our project. I’ve cc’d her on this email.

I’d also like to follow up on lot data. As mentioned we are seeking this information to identify locations 
where a potential future residence could be built so that we can ensure noise regulations are met. We are 
required to do this for a 2 km radius around our project. Is there a contact in your office I can get this 
from?

Best Regards,

Juan

Russell 
Trivett

TEC Email 06/21/10

Hi Juan

Please contact Debra Mckinstry. Clerk/ Planning Administrator, and she will be able to assist.

Russell Trivett

South Branch Wind Farm 
Township of  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal, United Counties of Leeds and Grenville
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Contact 
Name Agency Method Date

(dd/mm/yy)
Message Message 

Sender Attachments

Debra 
McKinstry

TEC Email 06/24/10

Hi Debra,

As per the message below, would it be possible to have a shape file sent to us with the parcel data for an 
area about 2 km around our project lands?

I’ve attached a shape file showing what parcels have signed with us, there is one in Edwardsburgh-
Cardinal.

Please let me know if you have any questions,

Juan

Debra 
McKinstry

TEC Email 06/25/10

Hi Juan -

Our parcel mapping is provided to us by the GIS department of the United Counties of Leeds & Grenville.  I 
am unable to provide shape files.  I will forward your message to the GIS Coordinator at the Counties with 
a request to provide you the information; however, there may be a need for you to enter into a data 
sharing agreement.

Debra McKinstry

Debra 
McKinstry

TEC Email 07/07/10

Hi Debra,

Would you be able to provide me with the details for your contact at the County? She called me with a 
request but did not leave her email address.

Best Regards,

Juan

Debra 
McKinstry

TEC Email 07/07/10

Hi Juan -

Karen Fraser is the GIS coordinator at the Counties - you can reach her at karen.fraser@uclg.on.ca

Thanks,

Deb

 Debra 
McKinstry, 
Brenda 
Ball, Mayor 
Sloan, Joe 
Scott, 
Charles 
Burrell, G 
erry 
Morell, Pat 
Sayeau, J 
Hunter

TEC Email 01/04/11

Prowind has put together a first draft of the South Branch Wind Farm Renewable Energy Approval (REA) for 
your review. We are giving this you in advance of the public so any major concerns can be addressed 
beforehand. 

I have attached an introductory letter to this email.  We have decided to only provide an electronic copy of 
the REA at this stage of review, but if you’d like a hard copy, we can provide one. The REA can be found on 
our FTP server and can is accessible with the below information.

We also plan to circulate the REA to Township of South Dundas staff and council, United Counties of 
Stormont, Dundas and Glengarry staff, United Counties of Leeds and Grenville staff, and Township of 
Edwardsburgh/Cardinal staff.

If you have any questions or have trouble accessing the REA on the FTP server, please let me know. 

I hope you had a great holiday. Welcome back!

Take care, 
Rochelle Rumney

Debra 
McKinstry

TEC Email 02/02/11

Good afternoon Rochelle – I have been attempting to review your materials through the FTP site, but am 
finding it quite difficult to navigate my way around.  I’m afraid I will need a hard copy in order to properly 
provide comments.
Please forward it to my attention:
Debra McKinstry, Clerk/Planning Administrator
Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal
PO Box 129, 18 Centre Street
Spencerville, Ontario
K0E 1X0
 
Thank you!

Debra 
McKinstry

TEC Email 02/14/11

Hi Debra, 

I was just writing to see how your review of the South Branch REA is coming along. The hard copy of the 
reports found their way to you, did they? 

I also wanted to let you know that I will be in the area Feb 28-Mar 2 and wondered if you were interested 
in meeting with us (Cathy Weston and myself) to discuss your review so far and address any questions or 
concerns. Even if you there isn’t much to discuss regarding the REA review at this point, it’d be nice to 
meet with you to discuss timelines and just say hi.  If you have the time and think it’s worth while at this 
point, let me know and we’ll set something up. 

We can always set up a meeting at a later date if you think that would be better. 

Thanks!
Rochelle

Debra 
McKinstry

TEC Email 02/14/11

Hi Rochelle – I did receive the hard copy last week, but haven’t had a chance to look at it yet.  Currently I 
am available Feb 28 or Mar 2 or the afternoon of Mar 1, and I’d be glad to meet you.
Thanks,
Deb McKinstry
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Contact 
Name Agency Method Date

(dd/mm/yy)
Message Message 

Sender Attachments

Debra 
McKinstry

TEC Email 02/18/11

Hi Deb, 

Thanks for getting back to me. Any time on the 28th, or the afternoon of the 1st or 2nd will work.  Let me 
know if you have any preference, or maybe we’ll see if anyone else will want to join us and if they have 
time restrictions.

I’d like to meet with some contacts at the County and was thinking we could invite them to this meeting, 
because I imagine concerns and questions will be similar. I’ve sent an email to Leslie Todd and Sandy Hay, 
but haven’t heard back. I’ll follow up with them, but I did want to make sure that was ok with you though. 

I’d also like to meet Mayor Sloan, do you think he would be interesting in attending? I can email/call him, I 
just wanted to run it by you first.

I’d like to keep everyone up to date on the project and it makes sense to me to have everyone at the same 
meeting, but let me know what you think. 

Thanks very much,
Rochelle 

Debra 
McKinstry

TEC Email 02/22/11

Hi Rochelle – the FTP link you sent was password protected; I would like your permission before I provide 
it to Mr. Albers.
Deb McKinstry
 
From: Teri Brown [mailto:tbrown@twpec.ca] 
Sent: Friday, February 18, 2011 2:39 PM
To: debbie mckinstry
Subject: Pro Wind
 
Deb

I received a call from Bruce Albers. Can you send him a link to the Pro Wind document.  
(balbers26@gmail.com)

Thanks
Teri

Debra 
McKinstry

TEC Email 02/22/11

Hi Rochelle
I’d be glad to have County staff here – Afternoon of the 28th or the 2nd would be preferable for me.  
Unfortunately Mayor Sloan is at a conference in Toronto at that time, so will not be able to attend.  Let me 
know when you hear from the County staff which day is their preference.  Our CAO Michael Wildman may 
sit in as well.
Deb

Debra 
McKinstry

TEC Email 02/22/11

Hi Deb, 

Thanks for running this by me. Is Mr. Albers a local resident? 

At this time the REA is only available to commenting agencies. We want to get preliminary feedback and 
make any critical changes to the document before we make it publicly available. We plan to do this in the 
spring sometime, hopefully the end of April. When it is available publicly it will be posted on our website at 
www.prowind.ca/?page=projects-south-branch.

Thanks again, 
Rochelle

Debra 
McKinstry

TEC Email 02/22/11
Hi Rochelle – yes, Mr. Albers is a resident of the Township.  I’ll provide your information to him.
Thanks,
Deb

Bruce 
Albers

TEC Email 02/22/11

Good morning Bruce,
I understand from Teri Brown that you were looking for a link to the Prowind draft REA.  Please be advised 
of the following information I have received from Prowind:
 
“At this time the REA is only available to commenting agencies. We want to get preliminary feedback and 
make any critical changes to the document before we make it publicly available. We plan to do this in the 
spring sometime, hopefully the end of April. When it is available publicly it will be posted on our website at 
www.prowind.ca/?page=projects-south-branch <http://www.prowind.ca/?page=projects-south-branch> .”
 
If you need further clarification, please contact Prowind directly.
 
Thanks,
 
Debra McKinstry
Clerk/Planning Administrator
Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal

Debra 
McKinstry

Debra 
McKinstry

TEC Email 02/24/11

Hi Deb, 

I haven’t been able to get a hold of Sandy Hay at the County, so we’ll just carry on without him. 

Will a meeting on February 28th at 1 pm at your office work?   If there is something more preferable, let 
me know, I just picked that as a starting point.

See you next week,
Rochelle

Debra 
McKinstry

TEC Email 02/24/11 Hi Rochelle Feb 28 at 1:00 works for Michael and I.  See you then.Deb
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Contact 
Name Agency Method Date

(dd/mm/yy)
Message Message 

Sender Attachments

Leslie 
Shepherd,  
Lesley 
Todd, 
Sandy Hay

UCLG Email 08/15/11

Hello Leslie, Lesley and Sandy,

I was just writing to see how your review of the South Branch REA is coming along. We sent the reports 
over to you (via ftp) in early January and I just wanted to check in.

I also wanted to let you know that I will be in the area Feb 28-Mar 2 and wondered if you were interested 
in meeting with us (Cathy Weston and myself) to discuss your review so far and address any questions or 
concerns. Even if there isn’t much to discuss regarding the REA review at this point, it’d be nice to meet 
with you to discuss timelines, etc.  If you have the time and think it’s worth while at this point, let me 
know and we’ll set something up.

We can always set up a meeting at a later date if you think that would be better.

Thanks,
Rochelle

Rochelle 
Rumney

UCLG Email

Debra 
McKinstry, 
Michael 
Wildman

TEC Email 10/25/11

Hi Michael,

I hope your week of night meetings went well.

As per our conversation and my follow-up message we’ve made an update to some wording in our 
Renewable Energy Approval package with respect to Ice Accumulation and Discharge (Section 3.6 of the 
Design and Operation Report). The updated section is below. If you have additional feedback on this 
change we would be happy to discuss further.

Best regards,

Juan

Debra 
McKinstry, 
Michael 
Wildman

TEC Email 10/25/11

Juan

I think it is appropriate to repeat what I mentioned to you during our telephone discussion. The Township 
is very concerned with potential risks generated by throw into our roadway. Furthermore just because the 
road is currently not maintained in the winter does not mean that it will always be the case and it further 
does not mean that the road will not be used. The mitigation measures suggested are not desirable as they 
will restrict and limit our future ability to utilize the road. I cannot see the Township agreeing to the 
mitigation measures proposed.

Michael Wildman

Debra 
McKinstry, 
Michael 
Wildman

TEC Email 10/31/11

Hi Michael,

Hope you had a good weekend.

I’ve been trying to reach you by phone over the past week but haven’t had any luck. Is there a time this 
week that works for a call? We’d like to update the ice throw mitigation to reflect something that is 
agreeable on your side.

Best regards,

Juan

Hello Sandy, Lesley and Leslie,

I hope the summer is treating you well.  

As you’ve seen, we have recently released an updated version of the REA for South Branch Wind Farm on 
our website.

I wanted to provide a summary of the revised changes to the REA since the initial draft was provided in 
January of this year.  At a high level, there are only a few major impacts to the project design since our 
last discussion – these include the removal of Turbine 14 (just north-west of the centre of Brinston) some 
modified cabling and access road routes near Turbines 9 and 15, and expansion of several aspects of the 
environmental field surveys throughout the project area.  

There were no changes to the design or layout around Turbine 1 – you’ll recall that this is the only 
infrastructure located within Edwardsburgh/Cardinal, L&G.

At this time, it is still not certain whether Turbine 1 will eventually be built, or whether we will use a subset 
of the 14 planned turbine locations that excludes Turbine 1; however, we want to move ahead with 
permitting this turbine location and the use of Byker Road as an access route to turbines 1 to 4.  For these 
reasons, it is important that we collect your feedback for inclusion in the final REA submission.

Our plan is to submit the full REA package to the MOE shortly after our final open house, scheduled for 
Sept 29th.  This date will creep up on us quickly, and I wanted to make sure that you have had opportunity 
to review the revised REA and to consider any additional feedback you wanted to provide.

I have also sent a similar request through to Township staff but understand if you feel it is best to 
coordinate a response on behalf of both Township and County offices, or conversely if it's best for the 
township to provide a coordinated response.

We kindly request that you complete the attached Municipal Consultation Form before Sept 15th so that we 
are able to incorporate any necessary updates to the package before submission.  If you would rather I 
send this request directly through to Township Council, please let me know.

Please let me know if there is additional detail I can provide that would be helpful, either by email or in-
person.

Thank you in advance,
Cathy

Leslie 
Shepherd,  
Lesley 
Todd, 
Sandy Hay

South Branch 
Wind Farm 
Municipal 

Consultation 
Form.pdf, 

South_branch_
basicLayout_20
11_06-13.pdf
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Contact 
Name Agency Method Date

(dd/mm/yy)
Message Message 

Sender Attachments

Debra 
McKinstry, 
Michael 
Wildman

TEC Email 10/31/11

Juan

I've essentially been in meetings or out of the office since we spoke briefly on Tuesday. If you do not reach 
me by Wednesday you can contact Debra. In terms of the Township's position, we are not interested in any 
measure which results a limitation, risk, restriction or otherwise which would impact our current or future 
plans for the municipal roadway.

Any mitigation will have to totally eliminate the possibility of ice being cast onto our lands. As such, gates 
and signage are not acceptable options.

Michael Wildman

Debra 
McKinstry, 
Michael 
Wildman

TEC Email 11/08/11

Hi Michael,

In response to your feedback we have altered the section of the Design and Operations Report that deals 
with ice. We have added specific reference to the potential that the road may be upgraded in the future, 
dropped reference to signage and gating, strengthened the references to monitoring and prediction of 
atmospheric conditions, and added a preventative shutdown provision to fully mitigate residual risk when 
atmospheric conditions are conducive to ice accumulation (in the event that a turbine model that cannot 
prevent/detect ice build-up is selected).

The updated section is below and we welcome any further feedback you may have.

Best regards,
Juan

Debra 
McKinstry, 
Michael 
Wildman

TEC Email 11/13/10

It is not clear to the Township how accurate these measures will be and whether they will eliminate the risk 
within our lands.

Michael

Debra 
McKinstry

TEC Email 11/17/11

Hi Rochelle -
Please see the attached letter from the municipality.  Could you ensure that
it is directed to the appropriate person(s) in your organization?
Thank you,
Debra McKinstry

Scan001.pdf 
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Debra 
McKinstry, 
Michael 
Wildman

TEC Email 01/30/12

Hi Michael and Deb,

Hope winter is treating you both well so far.  In response to your concerns about ice throw/shedding from 
the proposed turbines near Byker Rd we have commissioned a specialized consultant to do a detailed 
analysis. The full report has been completed and is attached. The report was based on several conservative 
assumptions about the conditions along Byker Rd. A summary of the assumptions and results are below:

·         1000 releases of 1 kg ice fragments per year per turbine
·         Traffic volume of 100 vehicles per day on the no-winter-maintenance section of Byker Rd - this was 
selected to account for potential future expansion of the road as we discussed
·         Road width of 8 m -  this was also selected to account for future expansion of the no-winter-
maintenance section of the road
·         Average vehicle speed of 15 m/s (54 km/h)

With respect to the likelihood of an ice-to-vehicle impact the following probability is presented in the 
report:
“the annual likelihood of an ice-vehicle impact is 0.0013, i.e., one impact every 785 years. In a similar 
manner, the annual likelihood of vehicle impact with the turbine stationary during any icing events reduces 
to 0.0010, or one impact every 985 years.”

The latter number corresponds to a stationary turbine when mitigation measures are enacted. We hope 
this satisfactorily addresses the risk from your perspective.

Based on the full scope of the report we have updated the Ice Accumulation and Discharge section of the 
Design and Operation report. The updated text is copied below. We will be making the attached report 
available to the public later this week but wanted to give you an opportunity to view it in advance. If you 
have any questions or comments please feel to contact us as usual.

Best regards,
Juan

Debra 
McKinstry, 
Michael 
Wildman

TEC Email 02/01/12

Thank you for the statistics relating to a potential vehicle impact, but there is still potential for ice to be 
thrown onto our property, regardless of whether a vehicle impact occurs. Vehicle impact is but one of the 
potential risks. Damage to a multitude of elements (roadways, ditches, utilities, etc) within the roadway 
could occur, as could impacts with other modes of transportation. We do not see, where the Township 
should be required to assume this risk. We feel that it is up to the proponent to eliminate the risk.

Michael

Michael 
Wildman

TEC Email 02/21/12

Hi Michael,

Further to my voice mail of last week, I'd like a few minutes of your time
to touch base on the South Branch project.  In particular, I'd like to
hear your feedback with respect to the municipal consultation form that
Prowind would like to submit to the MOE as part of our REA work.

You can reach me anytime on my cell:  (416) 951-7238.  Alternatively, if
you provide a day and time I can call you.

Thanks and best regards,
Jeff

Debra 
McKinstry, 
Michael 
Wildman

TEC Email 02/25/12
Please contact Debra McKinstry who handles our Planning related matters at
613-658-3055.
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Meeting	  Notes	  

The	  Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal	  

Location:	  Municipal	  offices	  at	  18	  Centre	  Street,	  Spencerville,	  ON	  

Date	  &	  Time:	  June	  16,	  2010	  @	  1pm	  

Attendees:	  Juan	  Anderson	  (Prowind),	  Bart	  Geleynse	  (Prowind),	  Russell	  Trivett	  
(CAO,	  Township),	  Dan	  Belleau	  (Public	  Works,	  Township)	  

	  

	  

The	  meeting	  began	  with	  an	  overview	  of	  the	  30MW	  South	  Branch	  wind	  project,	  and	  
some	  general	  discussion	  about	  the	  FIT	  process.	  	  

A	  map	  showing	  Prowind’s	  proposed	  15-‐turbine	  layout	  was	  passed	  around	  and	  
discussed.	  	  

• Potential	  transportation	  routes	  were	  considered,	  and	  it	  was	  suggested	  that	  
the	  township	  would	  be	  very	  interested	  in	  any	  assistance	  or	  cooperation	  that	  
might	  be	  of	  benefit	  regarding	  the	  use	  of	  the	  shipping	  port	  in	  Johnstown.	  
Something	  to	  keep	  in	  mind,	  but	  no	  action	  required	  at	  this	  time.	  	  

• Byker	  road	  is	  a	  boundary	  road	  that	  is	  jointly	  owned	  by	  the	  Township	  of	  
Edwardsburgh/Cardinal	  and	  the	  Township	  of	  South	  Dundas.	  Load	  limits	  may	  
need	  to	  be	  considered.	  It	  is	  not	  maintained	  in	  the	  winter	  north	  of	  Pitt	  Road.	  
No	  action	  required	  at	  this	  time.	  

• Provided	  sufficient	  notice	  was	  given	  to	  neighbours	  in	  the	  vicinity	  of	  any	  
project	  infrastructure	  proposed	  in	  the	  township,	  a	  separate	  public	  meeting	  
would	  not	  be	  deemed	  necessary	  by	  the	  township.	  Provided	  it	  would	  satisfy	  
the	  requirements	  of	  the	  Ministry,	  a	  letter	  of	  confirmation	  from	  the	  township	  
would	  be	  easily	  obtained.	  Action:	  obtain	  confirmation	  from	  the	  Ministry	  
that	  such	  a	  letter	  will	  suffice.	  

• Map	  data	  should	  be	  available	  to	  us,	  and	  Mr.	  Trivett	  will	  pass	  on	  a	  contact	  
name	  if	  we	  send	  a	  follow	  up	  email.	  Action:	  Juan	  

• Natural	  Heritage	  information	  can	  be	  made	  available	  to	  us.	  Rochelle	  will	  
follow	  up,	  and	  they	  are	  expecting	  to	  hear	  from	  her.	  Action:	  Rochelle	  

• Mr.	  Trivett	  suggested	  that	  the	  Mayor,	  upon	  his	  return	  from	  China,	  would	  be	  
interested	  in	  having	  us	  make	  a	  presentation	  to	  an	  upcoming	  Economic	  
Development	  committee	  meeting.	  We	  will	  wait	  to	  hear	  from	  the	  Mayor.	  No	  
action	  required	  at	  this	  time.	  	  
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January 4, 2011 
 
Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal 
Clerk 
18 Centre Street 
PO Box 129 
Spencerville, ON   K0E 1X0 
 
 
Attention:  Debra McKinstry, Clerk/Planning Administrator 
Reference: South Branch Wind Farm Draft REA Review 
 
 
Dear Ms. McKinstry, 
 
We are pleased to present you with the South Branch Wind Farm Draft Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) dated November 30, 2010, for your review.  
 
To save paper during draft review, no hard copy of the report has been prepared; instead, the reports are 
available on an FTP server for you to download. Access details will follow. If a hard copy of the report is 
preferred, please let us know and we will provide one. 
 
The South Branch Wind Farm is a 30 MW project that will consist of a maximum of 15 wind turbines, each 
with a maximum hub height of 140 metres and maximum rotor diameter of 116 meters. A Feed-In-Tariff 
(FIT) contract has been secured to sell this power to the Ontario Power Authority. All additonal details can 
be found within the REA reports.  
 
We have provided you with a nearly complete draft REA package; due to various weather conditions, the 
cultural heritage assessment has not been completed. This will be completed as soon as seasonally 
possible. Hopefully, this omission does not impact the review process. 
 
Additionally, we have included a Municipal Consultation Form for your municipality to complete. Pages 1-3 
have been completed by Prowind and pages 4-6 are to be completed by you. Please complete and return 
this to us at your earliest convenience. 
 
We hope this letter and the accompanying reports provide you with sufficient information to assess our 
project and look forward to your feedback. Thank you for your ongoing consultation and cooperation. If 
you have questions or comments or would like to meet with us, please do not hesitate to let us know.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Rochelle Rumney 
Environmental Coordinator 
 
(905)745-4719 

 

210 Prescott St, Suite 3 
P.O. Box 1678 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 4, 2011 
 
Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal 
Mayor and Council 
18 Centre Street 
PO Box 129 
Spencerville, ON   K0E 1X0 
 
Attention:  Mayor Sloan and Council 
Reference: South Branch Wind Farm Draft REA Review 
 
 
Dear Mayor Sloan and Council, 
 
We are pleased to present you with the South Branch Wind Farm Draft Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) dated November 30, 2010, for your review.  
 
To save paper during draft review, no hard copy of the report has been prepared; instead, the reports are 
available on an FTP server for you to download. Access details will follow. If a hard copy of the report is 
preferred, please let us know and we will provide one. 
 
The South Branch Wind Farm is a 30 MW project that will consist of a maximum of 15 wind turbines, each 
with a maximum hub height of 140 metres and maximum rotor diameter of 116 meters. A Feed-In-Tariff 
(FIT) contract has been secured to sell this power to the Ontario Power Authority. All additonal details can 
be found within the REA reports.  
 
We have provided you with a nearly complete draft REA package; due to various weather conditions, the 
cultural heritage assessment has not been completed, this inlcudes Archaeology and Heritage Impact 
studies. This will be completed as soon as seasonally possible. Hopefully, this omission does not impact 
the review process. 
 
We hope this letter and the accompanying reports provide you with sufficient information to assess our 
project and look forward to your feedback. Thank you for your ongoing consultation and cooperation. If 
you have questions or comments or would like to meet with us, please do not hesitate to let us know.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Rochelle Rumney 
Environmental Coordinator 
 
(905)745-4719 
rrumney@prowind.ca 

 

210 Prescott St, Suite 3 
P.O. Box 1678 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 4, 2011 
United Counties of Leeds and Grenville 
Works, Planning Services and Asset Management 
25 Central Avenue West, Suite 100 
Brockville, ON   K6V 4N6 
 
 
Attention: Sandy Hay, County Planner 
Reference: South Branch Wind Farm Draft REA Review 
 
 
Dear Mr. Hay,  
 
We are pleased to present you with the South Branch Wind Farm Draft Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) dated November 30, 2010, for your review.  
 
To save paper during draft review, no hard copy of the report has been prepared; instead, the reports are 
available on an FTP server for you to download. Access details will follow. If a hard copy of the report is 
preferred, please let us know and we will provide one. 
 
The South Branch Wind Farm is a 30 MW project that will consist of a maximum of 15 wind turbines, each 
with a maximum hub height of 140 metres and maximum rotor diameter of 116 meters. A Feed-In-Tariff 
(FIT) contract has been secured to sell this power to the Ontario Power Authority. All additonal details can 
be found within the REA reports.  
 
We have provided you with a nearly complete draft REA package; due to various weather conditions, the 
cultural heritage assessment has not been completed. This will be completed as soon as seasonally 
possible and provided to you at that time. Hopefully, this omission does not impact the majority of the 
review process. 
 
Additionally, we have included a Municipal Consultation Form for your municipality to complete. Pages 1-3 
have been completed by Prowind and pages 4-6 are to be completed by you. Please complete and return 
this to us at your earliest convenience. 
 
We hope this letter and the accompanying reports provide you with sufficient information to assess our 
project and look forward to your feedback. Thank you for your ongoing consultation and cooperation. If 
you have questions or comments or would like to meet with us, please do not hesitate to let us know.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Rochelle Rumney 
Environmental Coordinator 
 
(905)745-4719 
rrumney@prowind.ca 

 

210 Prescott St, Suite 3 
P.O. Box 1678 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 4, 2011 
 
United Counties of Leeds and Grenville 
Clerk 
25 Central Avenue West, Suite 100 
Brockville, ON   K6V 4N6 
 
 
Attention: Lesley Todd, Clerk 
Reference: South Branch Wind Farm Draft REA Review 
 
 
Dear Lesley Todd,  
 
We are pleased to present you with the South Branch Wind Farm Draft Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) dated November 30, 2010, for your review.  
 
To save paper during draft review, no hard copy of the report has been prepared; instead, the reports are 
available on an FTP server for you to download. Access details will follow. If a hard copy of the report is 
preferred, please let us know and we will provide one. 
 
The South Branch Wind Farm is a 30 MW project that will consist of a maximum of 15 wind turbines, each 
with a maximum hub height of 140 metres and maximum rotor diameter of 116 meters. A Feed-In-Tariff 
(FIT) contract has been secured to sell this power to the Ontario Power Authority. All additonal details can 
be found within the REA reports.  
 
We have provided you with a nearly complete draft REA package; due to various weather conditions, the 
cultural heritage assessment has not been completed. This will be completed as soon as seasonally 
possible and provided to you at that time. Hopefully, this omission does not impact the majority of the 
review process. 
 
Additionally, we have included a Municipal Consultation Form for your municipality to complete. Pages 1-3 
have been completed by Prowind and pages 4-6 are to be completed by you. Please complete and return 
this to us at your earliest convenience. 
 
We hope this letter and the accompanying reports provide you with sufficient information to assess our 
project and look forward to your feedback. Thank you for your ongoing consultation and cooperation. If 
you have questions or comments or would like to meet with us, please do not hesitate to let us know.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Rochelle Rumney 
Environmental Coordinator 
 
(905)745-4719 

 

210 Prescott St, Suite 3 
P.O. Box 1678 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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Meeting Notes 
 
Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal 
 
Date: February 28, 2011 at 1:00 pm 
Where: Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal Municipal Office 
In Attendance: Debra McKinstry – Clerk/Planning Administrator, Michael Wildman – CAO, Cathy 
Weston, Rochelle Rumney 
 
 
Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal (TEC) has hard copy of REA but has not reviewed all of it.  
 
They are aware that only one turbine and associated road and cabling is within their municipal 
bounds. 
 
They are aware they are required to complete the Municipal Consultation Form. 
 
Biggest concern at this time is Byker Rd. 

o Road will have to be upgraded to accommodate heavy loads and increased traffic 
 Prowind will cover costs of this upgrade 

o Confirm maintenance responsibility with Township of South Dundas 
o Road will have to be maintained year round 

 
Entrance permit will be required for access road to turbine on TEC lands 
 
They would like to be told when Prowind knows for sure that this turbine will be built, based on 
turbine model selection. 
 
A shared maintenance agreement will have to be drawn up between TEC and South Dundas 
(SD) and won’t be started until it is certain that it is necessary. 
 
Updated Telecom report was provided to TEC.  
 
Comments in response include: 

o Brockville emergency services deals with telecom in this area 
o Steve Seale (?) is the County contact for EMS communications 
o There will be a change in 3-5 years to digital communications 

 
Ms. McKinstry inquired about Bruce Albers; he had contacted TEC earlier in the month for copies 
of the REA. Ms. McKinstry told him the draft was not yet public and to contact Prowind directly for 
further information.  She said he is well respected in the community and has come before Council 
on several occasions for different reasons. 
 
 
Action Items: 
 
Prowind will let TEC know of any ideas for maintenance sharing raised by SD from meeting next 
week.  
 
Prowind will update TEC on project progress turbine model selection, when available. 
 
Prowind will contact the two groups (Brockville and County) regarding telecom.  
 
TEC will complete Consultation Form and return to Prowind. 
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Meeting Notes 
 
Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal 
 
Date:  August 24, 2011 at 1:30 pm 
 
Where: Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal Municipal Office 
 
In Attendance: Debra McKinstry – Clerk/Planning Administrator, Michael Wildman – CAO, Cathy 
Weston, Juan Anderson  
 
 

1. Prowind provided an update on the changes to the project scope since it was last 
discussed in February.  Generally, there are no changes to the Township of 
Edwardsburgh/Cardinal (TEC) portion of the project except that further field studies have 
been completed (Ecological Land Classification / Wildlife Habitat Surveys and Wetland 
surveys).   

 
2. No findings suggested detrimental impacts to the surrounding environment.  There are a 

couple of species at risk found in the vicinity of the project that we will address with MNR.   
Butternut trees are present on the landscape in small number, but will not be impacted by 
project activities. 

 
3. The REA will be submitted as early as possible and will include a turbine positioned 

within TEC / LG, even if it is ultimately not constructed (turbine make/model is yet to be 
determined).  It is possible that T1 will be omitted from final design, but at this time we 
must plan for it to be present to ensure the REA is complete. 

 
4. Feedback from TEC is consistent to what was provided in February – their biggest 

concern is roadway usage and mitigation of damages.  Roads of particular concern 
include Byker Rd and Pitt Road (if used). 

 
5. Prowind noted that transportation routes will not be determined until the EPC, turbine mfg 

and shipping company are selected – they will manage the transportation route and 
ensure permits are secured prior to construction. 

 
6. TEC is going to coordinate a Municipal Consultation Form response with the Township of 

South Dundas.  Summer vacation schedules have slowed this process, but Debra will 
follow up with Hugh Garlough and Don Lewis next week when both are back in the office. 

 
7. TEC was aware of the planned final open house meeting in Dixon’s Corners scheduled 

for Sept 29, 2011.  Prowind asked whether a second final open house within TEC would 
be deemed useful, or necessary given that Spencerville is the closest feasible location for 
such a meeting and that it is further from the project area than the Dixon’s Corners 
location.  TEC will review internally before confirming whether they have a preference.  
Generally it was felt that a second final meeting in TEC would not be detrimental, and 
might best be done to ensure full compliance with the REA regulations.  An initial open 
house meeting was not held in TEC for this project after consultation with the presiding 
Mayor Sloan in a 2010 discussion. 

 
8. TEC confirmed that they cannot speak on behalf of the County offices and that Prowind 

will need to secure the Municipal Consultation Form from them directly.  Debra confirmed 
the correct contacts at Leeds & Grenville. 
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Action Items: 
 

1. TEC will work with TSD to prepare a coordinated Municipal Consultation Form.  Cathy is 
available to assist with this if it would be at all useful. 

 
2. Prowind will update TEC on project progress turbine model selection, when available. 

 
3. Prowind will follow up with UCLG directly for county feedback on the project. 
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Township of Edwardsburgh/Cardinal 
18 Centre Street, P.O. Box 129 
Spencerville, Ontario 
K0E 1X0 

	  
November	  8,	  2011	  

	  

Attn:	  Debra	  McKinstry,	  Clerk/Planning	  Administrator	  

Re:	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  Draft	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval	  Reports	  	  

	  

Dear	  Ms.	  McKinstry,	  

We	  are	  pleased	  to	  present	  you	  with	  the	  updated	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  Draft	  Renewable	  Energy	  

Approval	  (REA)	  reports.	  These	  are	  identified	  as	  Draft	  Version	  2.2	  and	  dated	  November	  4,	  2011.	  	  

These	  reports	  include	  all	  feedback	  received	  to	  date	  from	  public,	  municipal,	  agency	  and	  First	  Nations	  
stakeholders.	  Additionally,	  it	  includes	  approval	  letters	  from	  the	  Ministry	  of	  Natural	  Resources	  and	  the	  

Ministry	  of	  Tourism	  and	  Culture.	  	  

These	  draft	  reports	  will	  be	  published	  for	  public	  review	  as	  of	  November	  9,	  2011.	  As	  such,	  we	  request	  that	  
a	  hard	  copy	  of	  the	  reports	  (provided	  with	  this	  letter)	  is	  made	  available	  in	  your	  office,	  at	  the	  front	  desk	  
for	  any	  resident	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal	  to	  review,	  if	  requested.	  These	  are	  public	  documents	  required	  

to	  be	  made	  available	  to	  the	  community,	  so	  please	  do	  not	  let	  anyone	  remove	  the	  document	  from	  the	  
office	  for	  personal	  use.	  The	  report	  can	  be	  copied	  or	  is	  available	  for	  download	  from	  our	  website	  at	  
www.prowind.ca.	  	  If	  additional	  hard	  copies	  are	  requested	  by	  a	  community	  member,	  please	  ask	  them	  to	  

contact	  our	  office.	  	  

To	  complement	  the	  above	  documents,	  Prowind	  Canada	  will	  host	  two	  Public	  Information	  Open	  Houses	  in	  
the	  Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal.	  These	  meetings	  aim	  to	  get	  feedback	  from	  the	  community,	  
answer	  questions	  and	  concerns,	  and	  present	  the	  information	  published	  in	  the	  reports.	  	  The	  dates	  and	  

locations	  of	  these	  meetings	  can	  be	  found	  on	  the	  attached	  invitation.	  Please	  post	  this	  Notice	  of	  Public	  
Meeting	  in	  your	  office	  for	  public	  viewing.	  I	  will	  also	  email	  a	  copy	  directly	  to	  you	  and	  additional	  staff	  at	  
the	  Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal.	  This	  invitation	  will	  also	  be	  sent	  out	  the	  local	  community	  

surrounding	  the	  project	  area	  and	  emailed	  to	  those	  on	  our	  mailing	  list.	  	  

 

226 ½ James St. N., Unit A 
Hamilton, ON        L8R 2L3 
Phone:  905.258.1747 
Fax: 866.203.6516 
Email:  info@prowind.ca 
Web: www.prowind.ca 
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Thank	  you	  for	  making	  your	  office	  available	  for	  public	  viewing	  of	  these	  reports.	  We	  appreciate	  your	  
cooperation.	  	  

If	  you	  have	  any	  questions	  or	  concerns,	  please	  feel	  free	  to	  contact	  me	  at	  our	  office	  at	  905	  528	  1747	  or	  

email	  me	  directly	  at	  rrumney@prowind.ca.	  

	  

Kind	  regards,	  

	  

Rochelle	  Rumney	  
Prowind	  Canada	  Inc.	  
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Prowind Inc. 

Aboriginal Student Bursary 

 

 

 

22



2009 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03  Prowind Canada Inc.  2 

 

Summary 
Prowind Inc. (“Prowind”) is pleased to announce that a bursary intended to promote the success of Canada’s 

Aboriginal citizens at the post-secondary level and their participation in Canada’s renewable energy 

industry.  Bursary awards will be granted in the first year following successful commissioning of a wind 

farm and annually thereafter.  Details of bursary allocation and eligible persons are included in the sections 

below. 

Bursary Details 
Two bursaries, each totaling $2,000.00 CAD will be awarded annually, following successful commissioning of 

a wind farm by Prowind.  The awards will be granted to one male and one female Aboriginal student who 

are either entering or attending a Canadian post secondary institution in a field related to the wind energy 

industry. 

Applicants must: 

1)  be a Canadian Aboriginal,  

2)  be in good academic standing, 

3)  provide evidence that their course of study is associated with the wind energy industry, and  

4)  demonstrate their commitment to the environment. 

The successful candidate will provide documentation to support the requirements above along with a cover 

letter to the address noted below.  Preference will be given to students entering their first year of college or 

university.  Awards will be granted at the sole discretion of Prowind based on information provided by the 

applicants.  Prowind reserves the right to withhold bursary award if no suitable candidate is identified in a 

given year. 

Contact Information 
For further details, or to apply for this bursary, please contact Prowind as noted below. 

Cathy Weston 

PO Box 1678 

Kemptville, ON K0G 1J0 

Phone: 613-258-6700 

Fax: 613-258-6722 

info@prowind.ca 

www.prowind.ca 
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April 8, 2008 
 
Litigation Management and Resolution Branch 
Department of Indian and    Northern Affairs 
10 Wellington St., 25 Eddie 1430 
Gatineau QU  K1A 0H4 
 
   
Attention:  Mr. Franklin Roy, Director 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind Farm and 
the South Branch Wind Farm in the Township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
  
 
Dear Mr. Roy: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is proposing the construction of two 10 MW wind energy projects in the Township of 
South Dundas, Ontario.  The Notices of Commencement for the South Branch and Brinston Wind Farms, issued 
accordance with the Ontario Environmental Assessment Act, are enclosed.   Currently, the South Branch and 
Brinston Wind Farms are undergoing a coordinated environmental screening under the Canadian and Ontario 
Environmental Assessment Acts.  An extensive public consultation process is being carried out and local 
residents, interested agencies and First Nations are encouraged to provide feedback.  This letter serves as notice 
of these proposed projects, and we are requesting information on any federal litigation related to the project 
lands.  Recommendations for First Nations communities with whom we should be consulting would also be 
most appreciated. 
 
The legal description of the lands involved with the project is as follows: 

Township of South Dundas, Concession 6, Lots 16, 17 and 18 
Township of South Dundas, Concession 7, Lots 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17 and 18 
Township of South Dundas, Concession 8, Lots 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18 
Township of South Dundas, Concession 9, Lots 12, 13, 14 and 15 

 
Please do not hesitate to contact us should you require further information, or if you would like to participate in 
the assessment process. We look forward to your feedback.   
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.  
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April 8, 2008 
 
Specific Claims Branch 
Ontario Research Team 
Department of Indian and   Northern Affairs 
10 Wellington St., Room 1310 
Gatineau QU  K1A 0H4 
 
   
Attention:  Mr. Fred Hoskins, Senior Claims Analyst  
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind Farm and 
the South Branch Wind Farm in the Township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
  
 
Dear Mr. Hoskins: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is proposing the construction of two 10 MW wind energy projects in the Township of 
South Dundas, Ontario.  The Notices of Commencement for the South Branch and Brinston Wind Farms, issued 
accordance with the Ontario Environmental Assessment Act, are enclosed.   Currently, the South Branch and 
Brinston Wind Farms are undergoing a coordinated environmental screening under the Canadian and Ontario 
Environmental Assessment Acts.  An extensive public consultation process is being carried out and local 
residents, interested agencies and First Nations are encouraged to provide feedback.  This letter serves as notice 
of this proposed project and we would like to request your feedback on any First Nation claims on these 
properties of which we may be unaware.  Recommendations for First Nations communities with whom we 
should be consulting would also be most appreciated. 
 
The legal description of the lands involved with the project is as follows: 

Township of South Dundas, Concession 6, Lots 16, 17 and 18 
Township of South Dundas, Concession 7, Lots 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17 and 18 
Township of South Dundas, Concession 8, Lots 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18 
Township of South Dundas, Concession 9, Lots 12, 13, 14 and 15 

 
Please do not hesitate to contact us should you require further information, or if you would like to participate in 
the assessment process. We look forward to your feedback.   
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.  
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April 8, 2008 
 
Financial Issues and Cost-Sharing 
Comprehensive Claims Branch 
Department of Indian and  Northern Affairs 
10 Wellington St., Room 1310 
Gatineau QU  K1A 0H4 
 
   
Attention:  Mr. Kevin Clement, Acting Director 
Reference:  Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening for the Brinston Wind Farm and 
the South Branch Wind Farm in the Township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
  
 
Dear Mr. Clement: 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. is proposing the construction of two 10 MW wind energy projects in the Township of 
South Dundas, Ontario.  The Notices of Commencement for the South Branch and Brinston Wind Farms, issued 
accordance with the Ontario Environmental Assessment Act, are enclosed.   Currently, the South Branch and 
Brinston Wind Farms are undergoing a coordinated environmental screening under the Canadian and Ontario 
Environmental Assessment Acts.  An extensive public consultation process is being carried out and local 
residents, interested agencies and First Nations are encouraged to provide feedback.  This letter serves as notice 
of these proposed projects and we would like to request your feedback on any comprehensive First Nation 
claims on these properties of which we may be unaware.  Recommendations for First Nations communities with 
whom we should be consulting would also be most appreciated. 
 
The legal description of the lands involved with the project is as follows: 

Township of South Dundas, Concession 6, Lots 16, 17 and 18 
Township of South Dundas, Concession 7, Lots 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17 and 18 
Township of South Dundas, Concession 8, Lots 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18 
Township of South Dundas, Concession 9, Lots 12, 13, 14 and 15 

 
Please do not hesitate to contact us should you require further information, or if you would like to participate in 
the assessment process. We look forward to your feedback.   
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 
 
 
 
Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng. 
Encl.  
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MOHAWKS OF AKWESASNE 
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November	  24,	  2008	  
	  
Mohawk	  Council	  of	  Awkesasne	  
P.O.	  Box	  579	  
Cornwall,	  ON	  	  	  K6H	  5T3	  
	  
Attention:	  	  Mr.	  Timothy	  Thompson	  
Reference:	  	  Wind	  farm	  development	  in	  your	  area	  
	  
Dear	  Mr.	  Thompson,	  
	  
Prowind	  Canada	  Incorporated	  (Prowind)	  is	  a	  small	  Canadian	  company	  established	  in	  2007	  as	  a	  partner	  of	  the	  
seasoned	  German	  wind	  developer,	  Prowind	  Gmbh.	  Our	  directors	  are	  from	  the	  agricultural	  community	  and	  
work	  closely	  with	  farmers	  to	  bring	  wind	  energy	  to	  the	  farm.	  	  Prowind	  has	  a	  number	  of	  potential	  wind	  farm	  
sites	  in	  the	  Kingston-‐Ottawa	  area	  that	  we	  wish	  to	  develop	  and	  we	  are	  interested	  in	  your	  input	  on	  these	  sites.	  	  
	  
Prowind	  is	  currently	  considering	  five	  sites	  in	  Eastern	  Ontario	  for	  wind	  farms	  of	  various	  sizes	  –	  from	  5	  to	  15	  
turbines	  in	  number.	  	  The	  proposed	  turbines	  are	  large	  in	  size,	  with	  up	  to	  120	  metre	  hub	  height,	  and	  each	  
produces	  enough	  electricity	  to	  power	  over	  600	  homes	  for	  a	  year.	  	  The	  locations	  of	  these	  sites	  and	  their	  
proximity	  to	  you	  are	  shown	  on	  the	  attached	  maps.	  	  Details	  of	  each	  project	  are	  outlined	  in	  the	  Notices	  of	  
Commencement	  included	  with	  this	  letter,	  some	  of	  which	  you	  may	  already	  have	  received	  by	  mail.	  	  	  
	  
There	  are	  a	  number	  of	  steps	  required	  to	  develop	  a	  wind	  project,	  including:	  
	  

• Partner	  with	  private	  agricultural	  landowners	  who	  want	  to	  be	  part	  of	  a	  wind	  project.	  	  	  
• Install	  a	  meteorological	  tower	  to	  measure	  wind	  speeds	  on-‐site.	  	  	  
• Commence	  the	  Environmental	  Assessment	  to	  assess	  potential	  impacts	  of	  the	  project	  on	  the	  local	  

environment,	  economy,	  and	  culture.	  	  	  
• Consult	  with	  the	  public	  and	  First	  Nations.	  

	  
All	  five	  proposed	  sites	  have	  meteorological	  towers	  on-‐site	  and	  are	  undergoing	  an	  Environmental	  Assessment.	  
	  
Prowind	  is	  aware	  that	  the	  Mohawk	  Council	  of	  Akwesasne	  may	  have	  links	  with	  the	  lands	  we	  are	  considering	  
and	  we	  would	  therefore	  like	  to	  hear	  your	  perspectives	  on	  the	  proposed	  projects.	  	  We	  are	  interested	  in	  visiting	  
your	  community	  for	  an	  introductory	  meeting.	  	  If	  you	  are	  also	  interested,	  please	  contact	  me	  to	  set	  up	  a	  time.	  	  	  
	  
We	  hope	  this	  letter	  will	  be	  the	  starting	  point	  for	  ongoing	  discussions	  between	  the	  Mohawk	  Council	  of	  
Akwesasne	  and	  Prowind.	  	  I	  am	  available	  to	  discuss	  this	  project	  with	  you	  and	  your	  council	  at	  any	  time	  and	  I	  
will	  keep	  you	  updated	  on	  the	  various	  stages	  of	  the	  project	  as	  we	  progress.	  	  Should	  you	  have	  any	  additional	  
questions	  or	  comments,	  both	  Prowind	  and	  our	  environmental	  consultants,	  M.K.	  Ince	  and	  Associates	  Ltd.,	  
would	  be	  pleased	  to	  discuss	  these	  projects	  further	  with	  you.	  
	  
We	  look	  forward	  to	  working	  with	  you	  and	  the	  Mohawk	  Council	  of	  Akwesasne	  community	  as	  we	  move	  towards	  
developing	  more	  renewable	  energy	  sources	  for	  Ontario.	  	  
	  
	  
Regards,	  
	  
	  
Bart	  Geleynse	  
Prowind	  Canada	  Inc.	  

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Grand Chief 
Mohawk Council of Akwesasne 
P.O. Box 579 
Cornwall, ON K6H 5T3 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Timothy Thompson, Grand Chief 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Thompson 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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 Prowind Trip Report  
 

Project: All Active Eastern Ontario Projects 

Trip Description: Initial First Nations Meeting with Mohawk Council of Akwesasne 

Date of Trip/Mtg: March 3, 2009, 1:30pm 

Location: Akwesasne Council Office, Cornwall Island, Ontario 

Contact: Charmaine Caldwell 

Prowind: Cathy Weston, Manager of Operations 

Akwesasne: Charmaine Caldwell, Industrial Commercial Officer 
 Richard David, Assistant Director Environment Department 
 Elizabeth Nanticoke, Acting Director Environment Department 
 Brian David, Energy Consultant 
 
General: 
 

• Cathy provided a brief background summary on Prowind Canada Inc. (PCI), and a summary 
of the project size, status and location for each of the active Eastern Ontario projects. 

• Cathy also provided details on the approved Prowind First Nations bursary to be issued 
annually starting once PCI has a commissioned wind farm.  The reaction from those 
assembled was favourable. 

• The assembled group had strong knowledge of the wind energy development industry and 
components of wind farm planning and permitting.  

• The group asked about timelines for permitting and construction of projects – Cathy noted that 
since all projects are part of Ontario’s RESOP program, which is currently on hold, but 
expected to be revised this summer, that it is difficult to put accurate bounds on anything.  She 
noted that the hope is to have two of the 7 described projects permitted and ready for 
construction by the end of 2009. 

• Brian noted that the Akwesasne had investigated the possibility of establishing their own wind 
measurement teams to gather and sell wind measurement data – and to use the profits of this 
activity to fund new studies, but commented that the cost of acquiring and erecting towers 
made the efforts cost prohibitive.  He noted a particular interest in investigating the potential for 
wind farm development on Akwesasne owned islands in the St. Lawrence, between Valleyfield 
to Admiralty Island (located in the 1000 Islands).  There are several islands in this area that are 
off-grid and they would be interested in installing a closed-loop system to power the local 
homes and facilities. Also, their location on Cornwall Island is close to 3 separate power 
systems - Quebec Hydro, Hydro One and National Grid (USA), which may provide opportunity 
for easy sale of power. 

• Both Richard and Brian noted a strong desire by the Akwesasne to maintain any power 
generated by an Akwesasne project for private, or closed-loop use – this may prove to be 
difficult if the power can best be generated on islands that are distant from the communities.  
Cathy recommended investigating opportunities for sale of power to the existing power 
authorities, and using proceeds to subsidize power costs for residents. 

 
Environmental: 
 

• Brian noted an ‘area of interest’ located between Merrickville and just northwest of Smith’s falls 
that is 10 x 10 miles (100 mi2) which is a designated hunting area, traditionally used for 
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trapping beaver and muskrat.  The Akwesasne are considering revitalizing hunting activities on 
these lands.  Brian or Richard will attempt to provide a delineation of this area.  Cathy noted 
that Prowind has no projects in this vicinity at present, but will keep the information on-hand for 
future reference. 

• Richard noted that the Akwesasne have a skilled group that perform any EA work on their 
reserve lands.  He added that the guidelines adopted by the Akwesasne are more stringent 
than the government guidelines.  He indicated that a policy document has been prepared 
which outlines their guidelines and is willing to share this with Prowind. 

• Richard asked that if there are any burial mounds or culturally modified trees identified during 
the time of land surveying or field work that the Akwesasne (Richard or Salli Bennedict) be 
notified so that they can provide guidance as to what must be done. 

• Richard also suggested that Prowind take time to learn how to identify these artifacts by 
scheduling a half-day session with the Akwesasne.  Cathy suggested that Jon Murphy may be 
a good person from our office to attend and will coordinate. 

 
Other notes:  
 

• The Akwesasne noted that they are in Kemptville approximately every 2 weeks for meetings 
with the MNR on the Model Farm project.  Cathy invited them to visit Prowind at our office 
during any of these trips. 

 
Follow Up:  
 

• PCI will provide the soft copy of the summary report for Eastern Ontario projects. 
• PCI will provide details of the Prowind First Nations bursary once finalized. 
• PCI will contact Akwesasne (Richard Davis) to coordinate training for identification of culturally 

modified trees 
• Akwesasne will provide detail of the area designated as traditional hunting territory near 

Smiths Falls. 
• Akwesasne will provide their policy document outlining the environmental assessment 

guidelines that are prescribed for EA work conducted on Akwesasne reservation lands. 
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January 7, 2011 
 
Mohawks of the Akwesasne 
Iroquois of St. Regis 
P.O. Box 579 
Cornwall, ON   K6H 5T3 
 
Attention:   Grand Chief Timothy Thompson and Charmaine Caldwell 
Reference:  South Branch Wind Farm Draft REA Review 
 
Dear Mr. Thompson, 
 
We are pleased to present you with the South Branch Wind Farm Draft Renewable Energy 
Approval Renewable Energy Approval (REA) dated November 30, 2010, for your review. 
 
To save paper during draft review, no hard copy of the report has been prepared; instead, 
the reports are provided to you on the enclosed CD. If a hard copy of the report is 
preferred, please let us know and we will provide one. 
 
The South Branch Wind Farm is a 30 MW project that will consist of a maximum of 15 wind 
turbines near the community of Brinston, Ontario. Each turbine will have a maximum hub 
height of 140 metres and maximum rotor diameter of 116 meters. A Feed-In-Tariff (FIT) 
contract has been secured to sell this power to the Ontario Power Authority. All additonal 
details can be found within the REA reports. 
 
We have provided you with a nearly complete draft REA package; due to various weather 
conditions, the cultural heritage assessment has not been completed, this inlcudes 
Archaeology and Heritage Impact studies. This will be completed as soon as seasonally 
possible. Hopefully, this omission does not impact the majority of the review process. 
 
We wanted to provide you with the REA earlier rather than later, even considering the 
omission of the cultural heritage studies. These studies are likely of interest to you and 
your community and will be forwarded to your office as soon as they are available. The 
archeaology study requires very good visibility of the overturned soil and will therefore 
require the snow to melt before it can be completed. We anxiously await this weather as 
we are eager to complete these studies. Thank you for your understanding. 
 
We hope this letter and the accompanying reports provide you with sufficient information to 
begin your assessment of our project and we look forward to your feedback. Thank you for 
your ongoing consultation and cooperation. If you have questions or comments or would 
like to meet with us, please do not hesitate to let us know. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rochelle Rumney 
Environmental Coordinator 
(905)745-4719 
rrumney@prowind.ca 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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Mohawks of the Akwesasne/Prowind Meeting Notes 
South Branch Wind Farm 

 
Date: April 26, 2011 at 10:00 am to 10:30 am 
 
Location: CIA Building #3, Tewesateni Road, Cornwall Island 
 
In Attendance:  Rochelle Rumney, Cathy Weston, Ivan Thompson – Economic Development 

Officer 
 
 
Prowind gave Mr. Thompson an overview of the project and its current status, including the 
completed field studies and those underway. 
 
Prowind has met/spoke with Charmaine at Akwesasne previously. Consultation with the 
Akwesasne has been ongoing since 2008. 
 
Ivan asked about the status of Prowind’s relationship with the Algonquins. Cathy noted that we 
have corresponded with them many times and they have stated they have no further 
interest/concern with the project. Métis have responded similarly. 
 
Prowind presented the Student Bursary plan to Ivan for his review.  
 
Ivan asked if Prowind currently has any partnerships with Aboriginal groups or otherwise, here or 
at other projects. Prowind explained that no Aboriginal partnerships have been formed, but 
partnerships with other international wind companies have been. 
 
Prowind would be open to the idea of a discussion of a partnership with the Akwesasane on a 
project in the future. If Akwesasane are interested in starting up a project on their land, Prowind 
would be happy to discuss that. Prowind’s focus is on wind and likely would not get involved in a 
solar project. 
 
Ivan was concerned with the South Branch project interfering with possible future plans to 
develop a project on their land by way of taking available grid capacity. Prowind was uncertain 
about details of grid capacity in the Akwesasne area, but promised to forward information that is 
online from the OPA regarding grid capacity.  The Cornwall area will not be on the same 
distribution-level grid system, but will be within the same transmission area.  There does not 
appear to be critical limits on the eastern Ontario transmission system at this time, so the 
likelihood of Prowind’s South Branch project preventing Akwesasne from securing a grid 
connection is low. 
 
South Branch reports (REA) will be updated and out for public review in the upcoming months. 
Prowind will be in touch with Ivan regarding the REA public display of reports and publication of 
notice in local paper.  
 
Ivan will take the summary of this project to Council to see if they have any concerns. Prowind will 
contact Akwesasne in a few weeks to get feedback on Council’s thoughts.  
 
Next Steps 
 

• Rochelle will email links regarding OPA grid capacity to Ivan. 
 

• Ivan will discuss South Branch with Council. 
 

• Prowind will contact Akwesasne in a few weeks regarding Councils feedback on project.	  
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Mohawk	  Council	  of	  Akwesasne	  
Box	  579	  

Cornwall,	  ON	  	  	  K6H	  5T3	  
	  

November	  4,	  2011	  

	  

Attn:	  Grand	  Chief	  Michael	  Kanentakeron	  Mitchell	  

Re:	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  Draft	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval	  Reports	  	  

	  

Dear	  Grand	  Chief	  Michael	  Kanentakeron	  Mitchell,	  

We	  are	  writing	  to	  provide	  an	  update	  on	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  In	  June	  2010,	  Prowind	  released	  a	  
Draft	  Project	  Description	  Report	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  for	  your	  review.	  Since	  then,	  we	  have	  

been	  hard	  at	  work	  preparing	  an	  application	  for	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval.	  We	  are	  pleased	  to	  present	  
you	  with	  a	  final	  draft	  version	  for	  your	  review	  and	  comment.	  Attached	  to	  this	  letter	  are	  several	  reports	  
and	  summaries	  of	  reports	  in	  the	  form	  of	  posters.	  These	  are	  described	  in	  detail	  below.	  Prowind	  has	  

received	  your	  feedback	  to	  date	  on	  this	  project	  and	  we	  are	  aware	  that	  you	  have	  not	  identified	  any	  
specific	  concerns	  up	  to	  this	  point.	  We	  do	  want	  to	  keep	  you	  updated	  and	  informed	  of	  the	  process	  and	  we	  
value	  any	  feedback	  that	  you	  may	  have	  at	  this	  point	  in	  the	  process.	  	  	  

Prowind	  is	  planning	  several	  more	  public	  information	  sessions	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  

Combined	  with	  these	  reports	  and	  summaries,	  we	  have	  provided	  a	  copy	  of	  the	  Notice	  of	  Public	  Meeting	  
for	  these	  remaining	  meetings.	  As	  we	  value	  the	  feedback	  received	  on	  the	  project,	  we	  kindly	  ask	  that	  you	  

share	  this	  notice	  with	  other	  members	  of	  your	  community,	  perhaps	  a	  posting	  on	  a	  public	  notice	  board	  if	  
one	  exists.	  As	  stated	  within	  the	  Notice,	  we	  are	  planning	  public	  information	  sessions	  near	  the	  project	  
location	  on	  the	  following	  dates:	  December	  12th,	  2011,	  January	  10th,	  2012,	  and	  January	  11th,	  2012.	  We	  

hope	  you	  can	  join	  us	  at	  one	  or	  more	  of	  these	  events.	  

We	  would	  be	  happy	  to	  meet	  with	  you	  to	  discuss	  the	  project,	  either	  at	  the	  upcoming	  public	  meetings,	  or	  
at	  a	  separate	  time	  and	  venue	  that	  is	  mutually	  convenient.	  

Below	  is	  a	  summary	  of	  our	  company	  and	  the	  proposed	  wind	  farm	  project	  and	  the	  reports	  we	  have	  
prepared	  for	  the	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  

 

226 ½ James St. N., Unit A 
Hamilton, ON        L8R 2L3 
Phone:  905.258.1747 
Fax: 866.203.6516 
Email:  info@prowind.ca 
Web: www.prowind.ca 
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Background:	  

Prowind	  Inc.	  (Prowind)	  is	  a	  Canadian	  wind	  energy	  development	  company	  established	  in	  2007.	  Prowind	  is	  
proposing	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  to	  be	  located	  near	  the	  villages	  of	  Brinston	  and	  Dixon’s	  Corners,	  

within	  the	  Township	  of	  South	  Dundas,	  United	  Counties	  of	  Stormont,	  Dundas	  and	  Glengarry;	  and	  east	  of	  
Shanly,	  in	  the	  Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal,	  United	  Counties	  of	  Leeds	  &	  Grenville.	  	  

The	  project	  has	  secured	  a	  contract	  to	  sell	  power	  to	  the	  Ontario	  Power	  Authority	  under	  the	  Feed-‐in	  Tariff	  
program	  for	  a	  maximum	  nameplate	  capacity	  of	  30	  MW	  of	  combined	  electrical	  output.	  

Further	  details	  of	  the	  project	  can	  be	  found	  within	  the	  attached:	  

• Summary:	  Welcome,	  and	  South	  Branch	  Details	  Posters	  

• Report:	  Draft	  Project	  Description	  Report	  

Technology:	  

The	  make	  and	  model	  of	  the	  turbine	  has	  not	  yet	  been	  established;	  we	  anticipate	  that	  the	  South	  Branch	  
Wind	  Farm	  will	  consist	  of	  a	  maximum	  of	  14	  wind	  turbines,	  each	  with	  a	  hub	  height	  of	  no	  more	  than	  140	  
m	  and	  rotor	  diameter	  of	  118	  m	  for	  a	  total	  maximum	  turbine	  height	  of	  199	  m.	  Details	  regarding	  the	  

turbine	  technology	  to	  be	  used	  can	  be	  found	  in	  the	  following	  attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Technology	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Turbine	  Specifications	  Report	  

Archaeology	  and	  Heritage:	  

In	  order	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  will	  not	  disturb	  any	  local	  archaeological	  or	  heritage	  
features,	  archaeological	  and	  heritage	  studies	  were	  performed.	  Details	  regarding	  these	  surveys	  can	  be	  

found	  within	  the	  attached:	  

• Summary:	  Archaeology	  and	  Heritage	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Archaeology	  and	  Heritage	  Assessment	  Report	  

Noise:	  

The	  Ontario	  Ministry	  of	  the	  Environment	  has	  established	  guidelines	  for	  sound	  level	  limits	  on	  wind	  

farms.	  Using	  these	  guidelines,	  Prowind	  will	  perform	  noise	  modeling	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  noise	  level	  at	  
each	  receptor	  will	  not	  exceed	  40	  A-‐weighted	  decibels	  (dB(A)).	  A	  noise	  report	  for	  the	  maximum	  turbine	  
dimensions	  has	  been	  completed	  and	  is	  available	  in	  Appendix	  C	  of	  the	  Design	  and	  Operations	  Report.	  	  A	  

final	  noise	  report	  will	  be	  completed	  once	  turbine	  specifications	  have	  been	  finalized.	  For	  details,	  see	  the	  
attached:	  

• Summary:	  Noise	  Regulation	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Design	  &	  Operations	  Report,	  Appendix	  C:	  	  Noise	  Assessment	  Report	  

Radar	  and	  Telecommunication:	  
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Prowind	  has	  performed	  studies	  to	  determine	  whether	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  will	  cause	  
interference	  with	  existing	  radar	  and	  telecommunication	  systems.	  Details	  can	  be	  found	  in	  the	  following	  

attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Radar	  and	  Telecommunication	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Design	  and	  Operations	  Report,	  Appendix	  F:	  Radio	  Communication,	  Radar	  and	  

Seismoacoustic	  System	  Impact	  Assessment	  Report,	  	  

Construction	  Activities:	  

The	  construction	  activities	  are	  described	  in	  the	  following	  attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Construction	  Activities	  Poster	  

• Report:	  Construction	  Plan	  Report	  

Operations	  and	  Decommissioning:	  

Prowind	  has	  studied	  all	  aspects	  of	  the	  operations	  and	  decommissioning	  of	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  
These	  details	  are	  laid	  out	  in	  the	  following	  attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Wind	  Farm	  Operation	  
• Reports:	  Design	  and	  Operations	  Report,	  Decommissioning	  Report	  

Natural	  Environment:	  

Prowind	  has	  studied	  the	  land	  proposed	  to	  make	  up	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  as	  well	  as	  lands	  

surrounding	  the	  project.	  Prowind	  performed	  studies	  investigating	  the	  amphibians,	  reptiles,	  bats,	  birds,	  
aquatic	  environments,	  and	  any	  woodlot,	  wetland	  or	  other	  natural	  feature	  in	  the	  area.	  These	  studies	  
allowed	  Prowind	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  project	  components	  were	  sited	  to	  minimize	  any	  environmental	  

effects.	  

In	  order	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  meets	  its	  environmental	  and	  social	  expectations,	  
post-‐construction	  monitoring	  will	  be	  undertaken.	  This	  monitoring	  includes	  not	  only	  birds,	  bats,	  and	  

water	  quality,	  but	  sound	  and	  television	  reception	  as	  well.	  

Detailed	  results	  of	  these	  studies	  and	  the	  post-‐construction	  monitoring	  are	  presented	  in	  the	  following	  
attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Amphibians	  Poster,	  Aquatic	  Habitats	  Poster,	  Bats	  Poster,	  Birds	  Poster,	  Post-‐
Construction	  Monitoring	  Poster	  

• Reports:	  Natural	  Heritage	  Assessment	  Report,	  Water	  Assessment	  Report	  

This	  summary	  is	  provided	  to	  keep	  you	  up	  to	  date	  on	  the	  project	  progress	  and	  extend	  the	  invitation	  to	  
our	  upcoming	  open	  houses.	  	  And	  to	  provide	  opportunity	  for	  any	  additional	  comments	  you	  may	  have	  in	  
regards	  to	  this	  project.	  
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We	  hope	  that	  this	  letter	  and	  the	  accompanying	  attachments	  provide	  you	  with	  sufficient	  information	  to	  
assess	  our	  project.	  We	  look	  forward	  to	  positive,	  ongoing	  discussions	  between	  the	  Mohawk	  Council	  of	  

Akwesasne	  and	  Prowind.	  I	  am	  available	  to	  discuss	  this	  project	  with	  you	  and	  your	  council	  at	  any	  time	  and	  
I	  will	  keep	  you	  updated	  on	  the	  various	  stages	  of	  the	  project	  as	  we	  progress.	  
	  

If	  you	  do	  have	  comments	  on	  the	  proposed	  project,	  please	  provide	  them	  in	  writing	  before	  the	  final	  public	  
meeting	  date	  of	  January	  11,	  2012.	  
	  

We	  look	  forward	  to	  working	  with	  you	  and	  the	  Mohawk	  Council	  of	  Akwesasne	  as	  we	  move	  towards	  more	  
renewable	  energy	  sources	  for	  Ontario.	  
	  

Kind	  regards,	  

	  

Rochelle	  Rumney	  
Prowind	  Canada	  Inc.	  
	  
	  
Cc:	  	  Ivan	  Thompson,	  Economic	  Development	  Officer,	  Mohawk	  Council	  of	  Akwesasne,	  PO	  Box	  579	  
Cornwall,	  ON	  K6H	  5T3	  

50



	  

	  
Mohawk	  Council	  of	  Akwesasne	  
Box	  579	  

Cornwall,	  ON	  	  	  K6H	  5T3	  
	  

November	  4,	  2011	  

	  

Attn:	  Ivan	  Thompson,	  Economic	  Development	  Officer	  

Re:	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  Draft	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval	  Reports	  	  

	  

Dear	  Mr.	  Thompson,	  

We	  are	  writing	  to	  provide	  an	  update	  on	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  In	  June	  2010,	  Prowind	  released	  a	  
Draft	  Project	  Description	  Report	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  for	  your	  review.	  Since	  then,	  we	  have	  

been	  hard	  at	  work	  preparing	  an	  application	  for	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval.	  We	  are	  pleased	  to	  present	  
you	  with	  a	  final	  draft	  version	  for	  your	  review	  and	  comment.	  Attached	  to	  this	  letter	  are	  several	  reports	  
and	  summaries	  of	  reports	  in	  the	  form	  of	  posters.	  These	  are	  described	  in	  detail	  below.	  Prowind	  has	  

received	  your	  feedback	  to	  date	  on	  this	  project	  and	  we	  are	  aware	  that	  you	  have	  not	  identified	  any	  
specific	  concerns	  up	  to	  this	  point.	  We	  do	  want	  to	  keep	  you	  updated	  and	  informed	  of	  the	  process	  and	  we	  
value	  any	  feedback	  that	  you	  may	  have	  at	  this	  point	  in	  the	  process.	  	  	  

Prowind	  is	  planning	  several	  more	  public	  information	  sessions	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  

Combined	  with	  these	  reports	  and	  summaries,	  we	  have	  provided	  a	  copy	  of	  the	  Notice	  of	  Public	  Meeting	  
for	  these	  remaining	  meetings.	  As	  we	  value	  the	  feedback	  received	  on	  the	  project,	  we	  kindly	  ask	  that	  you	  

share	  this	  notice	  with	  other	  members	  of	  your	  community,	  perhaps	  a	  posting	  on	  a	  public	  notice	  board	  if	  
one	  exists.	  As	  stated	  within	  the	  Notice,	  we	  are	  planning	  public	  information	  sessions	  near	  the	  project	  
location	  on	  the	  following	  dates:	  December	  12th,	  2011,	  January	  10th,	  2012,	  and	  January	  11th,	  2012.	  We	  

hope	  you	  can	  join	  us	  at	  one	  or	  more	  of	  these	  events.	  

We	  would	  be	  happy	  to	  meet	  with	  you	  to	  discuss	  the	  project,	  either	  at	  the	  upcoming	  public	  meetings,	  or	  
at	  a	  separate	  time	  and	  venue	  that	  is	  mutually	  convenient.	  

Below	  is	  a	  summary	  of	  our	  company	  and	  the	  proposed	  wind	  farm	  project	  and	  the	  reports	  we	  have	  
prepared	  for	  the	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  
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Background:	  

Prowind	  Inc.	  (Prowind)	  is	  a	  Canadian	  wind	  energy	  development	  company	  established	  in	  2007.	  Prowind	  is	  
proposing	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  to	  be	  located	  near	  the	  villages	  of	  Brinston	  and	  Dixon’s	  Corners,	  

within	  the	  Township	  of	  South	  Dundas,	  United	  Counties	  of	  Stormont,	  Dundas	  and	  Glengarry;	  and	  east	  of	  
Shanly,	  in	  the	  Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal,	  United	  Counties	  of	  Leeds	  &	  Grenville.	  	  

The	  project	  has	  secured	  a	  contract	  to	  sell	  power	  to	  the	  Ontario	  Power	  Authority	  under	  the	  Feed-‐in	  Tariff	  
program	  for	  a	  maximum	  nameplate	  capacity	  of	  30	  MW	  of	  combined	  electrical	  output.	  

Further	  details	  of	  the	  project	  can	  be	  found	  within	  the	  attached:	  

• Summary:	  Welcome,	  and	  South	  Branch	  Details	  Posters	  

• Report:	  Draft	  Project	  Description	  Report	  

Technology:	  

The	  make	  and	  model	  of	  the	  turbine	  has	  not	  yet	  been	  established;	  we	  anticipate	  that	  the	  South	  Branch	  
Wind	  Farm	  will	  consist	  of	  a	  maximum	  of	  14	  wind	  turbines,	  each	  with	  a	  hub	  height	  of	  no	  more	  than	  140	  
m	  and	  rotor	  diameter	  of	  118	  m	  for	  a	  total	  maximum	  turbine	  height	  of	  199	  m.	  Details	  regarding	  the	  

turbine	  technology	  to	  be	  used	  can	  be	  found	  in	  the	  following	  attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Technology	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Turbine	  Specifications	  Report	  

Archaeology	  and	  Heritage:	  

In	  order	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  will	  not	  disturb	  any	  local	  archaeological	  or	  heritage	  
features,	  archaeological	  and	  heritage	  studies	  were	  performed.	  Details	  regarding	  these	  surveys	  can	  be	  

found	  within	  the	  attached:	  

• Summary:	  Archaeology	  and	  Heritage	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Archaeology	  and	  Heritage	  Assessment	  Report	  

Noise:	  

The	  Ontario	  Ministry	  of	  the	  Environment	  has	  established	  guidelines	  for	  sound	  level	  limits	  on	  wind	  

farms.	  Using	  these	  guidelines,	  Prowind	  will	  perform	  noise	  modeling	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  noise	  level	  at	  
each	  receptor	  will	  not	  exceed	  40	  A-‐weighted	  decibels	  (dB(A)).	  A	  noise	  report	  for	  the	  maximum	  turbine	  
dimensions	  has	  been	  completed	  and	  is	  available	  in	  Appendix	  C	  of	  the	  Design	  and	  Operations	  Report.	  	  A	  

final	  noise	  report	  will	  be	  completed	  once	  turbine	  specifications	  have	  been	  finalized.	  For	  details,	  see	  the	  
attached:	  

• Summary:	  Noise	  Regulation	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Design	  &	  Operations	  Report,	  Appendix	  C:	  	  Noise	  Assessment	  Report	  

Radar	  and	  Telecommunication:	  
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Prowind	  has	  performed	  studies	  to	  determine	  whether	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  will	  cause	  
interference	  with	  existing	  radar	  and	  telecommunication	  systems.	  Details	  can	  be	  found	  in	  the	  following	  

attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Radar	  and	  Telecommunication	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Design	  and	  Operations	  Report,	  Appendix	  F:	  Radio	  Communication,	  Radar	  and	  

Seismoacoustic	  System	  Impact	  Assessment	  Report,	  	  

Construction	  Activities:	  

The	  construction	  activities	  are	  described	  in	  the	  following	  attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Construction	  Activities	  Poster	  

• Report:	  Construction	  Plan	  Report	  

Operations	  and	  Decommissioning:	  

Prowind	  has	  studied	  all	  aspects	  of	  the	  operations	  and	  decommissioning	  of	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  
These	  details	  are	  laid	  out	  in	  the	  following	  attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Wind	  Farm	  Operation	  
• Reports:	  Design	  and	  Operations	  Report,	  Decommissioning	  Report	  

Natural	  Environment:	  

Prowind	  has	  studied	  the	  land	  proposed	  to	  make	  up	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  as	  well	  as	  lands	  

surrounding	  the	  project.	  Prowind	  performed	  studies	  investigating	  the	  amphibians,	  reptiles,	  bats,	  birds,	  
aquatic	  environments,	  and	  any	  woodlot,	  wetland	  or	  other	  natural	  feature	  in	  the	  area.	  These	  studies	  
allowed	  Prowind	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  project	  components	  were	  sited	  to	  minimize	  any	  environmental	  

effects.	  

In	  order	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  meets	  its	  environmental	  and	  social	  expectations,	  
post-‐construction	  monitoring	  will	  be	  undertaken.	  This	  monitoring	  includes	  not	  only	  birds,	  bats,	  and	  

water	  quality,	  but	  sound	  and	  television	  reception	  as	  well.	  

Detailed	  results	  of	  these	  studies	  and	  the	  post-‐construction	  monitoring	  are	  presented	  in	  the	  following	  
attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Amphibians	  Poster,	  Aquatic	  Habitats	  Poster,	  Bats	  Poster,	  Birds	  Poster,	  Post-‐
Construction	  Monitoring	  Poster	  

• Reports:	  Natural	  Heritage	  Assessment	  Report,	  Water	  Assessment	  Report	  

This	  summary	  is	  provided	  to	  keep	  you	  up	  to	  date	  on	  the	  project	  progress	  and	  extend	  the	  invitation	  to	  
our	  upcoming	  open	  houses.	  	  And	  to	  provide	  opportunity	  for	  any	  additional	  comments	  you	  may	  have	  in	  
regards	  to	  this	  project.	  
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We	  hope	  that	  this	  letter	  and	  the	  accompanying	  attachments	  provide	  you	  with	  sufficient	  information	  to	  
assess	  our	  project.	  We	  look	  forward	  to	  positive,	  ongoing	  discussions	  between	  the	  Mohawk	  Council	  of	  

Akwesasne	  and	  Prowind.	  I	  am	  available	  to	  discuss	  this	  project	  with	  you	  and	  your	  council	  at	  any	  time	  and	  
I	  will	  keep	  you	  updated	  on	  the	  various	  stages	  of	  the	  project	  as	  we	  progress.	  
	  

If	  you	  do	  have	  comments	  on	  the	  proposed	  project,	  please	  provide	  them	  in	  writing	  before	  the	  final	  public	  
meeting	  date	  of	  January	  11,	  2012.	  
	  

We	  look	  forward	  to	  working	  with	  you	  and	  the	  Mohawk	  Council	  of	  Akwesasne	  as	  we	  move	  towards	  more	  
renewable	  energy	  sources	  for	  Ontario.	  
	  

Kind	  regards,	  

	  

Rochelle	  Rumney	  
Prowind	  Canada	  Inc.	  
	  
	  
Cc:	  	  Grand	  Chief	  Michael	  Kanentakeron	  Mitchell,	  Mohawk	  Council	  of	  Akwesasne,	  PO	  Box	  579	  Cornwall,	  
ON	  K6H	  5T3	  
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January 7, 2011 
 
Alderville First Nation 
11696 2nd Line Road 
PO Box 46 
Alderville, ON   K0K 2X0 
 
Attention:   Chief James Marsden and Reese Simpson, Economic Development Officer 
Reference:  South Branch Wind Farm Draft REA Review 
 
Dear Chief Marsden and Mr. Simpson, 
 
We are pleased to present you with the South Branch Wind Farm Draft Renewable Energy 
Approval Renewable Energy Approval (REA) dated November 30, 2010, for your review. 
 
To save paper during draft review, no hard copy of the report has been prepared; instead, 
the reports are provided to you on the enclosed CD. If a hard copy of the report is 
preferred, please let us know and we will provide one. 
 
The South Branch Wind Farm is a 30 MW project that will consist of a maximum of 15 wind 
turbines near the community of Brinston, Ontario. Each turbine will have a maximum hub 
height of 140 metres and maximum rotor diameter of 116 meters. A Feed-In-Tariff (FIT) 
contract has been secured to sell this power to the Ontario Power Authority. All additional 
details can be found within the REA reports. 
 
We have provided you with a nearly complete draft REA package; due to various weather 
conditions, the cultural heritage assessment has not been completed, this includes 
Archaeology and Heritage Impact studies. This will be completed as soon as seasonally 
possible. Hopefully, this omission does not impact the majority of the review process. 
 
We wanted to provide you with the REA earlier rather than later, even considering the 
omission of the cultural heritage studies. These studies are likely of interest to you and 
your community and will be forwarded to your office as soon as they are available. The 
archeaology study requires very good visibility of the overturned soil and will therefore 
require the snow to melt before it can be completed. We anxiously await this weather as 
we are eager to complete these studies. Thank you for your understanding. 
 
We hope this letter and the accompanying reports provide you with sufficient information to 
begin your assessment of our project and we look forward to your feedback. Thank you for 
your ongoing consultation and cooperation. If you have questions or comments or would 
like to meet with us, please do not hesitate to let us know. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rochelle Rumney 
Environmental Coordinator 
(905)745-4719 
rrumney@prowind.ca 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 18th, 2011 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
P.O. Box 1678 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
 
Att: Rochelle Rumney 
 
Re: South Branch Wind Farm Draft REA Review 
      
Dear Rochelle, 
 
Thank you for your consultation request to Alderville First Nation regarding the South 
Branch Wind Farm Draft Review, which is being proposed within our Traditional and 
Treaty Territory. We appreciate the fact that Prowind Canada recognizes the importance 
of First Nations Consultation and that your office is conforming to the requirements 
within the Duty to Consult Process.  We greatly appreciate that the reports you sent us 
are on CD format, and it would be great if more companies would use that method instead 
of sending out hardcopies. 
 
As per the Alderville First Nation Consultation Protocol, your proposed project is deemed 
a level 3, having minimal potential to impact our First Nations’ rights, therefore, please 
keep Alderville apprised of any archaeological findings, burial sites or any environmental 
impacts, should any occur.  Also note that when the time arises for the official dig, we 
have an Archaeologist Liaison person on hand to perform the Archaeological Study. 
 
Although we may not always have representation at all stakeholders meetings, it is our 
wish to be kept apprised throughout all phases of this project. I can be reached at the 
contact information below. 
 
In good faith and respect, 
 
Dave Simpson       dsimpson@aldervillefirstnation.ca 
Lands and Resources 
Communications Officer               Tele: (905) 352-2662 
Alderville First Nation    Fax: (905) 352-3242  

ALDERVILLE FIRST NATION 
P.O. Box 46 

11696 Second Line  
Roseneath, Ontario K0K 2X0 

 

Chief:    James R. Marsden 
Councillor: Dave Mowat 
Councillor: Pam Crowe 
Councillor: Leonard Gray 
Councillor: Randall Smoke 
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Alderville	  First	  Nation	  
11696	  2nd	  Line	  Road	  

PO	  Box	  46	  
Alderville,	  ON	  	  	  K0K	  2X0	  
 

November	  4,	  2011	  

	  

Attn:	  Reese	  Simpson,	  Economic	  Development	  Officer	  

Re:	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  Draft	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval	  Reports	  	  

	  

Dear	  Reese	  Simpson,	  

We	  are	  writing	  to	  provide	  an	  update	  on	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  In	  June	  2010,	  Prowind	  released	  a	  

Draft	  Project	  Description	  Report	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  for	  your	  review.	  Since	  then,	  we	  have	  
been	  hard	  at	  work	  preparing	  an	  application	  for	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval.	  We	  are	  pleased	  to	  present	  
you	  with	  a	  final	  draft	  version	  for	  your	  review	  and	  comment.	  Attached	  to	  this	  letter	  are	  several	  reports	  

and	  summaries	  of	  reports	  in	  the	  form	  of	  posters.	  These	  are	  described	  in	  detail	  below.	  Prowind	  has	  
received	  your	  feedback	  to	  date	  on	  this	  project	  and	  we	  are	  aware	  that	  you	  have	  not	  identified	  any	  
specific	  concerns	  up	  to	  this	  point.	  We	  do	  want	  to	  keep	  you	  updated	  and	  informed	  of	  the	  process	  and	  we	  

value	  any	  feedback	  that	  you	  may	  have	  at	  this	  point	  in	  the	  process.	  	  	  

Prowind	  is	  planning	  several	  more	  public	  information	  sessions	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  
Combined	  with	  these	  reports	  and	  summaries,	  we	  have	  provided	  a	  copy	  of	  the	  Notice	  of	  Public	  Meeting	  
for	  these	  remaining	  meetings.	  As	  we	  value	  the	  feedback	  received	  on	  the	  project,	  we	  kindly	  ask	  that	  you	  

share	  this	  notice	  with	  other	  members	  of	  your	  community,	  perhaps	  a	  posting	  on	  a	  public	  notice	  board	  if	  
one	  exists.	  As	  stated	  within	  the	  Notice,	  we	  are	  planning	  public	  information	  sessions	  near	  the	  project	  
location	  on	  the	  following	  dates:	  December	  12th,	  2011,	  January	  10th,	  2012,	  and	  January	  11th,	  2012.	  We	  

hope	  you	  can	  join	  us	  at	  one	  or	  more	  of	  these	  events.	  

We	  would	  be	  happy	  to	  meet	  with	  you	  to	  discuss	  the	  project,	  either	  at	  the	  upcoming	  public	  meetings,	  or	  
at	  a	  separate	  time	  and	  venue	  that	  is	  mutually	  convenient.	  

Below	  is	  a	  summary	  of	  our	  company	  and	  the	  proposed	  wind	  farm	  project	  and	  the	  reports	  we	  have	  
prepared	  for	  the	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  

 

226 ½ James St. N., Unit A 
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Background:	  

Prowind	  Inc.	  (Prowind)	  is	  a	  Canadian	  wind	  energy	  development	  company	  established	  in	  2007.	  Prowind	  is	  
proposing	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  to	  be	  located	  near	  the	  villages	  of	  Brinston	  and	  Dixon’s	  Corners,	  

within	  the	  Township	  of	  South	  Dundas,	  United	  Counties	  of	  Stormont,	  Dundas	  and	  Glengarry;	  and	  east	  of	  
Shanly,	  in	  the	  Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal,	  United	  Counties	  of	  Leeds	  &	  Grenville.	  	  

The	  project	  has	  secured	  a	  contract	  to	  sell	  power	  to	  the	  Ontario	  Power	  Authority	  under	  the	  Feed-‐in	  Tariff	  
program	  for	  a	  maximum	  nameplate	  capacity	  of	  30	  MW	  of	  combined	  electrical	  output.	  

Further	  details	  of	  the	  project	  can	  be	  found	  within	  the	  attached:	  

• Summary:	  Welcome,	  and	  South	  Branch	  Details	  Posters	  

• Report:	  Draft	  Project	  Description	  Report	  

Technology:	  

The	  make	  and	  model	  of	  the	  turbine	  has	  not	  yet	  been	  established;	  we	  anticipate	  that	  the	  South	  Branch	  
Wind	  Farm	  will	  consist	  of	  a	  maximum	  of	  14	  wind	  turbines,	  each	  with	  a	  hub	  height	  of	  no	  more	  than	  140	  
m	  and	  rotor	  diameter	  of	  118	  m	  for	  a	  total	  maximum	  turbine	  height	  of	  199	  m.	  Details	  regarding	  the	  

turbine	  technology	  to	  be	  used	  can	  be	  found	  in	  the	  following	  attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Technology	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Turbine	  Specifications	  Report	  

Archaeology	  and	  Heritage:	  

In	  order	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  will	  not	  disturb	  any	  local	  archaeological	  or	  heritage	  
features,	  archaeological	  and	  heritage	  studies	  were	  performed.	  Details	  regarding	  these	  surveys	  can	  be	  

found	  within	  the	  attached:	  

• Summary:	  Archaeology	  and	  Heritage	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Archaeology	  and	  Heritage	  Assessment	  Report	  

Noise:	  

The	  Ontario	  Ministry	  of	  the	  Environment	  has	  established	  guidelines	  for	  sound	  level	  limits	  on	  wind	  

farms.	  Using	  these	  guidelines,	  Prowind	  will	  perform	  noise	  modeling	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  noise	  level	  at	  
each	  receptor	  will	  not	  exceed	  40	  A-‐weighted	  decibels	  (dB(A)).	  A	  noise	  report	  for	  the	  maximum	  turbine	  
dimensions	  has	  been	  completed	  and	  is	  available	  in	  Appendix	  C	  of	  the	  Design	  and	  Operations	  Report.	  	  A	  

final	  noise	  report	  will	  be	  completed	  once	  turbine	  specifications	  have	  been	  finalized.	  For	  details,	  see	  the	  
attached:	  

• Summary:	  Noise	  Regulation	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Design	  &	  Operations	  Report,	  Appendix	  C:	  	  Noise	  Assessment	  Report	  

Radar	  and	  Telecommunication:	  
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Prowind	  has	  performed	  studies	  to	  determine	  whether	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  will	  cause	  
interference	  with	  existing	  radar	  and	  telecommunication	  systems.	  Details	  can	  be	  found	  in	  the	  following	  

attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Radar	  and	  Telecommunication	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Design	  and	  Operations	  Report,	  Appendix	  F:	  Radio	  Communication,	  Radar	  and	  

Seismoacoustic	  System	  Impact	  Assessment	  Report,	  	  

Construction	  Activities:	  

The	  construction	  activities	  are	  described	  in	  the	  following	  attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Construction	  Activities	  Poster	  

• Report:	  Construction	  Plan	  Report	  

Operations	  and	  Decommissioning:	  

Prowind	  has	  studied	  all	  aspects	  of	  the	  operations	  and	  decommissioning	  of	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  
These	  details	  are	  laid	  out	  in	  the	  following	  attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Wind	  Farm	  Operation	  
• Reports:	  Design	  and	  Operations	  Report,	  Decommissioning	  Report	  

Natural	  Environment:	  

Prowind	  has	  studied	  the	  land	  proposed	  to	  make	  up	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  as	  well	  as	  lands	  

surrounding	  the	  project.	  Prowind	  performed	  studies	  investigating	  the	  amphibians,	  reptiles,	  bats,	  birds,	  
aquatic	  environments,	  and	  any	  woodlot,	  wetland	  or	  other	  natural	  feature	  in	  the	  area.	  These	  studies	  
allowed	  Prowind	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  project	  components	  were	  sited	  to	  minimize	  any	  environmental	  

effects.	  

In	  order	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  meets	  its	  environmental	  and	  social	  expectations,	  
post-‐construction	  monitoring	  will	  be	  undertaken.	  This	  monitoring	  includes	  not	  only	  birds,	  bats,	  and	  

water	  quality,	  but	  sound	  and	  television	  reception	  as	  well.	  

Detailed	  results	  of	  these	  studies	  and	  the	  post-‐construction	  monitoring	  are	  presented	  in	  the	  following	  
attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Amphibians	  Poster,	  Aquatic	  Habitats	  Poster,	  Bats	  Poster,	  Birds	  Poster,	  Post-‐
Construction	  Monitoring	  Poster	  

• Reports:	  Natural	  Heritage	  Assessment	  Report,	  Water	  Assessment	  Report	  

This	  summary	  is	  provided	  to	  keep	  you	  up	  to	  date	  on	  the	  project	  progress	  and	  extend	  the	  invitation	  to	  
our	  upcoming	  open	  houses.	  	  And	  to	  provide	  opportunity	  for	  any	  additional	  comments	  you	  may	  have	  in	  
regards	  to	  this	  project.	  
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We	  hope	  that	  this	  letter	  and	  the	  accompanying	  attachments	  provide	  you	  with	  sufficient	  information	  to	  
assess	  our	  project.	  We	  look	  forward	  to	  positive,	  ongoing	  discussions	  between	  the	  Alderville	  First	  Nation	  

and	  Prowind.	  I	  am	  available	  to	  discuss	  this	  project	  with	  you	  and	  your	  council	  at	  any	  time	  and	  I	  will	  keep	  
you	  updated	  on	  the	  various	  stages	  of	  the	  project	  as	  we	  progress.	  

If	  you	  do	  have	  comments	  on	  the	  proposed	  project,	  please	  provide	  them	  in	  writing	  before	  the	  final	  
public	  meeting	  date	  of	  January	  11,	  2012.	  

We	  look	  forward	  to	  working	  with	  you	  and	  the	  Aldervile	  First	  Nation	  as	  we	  move	  towards	  more	  

renewable	  energy	  sources	  for	  Ontario.	  

	  

Kind	  regards,	  

	  

Rochelle	  Rumney	  
Prowind	  Canada	  Inc.	  
	  
	  
Cc:	  Chief	  James	  Marsden,	  11696	  2nd	  Line	  Rd,	  PO	  Box	  46,	  Alderville	  ON	  	  	  K0K	  2X0	  
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Alderville	  First	  Nation	  
11696	  2nd	  Line	  Road	  

PO	  Box	  46	  
Alderville,	  ON	  	  	  K0K	  2X0	  
 

November	  4,	  2011	  

	  

Attn:	  Chief	  James	  Marsden	  

Re:	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  Draft	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval	  Reports	  	  

	  

Dear	  Chief	  Marsden,	  

We	  are	  writing	  to	  provide	  an	  update	  on	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  In	  June	  2010,	  Prowind	  released	  a	  

Draft	  Project	  Description	  Report	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  for	  your	  review.	  Since	  then,	  we	  have	  
been	  hard	  at	  work	  preparing	  an	  application	  for	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval.	  We	  are	  pleased	  to	  present	  
you	  with	  a	  final	  draft	  version	  for	  your	  review	  and	  comment.	  Attached	  to	  this	  letter	  are	  several	  reports	  

and	  summaries	  of	  reports	  in	  the	  form	  of	  posters.	  These	  are	  described	  in	  detail	  below.	  Prowind	  has	  
received	  your	  feedback	  to	  date	  on	  this	  project	  and	  we	  are	  aware	  that	  you	  have	  not	  identified	  any	  
specific	  concerns	  up	  to	  this	  point.	  We	  do	  want	  to	  keep	  you	  updated	  and	  informed	  of	  the	  process	  and	  we	  

value	  any	  feedback	  that	  you	  may	  have	  at	  this	  point	  in	  the	  process.	  	  	  

Prowind	  is	  planning	  several	  more	  public	  information	  sessions	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  
Combined	  with	  these	  reports	  and	  summaries,	  we	  have	  provided	  a	  copy	  of	  the	  Notice	  of	  Public	  Meeting	  
for	  these	  remaining	  meetings.	  As	  we	  value	  the	  feedback	  received	  on	  the	  project,	  we	  kindly	  ask	  that	  you	  

share	  this	  notice	  with	  other	  members	  of	  your	  community,	  perhaps	  a	  posting	  on	  a	  public	  notice	  board	  if	  
one	  exists.	  As	  stated	  within	  the	  Notice,	  we	  are	  planning	  public	  information	  sessions	  near	  the	  project	  
location	  on	  the	  following	  dates:	  December	  12th,	  2011,	  January	  10th,	  2012,	  and	  January	  11th,	  2012.	  We	  

hope	  you	  can	  join	  us	  at	  one	  or	  more	  of	  these	  events.	  

We	  would	  be	  happy	  to	  meet	  with	  you	  to	  discuss	  the	  project,	  either	  at	  the	  upcoming	  public	  meetings,	  or	  
at	  a	  separate	  time	  and	  venue	  that	  is	  mutually	  convenient.	  

Below	  is	  a	  summary	  of	  our	  company	  and	  the	  proposed	  wind	  farm	  project	  and	  the	  reports	  we	  have	  
prepared	  for	  the	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  

 

226 ½ James St. N., Unit A 
Hamilton, ON        L8R 2L3 
Phone:  905.258.1747 
Fax: 866.203.6516 
Email:  info@prowind.ca 
Web: www.prowind.ca 
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Background:	  

Prowind	  Inc.	  (Prowind)	  is	  a	  Canadian	  wind	  energy	  development	  company	  established	  in	  2007.	  Prowind	  is	  
proposing	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  to	  be	  located	  near	  the	  villages	  of	  Brinston	  and	  Dixon’s	  Corners,	  

within	  the	  Township	  of	  South	  Dundas,	  United	  Counties	  of	  Stormont,	  Dundas	  and	  Glengarry;	  and	  east	  of	  
Shanly,	  in	  the	  Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal,	  United	  Counties	  of	  Leeds	  &	  Grenville.	  	  

The	  project	  has	  secured	  a	  contract	  to	  sell	  power	  to	  the	  Ontario	  Power	  Authority	  under	  the	  Feed-‐in	  Tariff	  
program	  for	  a	  maximum	  nameplate	  capacity	  of	  30	  MW	  of	  combined	  electrical	  output.	  

Further	  details	  of	  the	  project	  can	  be	  found	  within	  the	  attached:	  

• Summary:	  Welcome,	  and	  South	  Branch	  Details	  Posters	  

• Report:	  Draft	  Project	  Description	  Report	  

Technology:	  

The	  make	  and	  model	  of	  the	  turbine	  has	  not	  yet	  been	  established;	  we	  anticipate	  that	  the	  South	  Branch	  
Wind	  Farm	  will	  consist	  of	  a	  maximum	  of	  14	  wind	  turbines,	  each	  with	  a	  hub	  height	  of	  no	  more	  than	  140	  
m	  and	  rotor	  diameter	  of	  118	  m	  for	  a	  total	  maximum	  turbine	  height	  of	  199	  m.	  Details	  regarding	  the	  

turbine	  technology	  to	  be	  used	  can	  be	  found	  in	  the	  following	  attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Technology	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Turbine	  Specifications	  Report	  

Archaeology	  and	  Heritage:	  

In	  order	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  will	  not	  disturb	  any	  local	  archaeological	  or	  heritage	  
features,	  archaeological	  and	  heritage	  studies	  were	  performed.	  Details	  regarding	  these	  surveys	  can	  be	  

found	  within	  the	  attached:	  

• Summary:	  Archaeology	  and	  Heritage	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Archaeology	  and	  Heritage	  Assessment	  Report	  

Noise:	  

The	  Ontario	  Ministry	  of	  the	  Environment	  has	  established	  guidelines	  for	  sound	  level	  limits	  on	  wind	  

farms.	  Using	  these	  guidelines,	  Prowind	  will	  perform	  noise	  modeling	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  noise	  level	  at	  
each	  receptor	  will	  not	  exceed	  40	  A-‐weighted	  decibels	  (dB(A)).	  A	  noise	  report	  for	  the	  maximum	  turbine	  
dimensions	  has	  been	  completed	  and	  is	  available	  in	  Appendix	  C	  of	  the	  Design	  and	  Operations	  Report.	  	  A	  

final	  noise	  report	  will	  be	  completed	  once	  turbine	  specifications	  have	  been	  finalized.	  For	  details,	  see	  the	  
attached:	  

• Summary:	  Noise	  Regulation	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Design	  &	  Operations	  Report,	  Appendix	  C:	  	  Noise	  Assessment	  Report	  

Radar	  and	  Telecommunication:	  
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Prowind	  has	  performed	  studies	  to	  determine	  whether	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  will	  cause	  
interference	  with	  existing	  radar	  and	  telecommunication	  systems.	  Details	  can	  be	  found	  in	  the	  following	  

attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Radar	  and	  Telecommunication	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Design	  and	  Operations	  Report,	  Appendix	  F:	  Radio	  Communication,	  Radar	  and	  

Seismoacoustic	  System	  Impact	  Assessment	  Report,	  	  

Construction	  Activities:	  

The	  construction	  activities	  are	  described	  in	  the	  following	  attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Construction	  Activities	  Poster	  

• Report:	  Construction	  Plan	  Report	  

Operations	  and	  Decommissioning:	  

Prowind	  has	  studied	  all	  aspects	  of	  the	  operations	  and	  decommissioning	  of	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  
These	  details	  are	  laid	  out	  in	  the	  following	  attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Wind	  Farm	  Operation	  
• Reports:	  Design	  and	  Operations	  Report,	  Decommissioning	  Report	  

Natural	  Environment:	  

Prowind	  has	  studied	  the	  land	  proposed	  to	  make	  up	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  as	  well	  as	  lands	  

surrounding	  the	  project.	  Prowind	  performed	  studies	  investigating	  the	  amphibians,	  reptiles,	  bats,	  birds,	  
aquatic	  environments,	  and	  any	  woodlot,	  wetland	  or	  other	  natural	  feature	  in	  the	  area.	  These	  studies	  
allowed	  Prowind	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  project	  components	  were	  sited	  to	  minimize	  any	  environmental	  

effects.	  

In	  order	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  meets	  its	  environmental	  and	  social	  expectations,	  
post-‐construction	  monitoring	  will	  be	  undertaken.	  This	  monitoring	  includes	  not	  only	  birds,	  bats,	  and	  

water	  quality,	  but	  sound	  and	  television	  reception	  as	  well.	  

Detailed	  results	  of	  these	  studies	  and	  the	  post-‐construction	  monitoring	  are	  presented	  in	  the	  following	  
attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Amphibians	  Poster,	  Aquatic	  Habitats	  Poster,	  Bats	  Poster,	  Birds	  Poster,	  Post-‐
Construction	  Monitoring	  Poster	  

• Reports:	  Natural	  Heritage	  Assessment	  Report,	  Water	  Assessment	  Report	  

This	  summary	  is	  provided	  to	  keep	  you	  up	  to	  date	  on	  the	  project	  progress	  and	  extend	  the	  invitation	  to	  
our	  upcoming	  open	  houses.	  	  And	  to	  provide	  opportunity	  for	  any	  additional	  comments	  you	  may	  have	  in	  
regards	  to	  this	  project.	  
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We	  hope	  that	  this	  letter	  and	  the	  accompanying	  attachments	  provide	  you	  with	  sufficient	  information	  to	  
assess	  our	  project.	  We	  look	  forward	  to	  positive,	  ongoing	  discussions	  between	  the	  Alderville	  First	  Nation	  

and	  Prowind.	  I	  am	  available	  to	  discuss	  this	  project	  with	  you	  and	  your	  council	  at	  any	  time	  and	  I	  will	  keep	  
you	  updated	  on	  the	  various	  stages	  of	  the	  project	  as	  we	  progress.	  

If	  you	  do	  have	  comments	  on	  the	  proposed	  project,	  please	  provide	  them	  in	  writing	  before	  the	  final	  
public	  meeting	  date	  of	  January	  11,	  2012.	  

We	  look	  forward	  to	  working	  with	  you	  and	  the	  Aldervile	  First	  Nation	  as	  we	  move	  towards	  more	  

renewable	  energy	  sources	  for	  Ontario.	  

	  

Kind	  regards,	  

	  

Rochelle	  Rumney	  
Prowind	  Canada	  Inc.	  
	  
Cc:	  Reese	  Simpson,	  Economic	  Development	  Officer,	  11696	  2nd	  Line	  Rd.,	  PO	  Box	  46,	  Alderville,	  ON	  K0K	  
2X0	  
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November	  24,	  2008	  
	  
Algonquins	  of	  Pikwàkanagàn	  
P.O.	  Box	  100	  
Pikwàkanagàn	  Golden	  Lake,	  ON	  	  K0J	  1X0	  
	  
Attention:	  	  Mr.	  Kirby	  Whiteduck	  
Reference:	  	  Wind	  farm	  development	  in	  your	  area	  
	  
Dear	  Mr.	  Whiteduck	  
	  
Prowind	  Canada	  Incorporated	  (Prowind)	  is	  a	  small	  Canadian	  company	  established	  in	  2007	  as	  a	  partner	  of	  the	  
seasoned	  German	  wind	  developer,	  Prowind	  Gmbh.	  Our	  directors	  are	  from	  the	  agricultural	  community	  and	  
work	  closely	  with	  farmers	  to	  bring	  wind	  energy	  to	  the	  farm.	  	  Prowind	  has	  a	  number	  of	  potential	  wind	  farm	  
sites	  in	  the	  Kingston-‐Ottawa	  area	  that	  we	  wish	  to	  develop	  and	  we	  are	  interested	  in	  your	  input	  on	  these	  sites.	  	  
	  
Prowind	  is	  currently	  considering	  five	  sites	  in	  Eastern	  Ontario	  for	  wind	  farms	  of	  various	  sizes	  –	  from	  5	  to	  15	  
turbines	  in	  number.	  	  The	  proposed	  turbines	  are	  large	  in	  size,	  with	  up	  to	  120	  metre	  hub	  height,	  and	  each	  
produces	  enough	  electricity	  to	  power	  over	  600	  homes	  for	  a	  year.	  	  The	  locations	  of	  these	  sites	  and	  their	  
proximity	  to	  you	  are	  shown	  on	  the	  attached	  maps.	  	  Details	  of	  each	  project	  are	  outlined	  in	  the	  Notices	  of	  
Commencement	  included	  with	  this	  letter,	  some	  of	  which	  you	  may	  already	  have	  received	  by	  mail.	  	  	  
	  
There	  are	  a	  number	  of	  steps	  required	  to	  develop	  a	  wind	  project,	  including:	  
	  

• Partner	  with	  private	  agricultural	  landowners	  who	  want	  to	  be	  part	  of	  a	  wind	  project.	  	  	  
• Install	  a	  meteorological	  tower	  to	  measure	  wind	  speeds	  on-‐site.	  	  	  
• Commence	  the	  Environmental	  Assessment	  to	  assess	  potential	  impacts	  of	  the	  project	  on	  the	  local	  

environment,	  economy,	  and	  culture.	  	  	  
• Consult	  with	  the	  public	  and	  First	  Nations.	  

	  
All	  five	  proposed	  sites	  have	  meteorological	  towers	  on-‐site	  and	  are	  undergoing	  an	  Environmental	  Assessment.	  
	  
Prowind	  is	  aware	  that	  the	  Algonquins	  of	  Pikwàkanagàn	  may	  have	  links	  with	  the	  lands	  we	  are	  considering	  and	  
we	  would	  therefore	  like	  to	  hear	  your	  perspectives	  on	  the	  proposed	  projects.	  	  We	  are	  interested	  in	  visiting	  
your	  community	  for	  an	  introductory	  meeting.	  	  If	  you	  are	  also	  interested,	  please	  contact	  me	  to	  set	  up	  a	  time.	  	  	  
	  
We	   hope	   this	   letter	   will	   be	   the	   starting	   point	   for	   ongoing	   discussions	   between	   the	   Algonquins	   of	  
Pikwàkanagàn	  and	  Prowind.	  	  I	  am	  available	  to	  discuss	  this	  project	  with	  you	  and	  your	  council	  at	  any	  time	  
and	  I	  will	  keep	  you	  updated	  on	  the	  various	  stages	  of	  the	  project	  as	  we	  progress.	  	  Should	  you	  have	  any	  
additional	  questions	  or	  comments,	  both	  Prowind	  and	  our	  environmental	  consultants,	  M.K.	  Ince	  and	  Associates	  
Ltd.,	  would	  be	  pleased	  to	  discuss	  these	  projects	  further	  with	  you.	  
	  
We	  look	  forward	  to	  working	  with	  you	  and	  the	  Algonquins	  of	  Pikwàkanagàn	  community	  as	  we	  move	  towards	  
developing	  more	  renewable	  energy	  sources	  for	  Ontario.	  	  
	  
	  
Regards,	  
	  
	  
Bart	  Geleynse	  
Prowind	  Canada	  Inc.	  

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 5, 2009 
 
Chief 
Algonquins of Pikwàkanagàn 
P.O. Box 100, Pikwakanagan 
Golden Lake, ON K0J 1X0 
 
 
Attention:  Mr. Kirby Whiteduck, Chief 
Reference:   Invitation to Open House for South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms, in the 
township of South Dundas, Ontario. 
 
Dear : Mr. Whiteduck 
 
 
Prowind Canada Inc. (Prowind) and M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. (MKI) are pleased to invite you to a 
public Open House for the proposed South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farms. The Open 
House will provide an opportunity for Prowind and MKI to share preliminary results from the 
Environmental Screening, present general information about wind energy, and respond to questions 
and comments regarding these wind farms and wind energy in general. The Open House is intended to 
partially satisfy the conditions for public consultation explicit in the Environmental Screening Process. 
 
Each of the three Wind Farm projects is proposed to include up to five (5) wind turbines, each capable 
of producing 2 MW of electricity. The total combined nameplate capacity of the three farms is 
anticipated to be 30 MW – enough to power approximately 9000 average Ontario Homes. The projects 
are proposed in South Dundas near the Village of Brinston. Study areas are highlighted on the 
attached maps. 
 
For further details on the South Branch, Brinston and Boundary Wind Farm projects, please join us any 
time between 5:30 and 8:30 pm, Thursday January 29, 2009, at The Matilda Community Hall, 4421 
County Road 16, Dixon’s Corners, Ontario. Light refreshments will be provided. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Encl. 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Fax: 613-258-6722 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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210	  Prescott	  Street,	  Suite	  3	  
PO	  Box	  1678	  
[City],	  Ontario	   K0G	  1J0	  
Phone:	  	   613.258.6700	  
Fax:	  	   613.258-‐6722	  

	  

 

2009	  June	  11	  

Mr.	  Jim	  Hunton	  
Vice	  President	  
JP2G	  Consulting	  
12	  International	  Drive	  
Pembroke,	  Ontario	  
K8A	  6W5	  	  

Dear	  Mr.	  Hunton,	  

As	  a	  follow	  up	  to	  our	  telephone	  conversation	  on	  June	  10,	  2009,	   I	  have	  prepared	  and	  enclosed	  a	  
summary	  report	  giving	  location	  and	  development	  status	  details	  for	  our	  active	  wind	  farm	  projects	  
in	  Eastern	  Ontario.	  	  I	  have	  also	  provided	  a	  Prowind	  Canada	  pamphlet	  that	  provides	  some	  further	  
detail	  about	  our	  company	  and	  background.	  	  	  

I	   hope	   this	   package	   provides	   sufficient	   detail	   for	   you	   to	   assess	   the	   projects	   that	   are	   currently	  
underway	  and	  determine	  best	  next	  steps	  for	  sharing	  this	  detail	  with	  and	  soliciting	  input	  from	  the	  
Algonquin	  First	  Nations	  communities	  that	  may	  have	  interest	  in	  our	  projects.	  

Once	  you	  have	  had	  opportunity	  to	  review	  these	  details,	  please	  contact	  me	  at	  your	  convenience	  to	  
discuss	   and	   coordinate	   next	   steps.	   	   If	   there	   is	   any	   additional	   information	   that	   you	   would	   like,	  
please	   do	   not	   hesitate	   to	   contact	   me	   by	   phone	   at	   613.258.6700	   or	   by	   email	   at	  
cweston@prowind.ca.	  

Sincerely,	  

Cathy	  Weston	  
Manager	  of	  Operations	  
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2 Queen Street East 
Suite 1500 
Toronto, Canada M5C 
3G5 
416.593.1221 TEL 
416.593.5437 FAX 
www.blaney.com  

Robert J. Potts 
416.593.3952 
bpotts@blaney.com  

August 31, 2009  

VIA EMAIL  

Prowind Canada 
P.O. Box 1678 
Kemptville, Ontario   
K0J 1J0  

Attention: Cathy Weston 
Manager of Operations  

RE:  ProWind Canada Proposed Windfarms 
Our Project No. 2097334A (CP 29-10)  

Dear Ms. Weston:  

This writer acts as Principal Negotiator for the Algonquins of Ontario ( AOO ) in matters 
related to the current Treaty Negotiations that are underway between the AOO, the 
Province of Ontario and the Government of Canada ( Governments ).  

It is in this capacity that we acknowledge your summary reports provided to our Technical 
Advisory Group dated June 11, 2009 confirming that the proposed project sites and access 
road infrastructure and proposed transmission lines do not include Federal or Provincial 
Crown lands.  

We assume that your summary reports will be modified to correctly reflect the fact that the 
proposed projects are located within Algonquin Traditional Territory where the 
Algonquins of Ontario have asserted rights that are the subject of Treaty Negotiations 
between the AOO and the Governments.  

Subject to the foregoing, the AOO will not object to the windfarm proposals described in 
the documentation provided and we do not require further consultation in this regard.          
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- 2 -  

This letter is without prejudice to all Algonquin aboriginal rights and title and the right of 
the AOO to seek accommodation or financial compensation in the context of an 
Algonquin Treaty for any infringement of Algonquin aboriginal rights and title that may 
have resulted or may result in the future from this matter.  

Yours very truly,  

  

R. J. Potts 
Principal Negotiator  

c.c. - Algonquin Negotiation Representatives  
- J. E. Hunton, Jp2g Consultants Inc.  
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January 7, 2011 
Algonquins of Ontario 
Consultation Office 
31 Riverside Drive, Suite 101 
Pembroke, ON     K8A 8R6 
 
Attention:  Ms. Janet Restoule 
Reference:  South Branch Wind Farm Draft REA Review 
 
 
Dear Ms. Restoule, 
 
We are pleased to present you with the South Branch Wind Farm Draft Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) dated November 30, 2010, for your review.  
 
To save paper during draft review, no hard copy of the report has been prepared; instead, the reports are 
provided to you on the enclosed CD. If a hard copy of the report is preferred, please let us know and we 
will provide one. 
 
The South Branch Wind Farm is a 30 MW project that will consist of a maximum of 15 wind turbines near 
the community of Brinston, Ontario.  Each turbine will have a maximum hub height of 140 metres and 
maximum rotor diameter of 116 meters. A Feed-In-Tariff (FIT) contract has been secured to sell this 
power to the Ontario Power Authority. All additonal details can be found within the REA reports.  
 
We have provided you with a nearly complete draft REA package; due to various weather conditions, the 
cultural heritage assessment has not been completed, this inlcudes Archaeology and Heritage Impact 
studies. This will be completed as soon as seasonally possible. Hopefully, this omission does not impact 
the majority of the review process.  
 
We wanted to provide you with the REA earlier rather than later, even considering the omission of the 
cultural heritage studies. These studies are likely of interest to you and your community and will be 
forwarded to your office as soon as they are available. The archeaology study requires very good visibility 
of the overturned soil and will therefore require the snow to melt before it can be completed. We anxiosuly 
await this weather as we are eager to complete these studies. Thank you for your understanding. 
 
We hope this letter and the accompanying reports provide you with sufficient information to begin your 
assessment of our project and we look forward to your feedback. Thank you for your ongoing consultation 
and cooperation. If you have questions or comments or would like to meet with us, please do not hesitate 
to let us know.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
Rochelle Rumney 
Environmental Coordinator 
(905)745-4719 
rrumney@prowind.ca 

 

210 Prescott St, Suite 3 
P.O. Box 1678 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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January 7, 2011 
 
JP2G Consultants Inc. 
12 International Drive 
Pembroke, ON   K8A 8R6 
 
Attention:   Jim Hunton, President 
Reference:  South Branch Wind Farm Draft REA Review 
 
Dear Mr. Hunton, 
 
We are pleased to present you with the South Branch Wind Farm Draft Renewable Energy 
Approval Renewable Energy Approval (REA) dated November 30, 2010, for your review. 
 
To save paper during draft review, no hard copy of the report has been prepared; instead, 
the reports are provided to you on the enclosed CD. If a hard copy of the report is 
preferred, please let us know and we will provide one. 
 
The South Branch Wind Farm is a 30 MW project that will consist of a maximum of 15 wind 
turbines near the community of Brinston, Ontario. Each turbine will have a maximum hub 
height of 140 metres and maximum rotor diameter of 116 meters. A Feed-In-Tariff (FIT) 
contract has been secured to sell this power to the Ontario Power Authority. All additional 
details can be found within the REA reports. 
 
We have provided you with a nearly complete draft REA package; due to various weather 
conditions, the cultural heritage assessment has not been completed, this includes 
Archaeology and Heritage Impact studies. This will be completed as soon as seasonally 
possible. Hopefully, this omission does not impact the majority of the review process. 
 
We wanted to provide you with the REA earlier rather than later, even considering the 
omission of the cultural heritage studies. These studies are likely of interest to you and 
your community and will be forwarded to your office as soon as they are available. The 
archeaology study requires very good visibility of the overturned soil and will therefore 
require the snow to melt before it can be completed. We anxiously await this weather as 
we are eager to complete these studies. Thank you for your understanding. 
 
We hope this letter and the accompanying reports provide you with sufficient information to 
begin your assessment of our project and we look forward to your feedback. Thank you for 
your ongoing consultation and cooperation. If you have questions or comments or would 
like to meet with us, please do not hesitate to let us know. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rochelle Rumney 
Environmental Coordinator 
(905)745-4719 
rrumney@prowind.ca 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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Algonquins of Ontario 
 

 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
31 Riverside Drive, Suite 101, Pembroke, Ontario K8A 8R6 

Telephone:  (613) 735-3759  Fax: (613) 735-6307 
Website: www.tanakiwin.com E-Mail: algonquins@nrtco.net 

 

 
September 2, 2011 
 
Cathy Weston 
Prowind Canada 
226 1/2 James St. N, Unit A 
Hamilton, ON L8R 2L3 
 
BY EMAIL ONLY        cweston@prowind.ca 
 
Dear Ms. Weston, 
 

Subject: ProWind Canada Proposed Windfarms – South Branch (Our File CP 29-9) 
 

Thank you for your email correspondence to Jim Hunton dated August 5, 2011 providing an update on 
the publication of the draft Reports for the Environmental Assessment at South Branch Wind Farm. 
 
In order to facilitate our review of the draft Reports we would appreciate hard copies of these reports to 
be posted to our office at the following address: 
 

Algonquins of Ontario Consultation Office  
31 Riverside Drive, Suite 101  
Pembroke, Ontario K8A 8R6  

 
We are also seeking confirmation that the draft Reports have been amended in keeping with our request 
as outlined in the letter submitted by Robert J. Potts, Principal Negotiator on behalf of the Algonquins of 
Ontario dated August 31, 2009 (see Attachment 1). 
 
Please also confirm that the location of the proposed project site, access road infrastructure and 
transmission lines are also not located on either Federal or Provincial Crown lands. 
 
We sincerely look forward to your attention to these matters.  
   
Sincerely, 

 
 
Janet Stavinga 
Executive Director 
 
Attachment:  Letter from R.J. Potts, Principal Negotiator (AOO) dated August 31, 2009 
 
c.c. Jim Hunton, Jp2g Consultants Inc., Technical Advisor -AOO 
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226 ½ James Street North 
Unit A 
Hamilton, Ontario  L8R 2L3 
 

Phone:   905.528.1747 
Fax:   866.203.6516 
Email:   info@prowind.ca 

 

  www.prowind.ca  

September 6, 2011 

Ms. Janet Stavinga 
Executive Director 
Algonquins of Ontario Consultation Office 
31 Riverside Drive, Suite 101 
Pembroke, ON  K8A 8R6 
 
 
Re:  Prowind Canada Proposed South Branch Wind Farm 
 

Dear Ms. Stavinga, 

Thank you for your letter and subsequent emails from September 2, 2011 in response to the Draft REA package 
that was provided to you in regards to South Branch Wind Farm, located near Brinston, Ontario. 

Per your request, I have enclosed hard copies of the Draft Project Description Document (Version 3) as well as 
the current Draft Archaeological and Heritage Assessment Report for South Branch Wind Farm.  These and 
other documents forming the Draft REA package were released for public review on July 31, 2011 and are 
available for download on our project website at: www.prowind.ca/?page=projects‐south‐branch. 

Per my earlier email confirmation, no part of the project, its infrastructure, or transmission lines is planned to 
exist on Federal or Provincial Crown Lands.  Further, your requested amendment to the Draft Project 
Description Report is available for your review in section 4.7.3 (Archaeological and Heritage Resources), on 
page 28. 

Please let me know if there is any further information that would assist in your review of the proposed project, 
and if upon further review you identify any elements of the project that cause concern for you or your 
community. 

Sincerely, 

Cathy Weston 
Managing Director 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Algonquins of Ontario 
Consultation Office 
31 Riverside Drive, Suite 101 
Pembroke, ON   K8A 8R6 
 
 

November	  4,	  2011	  

	  

Attn:	  Janet	  Stavinga,	  Executive	  Director	  

Re:	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  Draft	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval	  Reports	  	  

	  

Dear	  Ms.	  Stavinga,	  

We	  are	  writing	  to	  provide	  an	  update	  on	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  In	  June	  2010,	  Prowind	  released	  a	  

Draft	  Project	  Description	  Report	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  for	  your	  review.	  Since	  then,	  we	  have	  
been	  hard	  at	  work	  preparing	  an	  application	  for	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval.	  We	  are	  pleased	  to	  present	  
you	  with	  a	  final	  draft	  version	  for	  your	  review	  and	  comment.	  Attached	  to	  this	  letter	  are	  several	  reports	  

and	  summaries	  of	  reports	  in	  the	  form	  of	  posters.	  These	  are	  described	  in	  detail	  below.	  Prowind	  has	  
received	  your	  feedback	  to	  date	  on	  this	  project	  and	  we	  are	  aware	  that	  you	  have	  not	  identified	  any	  
specific	  concerns	  up	  to	  this	  point.	  We	  do	  want	  to	  keep	  you	  updated	  and	  informed	  of	  the	  process	  and	  we	  

value	  any	  feedback	  that	  you	  may	  have	  at	  this	  point	  in	  the	  process.	  	  	  

Prowind	  is	  planning	  several	  more	  public	  information	  sessions	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  
Combined	  with	  these	  reports	  and	  summaries,	  we	  have	  provided	  a	  copy	  of	  the	  Notice	  of	  Public	  Meeting	  
for	  these	  remaining	  meetings.	  As	  we	  value	  the	  feedback	  received	  on	  the	  project,	  we	  kindly	  ask	  that	  you	  

share	  this	  notice	  with	  other	  members	  of	  your	  community,	  perhaps	  a	  posting	  on	  a	  public	  notice	  board	  if	  
one	  exists.	  As	  stated	  within	  the	  Notice,	  we	  are	  planning	  public	  information	  sessions	  near	  the	  project	  
location	  on	  the	  following	  dates:	  December	  12th,	  2011,	  January	  10th,	  2012,	  and	  January	  11th,	  2012.	  We	  

hope	  you	  can	  join	  us	  at	  one	  or	  more	  of	  these	  events.	  

We	  would	  be	  happy	  to	  meet	  with	  you	  to	  discuss	  the	  project,	  either	  at	  the	  upcoming	  public	  meetings,	  or	  
at	  a	  separate	  time	  and	  venue	  that	  is	  mutually	  convenient.	  

Below	  is	  a	  summary	  of	  our	  company	  and	  the	  proposed	  wind	  farm	  project	  and	  the	  reports	  we	  have	  
prepared	  for	  the	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  
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Background:	  

Prowind	  Inc.	  (Prowind)	  is	  a	  Canadian	  wind	  energy	  development	  company	  established	  in	  2007.	  Prowind	  is	  
proposing	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  to	  be	  located	  near	  the	  villages	  of	  Brinston	  and	  Dixon’s	  Corners,	  

within	  the	  Township	  of	  South	  Dundas,	  United	  Counties	  of	  Stormont,	  Dundas	  and	  Glengarry;	  and	  east	  of	  
Shanly,	  in	  the	  Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal,	  United	  Counties	  of	  Leeds	  &	  Grenville.	  	  

The	  project	  has	  secured	  a	  contract	  to	  sell	  power	  to	  the	  Ontario	  Power	  Authority	  under	  the	  Feed-‐in	  Tariff	  
program	  for	  a	  maximum	  nameplate	  capacity	  of	  30	  MW	  of	  combined	  electrical	  output.	  

Further	  details	  of	  the	  project	  can	  be	  found	  within	  the	  attached:	  

• Summary:	  Welcome,	  and	  South	  Branch	  Details	  Posters	  

• Report:	  Draft	  Project	  Description	  Report	  

Technology:	  

The	  make	  and	  model	  of	  the	  turbine	  has	  not	  yet	  been	  established;	  we	  anticipate	  that	  the	  South	  Branch	  
Wind	  Farm	  will	  consist	  of	  a	  maximum	  of	  14	  wind	  turbines,	  each	  with	  a	  hub	  height	  of	  no	  more	  than	  140	  
m	  and	  rotor	  diameter	  of	  118	  m	  for	  a	  total	  maximum	  turbine	  height	  of	  199	  m.	  Details	  regarding	  the	  

turbine	  technology	  to	  be	  used	  can	  be	  found	  in	  the	  following	  attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Technology	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Turbine	  Specifications	  Report	  

Archaeology	  and	  Heritage:	  

In	  order	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  will	  not	  disturb	  any	  local	  archaeological	  or	  heritage	  
features,	  archaeological	  and	  heritage	  studies	  were	  performed.	  Details	  regarding	  these	  surveys	  can	  be	  

found	  within	  the	  attached:	  

• Summary:	  Archaeology	  and	  Heritage	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Archaeology	  and	  Heritage	  Assessment	  Report	  

Noise:	  

The	  Ontario	  Ministry	  of	  the	  Environment	  has	  established	  guidelines	  for	  sound	  level	  limits	  on	  wind	  

farms.	  Using	  these	  guidelines,	  Prowind	  will	  perform	  noise	  modeling	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  noise	  level	  at	  
each	  receptor	  will	  not	  exceed	  40	  A-‐weighted	  decibels	  (dB(A)).	  A	  noise	  report	  for	  the	  maximum	  turbine	  
dimensions	  has	  been	  completed	  and	  is	  available	  in	  Appendix	  C	  of	  the	  Design	  and	  Operations	  Report.	  	  A	  

final	  noise	  report	  will	  be	  completed	  once	  turbine	  specifications	  have	  been	  finalized.	  For	  details,	  see	  the	  
attached:	  

• Summary:	  Noise	  Regulation	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Design	  &	  Operations	  Report,	  Appendix	  C:	  	  Noise	  Assessment	  Report	  

Radar	  and	  Telecommunication:	  
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Prowind	  has	  performed	  studies	  to	  determine	  whether	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  will	  cause	  
interference	  with	  existing	  radar	  and	  telecommunication	  systems.	  Details	  can	  be	  found	  in	  the	  following	  

attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Radar	  and	  Telecommunication	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Design	  and	  Operations	  Report,	  Appendix	  F:	  Radio	  Communication,	  Radar	  and	  

Seismoacoustic	  System	  Impact	  Assessment	  Report,	  	  

Construction	  Activities:	  

The	  construction	  activities	  are	  described	  in	  the	  following	  attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Construction	  Activities	  Poster	  

• Report:	  Construction	  Plan	  Report	  

Operations	  and	  Decommissioning:	  

Prowind	  has	  studied	  all	  aspects	  of	  the	  operations	  and	  decommissioning	  of	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  
These	  details	  are	  laid	  out	  in	  the	  following	  attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Wind	  Farm	  Operation	  
• Reports:	  Design	  and	  Operations	  Report,	  Decommissioning	  Report	  

Natural	  Environment:	  

Prowind	  has	  studied	  the	  land	  proposed	  to	  make	  up	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  as	  well	  as	  lands	  

surrounding	  the	  project.	  Prowind	  performed	  studies	  investigating	  the	  amphibians,	  reptiles,	  bats,	  birds,	  
aquatic	  environments,	  and	  any	  woodlot,	  wetland	  or	  other	  natural	  feature	  in	  the	  area.	  These	  studies	  
allowed	  Prowind	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  project	  components	  were	  sited	  to	  minimize	  any	  environmental	  

effects.	  

In	  order	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  meets	  its	  environmental	  and	  social	  expectations,	  
post-‐construction	  monitoring	  will	  be	  undertaken.	  This	  monitoring	  includes	  not	  only	  birds,	  bats,	  and	  

water	  quality,	  but	  sound	  and	  television	  reception	  as	  well.	  

Detailed	  results	  of	  these	  studies	  and	  the	  post-‐construction	  monitoring	  are	  presented	  in	  the	  following	  
attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Amphibians	  Poster,	  Aquatic	  Habitats	  Poster,	  Bats	  Poster,	  Birds	  Poster,	  Post-‐
Construction	  Monitoring	  Poster	  

• Reports:	  Natural	  Heritage	  Assessment	  Report,	  Water	  Assessment	  Report	  

This	  summary	  is	  provided	  to	  keep	  you	  up	  to	  date	  on	  the	  project	  progress	  and	  extend	  the	  invitation	  to	  
our	  upcoming	  open	  houses.	  	  And	  to	  provide	  opportunity	  for	  any	  additional	  comments	  you	  may	  have	  in	  
regards	  to	  this	  project.	  
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We	  hope	  that	  this	  letter	  and	  the	  accompanying	  attachments	  provide	  you	  with	  sufficient	  information	  to	  
assess	  our	  project.	  We	  look	  forward	  to	  positive,	  ongoing	  discussions	  between	  the	  Algonquins	  of	  Ontario	  

Council	  and	  Prowind.	  I	  am	  available	  to	  discuss	  this	  project	  with	  you	  and	  your	  council	  at	  any	  time	  and	  I	  
will	  keep	  you	  updated	  on	  the	  various	  stages	  of	  the	  project	  as	  we	  progress.	  
	  

If	  you	  do	  have	  comments	  on	  the	  proposed	  project,	  please	  provide	  them	  in	  writing	  before	  the	  final	  public	  
meeting	  date	  of	  January	  11,	  2012.	  
	  

We	  look	  forward	  to	  working	  with	  you	  and	  the	  Algonquins	  of	  Ontario	  as	  we	  move	  towards	  more	  
renewable	  energy	  sources	  for	  Ontario.	  
	  

Kind	  regards,	  

	  

Rochelle	  Rumney	  
Prowind	  Canada	  Inc.	  
	  
	  
Cc:	  Jim	  Hunton,	  Jp2g	  Consultants	  Inc.,	  12	  International	  Dr.,	  Pembroke	  ON	  K8A	  6W5	  
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Algonquins of Ontario 
 
C/o Jp2g Consultants Inc. 
12 International Drive 
Pembroke, ON   K8A 6W5 
 

November	  4,	  2011	  

	  

Attn:	  Jim	  Hunton,	  Vice	  President	  

Re:	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  Draft	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval	  Reports	  	  

	  

Dear	  Mr.	  Hunton,	  

We	  are	  writing	  to	  provide	  an	  update	  on	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  In	  June	  2010,	  Prowind	  released	  a	  

Draft	  Project	  Description	  Report	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  for	  your	  review.	  Since	  then,	  we	  have	  
been	  hard	  at	  work	  preparing	  an	  application	  for	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval.	  We	  are	  pleased	  to	  present	  
you	  with	  a	  final	  draft	  version	  for	  your	  review	  and	  comment.	  Attached	  to	  this	  letter	  are	  several	  reports	  

and	  summaries	  of	  reports	  in	  the	  form	  of	  posters.	  These	  are	  described	  in	  detail	  below.	  Prowind	  has	  
received	  your	  feedback	  to	  date	  on	  this	  project	  and	  we	  are	  aware	  that	  you	  have	  not	  identified	  any	  
specific	  concerns	  up	  to	  this	  point.	  We	  do	  want	  to	  keep	  you	  updated	  and	  informed	  of	  the	  process	  and	  we	  

value	  any	  feedback	  that	  you	  may	  have	  at	  this	  point	  in	  the	  process.	  	  	  

Prowind	  is	  planning	  several	  more	  public	  information	  sessions	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  
Combined	  with	  these	  reports	  and	  summaries,	  we	  have	  provided	  a	  copy	  of	  the	  Notice	  of	  Public	  Meeting	  
for	  these	  remaining	  meetings.	  As	  we	  value	  the	  feedback	  received	  on	  the	  project,	  we	  kindly	  ask	  that	  you	  

share	  this	  notice	  with	  other	  members	  of	  your	  community,	  perhaps	  a	  posting	  on	  a	  public	  notice	  board	  if	  
one	  exists.	  As	  stated	  within	  the	  Notice,	  we	  are	  planning	  public	  information	  sessions	  near	  the	  project	  
location	  on	  the	  following	  dates:	  December	  12th,	  2011,	  January	  10th,	  2012,	  and	  January	  11th,	  2012.	  We	  

hope	  you	  can	  join	  us	  at	  one	  or	  more	  of	  these	  events.	  

We	  would	  be	  happy	  to	  meet	  with	  you	  to	  discuss	  the	  project,	  either	  at	  the	  upcoming	  public	  meetings,	  or	  
at	  a	  separate	  time	  and	  venue	  that	  is	  mutually	  convenient.	  

Below	  is	  a	  summary	  of	  our	  company	  and	  the	  proposed	  wind	  farm	  project	  and	  the	  reports	  we	  have	  
prepared	  for	  the	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  
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Background:	  

Prowind	  Inc.	  (Prowind)	  is	  a	  Canadian	  wind	  energy	  development	  company	  established	  in	  2007.	  Prowind	  is	  
proposing	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  to	  be	  located	  near	  the	  villages	  of	  Brinston	  and	  Dixon’s	  Corners,	  

within	  the	  Township	  of	  South	  Dundas,	  United	  Counties	  of	  Stormont,	  Dundas	  and	  Glengarry;	  and	  east	  of	  
Shanly,	  in	  the	  Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal,	  United	  Counties	  of	  Leeds	  &	  Grenville.	  	  

The	  project	  has	  secured	  a	  contract	  to	  sell	  power	  to	  the	  Ontario	  Power	  Authority	  under	  the	  Feed-‐in	  Tariff	  
program	  for	  a	  maximum	  nameplate	  capacity	  of	  30	  MW	  of	  combined	  electrical	  output.	  

Further	  details	  of	  the	  project	  can	  be	  found	  within	  the	  attached:	  

• Summary:	  Welcome,	  and	  South	  Branch	  Details	  Posters	  

• Report:	  Draft	  Project	  Description	  Report	  

Technology:	  

The	  make	  and	  model	  of	  the	  turbine	  has	  not	  yet	  been	  established;	  we	  anticipate	  that	  the	  South	  Branch	  
Wind	  Farm	  will	  consist	  of	  a	  maximum	  of	  14	  wind	  turbines,	  each	  with	  a	  hub	  height	  of	  no	  more	  than	  140	  
m	  and	  rotor	  diameter	  of	  118	  m	  for	  a	  total	  maximum	  turbine	  height	  of	  199	  m.	  Details	  regarding	  the	  

turbine	  technology	  to	  be	  used	  can	  be	  found	  in	  the	  following	  attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Technology	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Turbine	  Specifications	  Report	  

Archaeology	  and	  Heritage:	  

In	  order	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  will	  not	  disturb	  any	  local	  archaeological	  or	  heritage	  
features,	  archaeological	  and	  heritage	  studies	  were	  performed.	  Details	  regarding	  these	  surveys	  can	  be	  

found	  within	  the	  attached:	  

• Summary:	  Archaeology	  and	  Heritage	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Archaeology	  and	  Heritage	  Assessment	  Report	  

Noise:	  

The	  Ontario	  Ministry	  of	  the	  Environment	  has	  established	  guidelines	  for	  sound	  level	  limits	  on	  wind	  

farms.	  Using	  these	  guidelines,	  Prowind	  will	  perform	  noise	  modeling	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  noise	  level	  at	  
each	  receptor	  will	  not	  exceed	  40	  A-‐weighted	  decibels	  (dB(A)).	  A	  noise	  report	  for	  the	  maximum	  turbine	  
dimensions	  has	  been	  completed	  and	  is	  available	  in	  Appendix	  C	  of	  the	  Design	  and	  Operations	  Report.	  	  A	  

final	  noise	  report	  will	  be	  completed	  once	  turbine	  specifications	  have	  been	  finalized.	  For	  details,	  see	  the	  
attached:	  

• Summary:	  Noise	  Regulation	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Design	  &	  Operations	  Report,	  Appendix	  C:	  	  Noise	  Assessment	  Report	  

Radar	  and	  Telecommunication:	  
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Prowind	  has	  performed	  studies	  to	  determine	  whether	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  will	  cause	  
interference	  with	  existing	  radar	  and	  telecommunication	  systems.	  Details	  can	  be	  found	  in	  the	  following	  

attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Radar	  and	  Telecommunication	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Design	  and	  Operations	  Report,	  Appendix	  F:	  Radio	  Communication,	  Radar	  and	  

Seismoacoustic	  System	  Impact	  Assessment	  Report,	  	  

Construction	  Activities:	  

The	  construction	  activities	  are	  described	  in	  the	  following	  attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Construction	  Activities	  Poster	  

• Report:	  Construction	  Plan	  Report	  

Operations	  and	  Decommissioning:	  

Prowind	  has	  studied	  all	  aspects	  of	  the	  operations	  and	  decommissioning	  of	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  
These	  details	  are	  laid	  out	  in	  the	  following	  attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Wind	  Farm	  Operation	  
• Reports:	  Design	  and	  Operations	  Report,	  Decommissioning	  Report	  

Natural	  Environment:	  

Prowind	  has	  studied	  the	  land	  proposed	  to	  make	  up	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  as	  well	  as	  lands	  

surrounding	  the	  project.	  Prowind	  performed	  studies	  investigating	  the	  amphibians,	  reptiles,	  bats,	  birds,	  
aquatic	  environments,	  and	  any	  woodlot,	  wetland	  or	  other	  natural	  feature	  in	  the	  area.	  These	  studies	  
allowed	  Prowind	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  project	  components	  were	  sited	  to	  minimize	  any	  environmental	  

effects.	  

In	  order	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  meets	  its	  environmental	  and	  social	  expectations,	  
post-‐construction	  monitoring	  will	  be	  undertaken.	  This	  monitoring	  includes	  not	  only	  birds,	  bats,	  and	  

water	  quality,	  but	  sound	  and	  television	  reception	  as	  well.	  

Detailed	  results	  of	  these	  studies	  and	  the	  post-‐construction	  monitoring	  are	  presented	  in	  the	  following	  
attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Amphibians	  Poster,	  Aquatic	  Habitats	  Poster,	  Bats	  Poster,	  Birds	  Poster,	  Post-‐
Construction	  Monitoring	  Poster	  

• Reports:	  Natural	  Heritage	  Assessment	  Report,	  Water	  Assessment	  Report	  

This	  summary	  is	  provided	  to	  keep	  you	  up	  to	  date	  on	  the	  project	  progress	  and	  extend	  the	  invitation	  to	  
our	  upcoming	  open	  houses.	  	  And	  to	  provide	  opportunity	  for	  any	  additional	  comments	  you	  may	  have	  in	  
regards	  to	  this	  project.	  
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We	  hope	  that	  this	  letter	  and	  the	  accompanying	  attachments	  provide	  you	  with	  sufficient	  information	  to	  
assess	  our	  project.	  We	  look	  forward	  to	  positive,	  ongoing	  discussions	  between	  the	  Algonquins	  of	  Ontario	  

Council	  and	  Prowind.	  I	  am	  available	  to	  discuss	  this	  project	  with	  you	  and	  your	  council	  at	  any	  time	  and	  I	  
will	  keep	  you	  updated	  on	  the	  various	  stages	  of	  the	  project	  as	  we	  progress.	  
	  

If	  you	  do	  have	  comments	  on	  the	  proposed	  project,	  please	  provide	  them	  in	  writing	  before	  the	  final	  public	  
meeting	  date	  of	  January	  11,	  2012.	  
	  

We	  look	  forward	  to	  working	  with	  you	  and	  the	  Algonquins	  of	  Ontario	  as	  we	  move	  towards	  more	  
renewable	  energy	  sources	  for	  Ontario.	  
	  

Kind	  regards,	  

	  

Rochelle	  Rumney	  
Prowind	  Canada	  Inc.	  
	  
	  
Cc:	  Jim	  Hunton,	  Jp2g	  Consultants	  Inc.,	  12	  International	  Dr.,	  Pembroke	  ON	  K8A	  6W5	  
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July 2, 2010 
 
 
Cathy Weston 
Prowind Canada Inc. 
P.O. Box 1678 
Kemptville, ON K0G 1J0 
613.258.6700 (t) 
613.258.6722 (f) 
cweston@prowind.ca 
 
 
Dear Cathy Weston:  
 
Subject: South Branch Wind Farm – Brinston and Dixon’s Corners - ProWind 
 

The Métis Nation of Ontario would like to confirm receipt of South Branch Wind Farm project located in the Brinston and 
Dixon’s Corners area.   Although this letter confirms receipt of said documentation, it does not confirm that consultation 
between you, the proponent, the Métis Nation of Ontario (MNO) and the local Métis community who may be affected has 
taken place.  It is within the Métis Nation of Ontario’s rights, not that of the proponent, to determine if any potential 
impacts exist within a project and if consultation is required.     

Bellow represent the steps in which the MNO and its regional consultation committees follow to ensure that Métis rights 
are being observed. 

1. Pre-Consultation  
a. Trigger for Consultation 
b. Notice to Métis Nation of Ontario and regional communities 
c. Assessment by Métis 
d. Métis Response 

2. Consultation (if determined necessary by the MNO and/or the regional Consultation Committee)   
a. Determine funding and capacity requirements for Meeting 
b. Exchange of Information 
c. MNO and the Consultation Committee assess the potential impacts 

3. Accommodation (if determined necessary by the MNO and/or the regional Consultation Committee) 
a. Develop an Impact Benefit Agreement 
b. Set Mitigations and Accommodations 

 
Currently the project documentation is being reviewed, assessed and disseminated to surrounding councils of interest.  
Upon review of the documentation the MNO will inform you how they will like to proceed.  Please note that our rate of 
response is determined by the number of notices that we receive.  Even if you do not receive a response letter, it does 
not exhibit the MNO’s interest or the need to enter into consultation.  The MNO would kindly request that you continue to 
keep us informed of your timeline, EA bench marks and any new developments that may arise during the progress of 
your project. 

In future engagements with the Métis it is important to consider that the Métis Community Councils do not receive 
funding to implement either consultation programs or traditional land use/traditional ecological knowledge studies and 
that accommodation may be required for meaningful consultation to take place. 
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In moving forward, the Métis Nation of Ontario would like to confirm that ProWind will pay close attention to these very 
important Métis interests: 
 

1. Water Quality 
a. fish habitats including spawning potential 
b. drink ability 
c. impacts downstream 
d. pollution including cumulative effects 
e. groundwater 
f. monitoring 

2. Wildlife 
a. flora and fauna populations 
b. consider endangered/threatened species 
c. harvesting including hunting and the picking traditional plants 
d. biodiversity initiatives 
e. monitoring 

3. Aboriginal Interests 
a. who and how have the aboriginal people in Ontario been consulted 
b. have any aboriginal sensitive areas been recognized on or around the study area 
c. is there any additional traditional and technical knowledge of the study or surrounding 

area 
4. The Study Area 

a. does any crown land exist within the study area 
b. what type of land exists within the study area (ie. Wooded lots, agriculture) 

5. Air Quality 
a. pollution during construction, operation, decommissioning and abandonment 

 

Information regarding the Métis Way of Life, the Duty to Consult and the Métis Nation of Ontario’s regional Consultation 
Protocols are available at www.metisnation.org/consultations/ .  This link outlines the general process and key elements 
for effective consultation with the Métis in Ontario.  

We look forward to continuing to build and develop this positive relationship in the future. 

 
Yours truly, 
 
____________ 
James Wagar, 

Consultation Coordinator, Lands, Resources and Consultation, Métis Nation of Ontario 
 75 Sherbourne St., Suite 222 

Toronto, Ontario M5A 2P9 
Tel: 416.977.9881  ext.107 
JamesW@metisnation.org 
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December 3rd, 2010 

 
ProWind Canada Inc. 
 
Cathy Weston 
ProWind Canada Inc. 
P.O. Box 1678 
Kemptville, Ontario K0G 1J0 
Tel. 613-258-6700 
Fax. 613-258-6722 
cweston@prowind.ca 
 
 
Subject: SOUTH BRANCH WIND FARM 
 
 
Cathy Weston:  
 
As you know, the Métis are one of three Aboriginal peoples in Canada, whose rights; interests 
and way of life are constitutionally protected under section 35 of the Constitution Act 1982. The 
Crown has a duty to consult the Métis before making a decision, taking an action or issuing an 
approval that could impact rights, interests or way of life. 
 
The Métis Nation has Aboriginal rights in the lands, waters and natural resources within the 
area where this Project is located.  The rights are held as collective rights, by the rights-
bearing Métis community, as represented by the Métis Nation of Ontario (“MNO”). 
 

The MNO along with the Region 6 Protocol Agreement Consultation Committee (“the Committee”) 
have had an opportunity to review the project information.  Based on the information provided and 
under the stipulations that: 

1. The project proceeds as presented in the provided notice documentation. 
 

2. ProWind Canada Inc. regularly informs the MNO of the project’s progress, EA bench marks 
and any new developments. 

 
3. The MNO and the Committee may request additional project information at any time.  

 
4. A meeting to obtain additional information remains available as an option for the MNO and 

the Committee. 
 

The MNO and the Committee believes that should the project proceed there would be no 
immediate adverse impacts to Métis rights, culture or way of life. 
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Please be aware that the rights-bearing Métis communities are regional in size and scope and 
our traditional territories are expansive.  Therefore, we recommend and appreciate early 
notification when potential projects are identified, as there may be a number of MNO 
Community Councils involved for a single project location. MNO will be pleased to assist in 
determining which Community Councils and other governance structures within the MNO 
should be notified to ensure all citizens of the potentially affected rights-bearing Métis 
community have the opportunity to be consulted. 
 
Going forward, we wish to stress that the MNO and its Community Councils wish to fully 
participate in consultation processes, but we currently have no capacity to review complex 
documents or to mount effective consultation without appropriate time and assistance. We 
receive many notices, almost all of which propose to affect our Aboriginal rights and many of 
which involve complex and far-reaching initiatives. A response, much less a timely one, is 
often problematic under these conditions, which we hope to change. The courts have made it 
clear, however, that when our Aboriginal rights may be affected, we must be engaged early 
and in a meaningful way, for consultation to have taken place.  
 
The attached PDF file titled, “MNO - Duty to Consult”, outlines the general process and key 
elements for effective consultation with the Métis in Ontario. We hope that it may be useful to 
you, should you undertake other projects within the Métis Nation of Ontario. Additional 
information regarding the Métis Way of Life, the Duty to Consult and the MNO’s regional 
Consultation Protocols are available at www.metisnation.org/programs/lands,-resources--
consultations.aspx.  This link outlines the general process and key elements for effective 
consultation with the Métis in Ontario.  
 
If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact the staff support person for this 
file: James Wagar at 416-977-9881 ext 107 or jamesw@metisnation.org. 
 
We look forward to continuing to build and develop this positive relationship in the future. 
 
 
Deepest Regards, 
 
 
____________ 
James Wagar 

 Consultation Assessment Coordinator 
Lands Resources and Consultations 
Métis Nation of Ontario 
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January 7, 2011 
 
Métis Nation of Ontario 
75 Sherbourne St., Suite 222 
Toronto, ON   M5A 2P9 
 
Attention:   James Wagar, Consultation Assessment Coordinator 
Reference:  South Branch Wind Farm Draft REA Review 
 
Dear Mr. Wagar, 
 
We are pleased to present you with the South Branch Wind Farm Draft Renewable Energy 
Approval Renewable Energy Approval (REA) dated November 30, 2010, for your review. 
 
To save paper during draft review, no hard copy of the report has been prepared; instead, 
the reports are provided to you on the enclosed CD. If a hard copy of the report is 
preferred, please let us know and we will provide one. 
 
The South Branch Wind Farm is a 30 MW project that will consist of a maximum of 15 wind 
turbines near the community of Brinston, Ontario. Each turbine will have a maximum hub 
height of 140 metres and maximum rotor diameter of 116 meters. A Feed-In-Tariff (FIT) 
contract has been secured to sell this power to the Ontario Power Authority. All additional 
details can be found within the REA reports. 
 
We have provided you with a nearly complete draft REA package; due to various weather 
conditions, the cultural heritage assessment has not been completed, this includes 
Archaeology and Heritage Impact studies. This will be completed as soon as seasonally 
possible. Hopefully, this omission does not impact the majority of the review process. 
 
We wanted to provide you with the REA earlier rather than later, even considering the 
omission of the cultural heritage studies. These studies are likely of interest to you and 
your community and will be forwarded to your office as soon as they are available. The 
archeaology study requires very good visibility of the overturned soil and will therefore 
require the snow to melt before it can be completed. We anxiously await this weather as 
we are eager to complete these studies. Thank you for your understanding. 
 
We hope this letter and the accompanying reports provide you with sufficient information to 
begin your assessment of our project and we look forward to your feedback. Thank you for 
your ongoing consultation and cooperation. If you have questions or comments or would 
like to meet with us, please do not hesitate to let us know. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rochelle Rumney 
Environmental Coordinator 
(905)745-4719 
rrumney@prowind.ca 

 

P.O. Box 1678 
215 Sanders St. Suite 304 
Kemptville, ON 
K0G 1J0 
Phone: 613-258-6700 
Email: info@prowind.ca 
Website: www.prowind.ca 
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Métis Nation of Ontario 
75 Sherbourne St., Suite 222 
Toronto, ON   M5A 2P9 

November	  4,	  2011	  

	  

Attn:	  James	  Wagar,	  Consultation	  Assessment	  Coordinator	  

Re:	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  Draft	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval	  Reports	  	  

	  

Dear	  Mr.	  Wagar,	  

We	  are	  writing	  to	  provide	  an	  update	  on	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  In	  June	  2010,	  Prowind	  released	  a	  

Draft	  Project	  Description	  Report	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  for	  your	  review.	  Since	  then,	  we	  have	  
been	  hard	  at	  work	  preparing	  an	  application	  for	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval.	  We	  are	  pleased	  to	  present	  
you	  with	  a	  final	  draft	  version	  for	  your	  review	  and	  comment.	  Attached	  to	  this	  letter	  are	  several	  reports	  

and	  summaries	  of	  reports	  in	  the	  form	  of	  posters.	  These	  are	  described	  in	  detail	  below.	  Prowind	  has	  
received	  your	  feedback	  to	  date	  on	  this	  project	  and	  we	  are	  aware	  that	  you	  have	  not	  identified	  any	  
specific	  concerns	  up	  to	  this	  point.	  We	  do	  want	  to	  keep	  you	  updated	  and	  informed	  of	  the	  process	  and	  we	  

value	  any	  feedback	  that	  you	  may	  have	  at	  this	  point	  in	  the	  process.	  	  	  

Prowind	  is	  planning	  several	  more	  public	  information	  sessions	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  
Combined	  with	  these	  reports	  and	  summaries,	  we	  have	  provided	  a	  copy	  of	  the	  Notice	  of	  Public	  Meeting	  
for	  these	  remaining	  meetings.	  As	  we	  value	  the	  feedback	  received	  on	  the	  project,	  we	  kindly	  ask	  that	  you	  

share	  this	  notice	  with	  other	  members	  of	  your	  community,	  perhaps	  a	  posting	  on	  a	  public	  notice	  board	  if	  
one	  exists.	  As	  stated	  within	  the	  Notice,	  we	  are	  planning	  public	  information	  sessions	  near	  the	  project	  
location	  on	  the	  following	  dates:	  December	  12th,	  2011,	  January	  10th,	  2012,	  and	  January	  11th,	  2012.	  We	  

hope	  you	  can	  join	  us	  at	  one	  or	  more	  of	  these	  events.	  

We	  would	  be	  happy	  to	  meet	  with	  you	  to	  discuss	  the	  project,	  either	  at	  the	  upcoming	  public	  meetings,	  or	  
at	  a	  separate	  time	  and	  venue	  that	  is	  mutually	  convenient.	  

Below	  is	  a	  summary	  of	  our	  company	  and	  the	  proposed	  wind	  farm	  project	  and	  the	  reports	  we	  have	  

prepared	  for	  the	  Renewable	  Energy	  Approval	  for	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  

Background:	  

 

226 ½ James St. N., Unit A 
Hamilton, ON        L8R 2L3 
Phone:  905.258.1747 
Fax: 866.203.6516 
Email:  info@prowind.ca 
Web: www.prowind.ca 

105



	   2	  

Prowind	  Inc.	  (Prowind)	  is	  a	  Canadian	  wind	  energy	  development	  company	  established	  in	  2007.	  Prowind	  is	  
proposing	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  to	  be	  located	  near	  the	  villages	  of	  Brinston	  and	  Dixon’s	  Corners,	  

within	  the	  Township	  of	  South	  Dundas,	  United	  Counties	  of	  Stormont,	  Dundas	  and	  Glengarry;	  and	  east	  of	  
Shanly,	  in	  the	  Township	  of	  Edwardsburgh/Cardinal,	  United	  Counties	  of	  Leeds	  &	  Grenville.	  	  

The	  project	  has	  secured	  a	  contract	  to	  sell	  power	  to	  the	  Ontario	  Power	  Authority	  under	  the	  Feed-‐in	  Tariff	  
program	  for	  a	  maximum	  nameplate	  capacity	  of	  30	  MW	  of	  combined	  electrical	  output.	  

Further	  details	  of	  the	  project	  can	  be	  found	  within	  the	  attached:	  

• Summary:	  Welcome,	  and	  South	  Branch	  Details	  Posters	  

• Report:	  Draft	  Project	  Description	  Report	  

Technology:	  

The	  make	  and	  model	  of	  the	  turbine	  has	  not	  yet	  been	  established;	  we	  anticipate	  that	  the	  South	  Branch	  
Wind	  Farm	  will	  consist	  of	  a	  maximum	  of	  14	  wind	  turbines,	  each	  with	  a	  hub	  height	  of	  no	  more	  than	  140	  
m	  and	  rotor	  diameter	  of	  118	  m	  for	  a	  total	  maximum	  turbine	  height	  of	  199	  m.	  Details	  regarding	  the	  

turbine	  technology	  to	  be	  used	  can	  be	  found	  in	  the	  following	  attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Technology	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Turbine	  Specifications	  Report	  

Archaeology	  and	  Heritage:	  

In	  order	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  will	  not	  disturb	  any	  local	  archaeological	  or	  heritage	  
features,	  archaeological	  and	  heritage	  studies	  were	  performed.	  Details	  regarding	  these	  surveys	  can	  be	  

found	  within	  the	  attached:	  

• Summary:	  Archaeology	  and	  Heritage	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Archaeology	  and	  Heritage	  Assessment	  Report	  

Noise:	  

The	  Ontario	  Ministry	  of	  the	  Environment	  has	  established	  guidelines	  for	  sound	  level	  limits	  on	  wind	  

farms.	  Using	  these	  guidelines,	  Prowind	  will	  perform	  noise	  modeling	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  noise	  level	  at	  
each	  receptor	  will	  not	  exceed	  40	  A-‐weighted	  decibels	  (dB(A)).	  A	  noise	  report	  for	  the	  maximum	  turbine	  
dimensions	  has	  been	  completed	  and	  is	  available	  in	  Appendix	  C	  of	  the	  Design	  and	  Operations	  Report.	  	  A	  

final	  noise	  report	  will	  be	  completed	  once	  turbine	  specifications	  have	  been	  finalized.	  For	  details,	  see	  the	  
attached:	  

• Summary:	  Noise	  Regulation	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Design	  &	  Operations	  Report,	  Appendix	  C:	  	  Noise	  Assessment	  Report	  

Radar	  and	  Telecommunication:	  
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Prowind	  has	  performed	  studies	  to	  determine	  whether	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  will	  cause	  
interference	  with	  existing	  radar	  and	  telecommunication	  systems.	  Details	  can	  be	  found	  in	  the	  following	  

attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Radar	  and	  Telecommunication	  Poster	  
• Report:	  Design	  and	  Operations	  Report,	  Appendix	  F:	  Radio	  Communication,	  Radar	  and	  

Seismoacoustic	  System	  Impact	  Assessment	  Report,	  	  

Construction	  Activities:	  

The	  construction	  activities	  are	  described	  in	  the	  following	  attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Construction	  Activities	  Poster	  

• Report:	  Construction	  Plan	  Report	  

Operations	  and	  Decommissioning:	  

Prowind	  has	  studied	  all	  aspects	  of	  the	  operations	  and	  decommissioning	  of	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm.	  
These	  details	  are	  laid	  out	  in	  the	  following	  attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Wind	  Farm	  Operation	  
• Reports:	  Design	  and	  Operations	  Report,	  Decommissioning	  Report	  

Natural	  Environment:	  

Prowind	  has	  studied	  the	  land	  proposed	  to	  make	  up	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  as	  well	  as	  lands	  

surrounding	  the	  project.	  Prowind	  performed	  studies	  investigating	  the	  amphibians,	  reptiles,	  bats,	  birds,	  
aquatic	  environments,	  and	  any	  woodlot,	  wetland	  or	  other	  natural	  feature	  in	  the	  area.	  These	  studies	  
allowed	  Prowind	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  project	  components	  were	  sited	  to	  minimize	  any	  environmental	  

effects.	  

In	  order	  to	  ensure	  that	  the	  South	  Branch	  Wind	  Farm	  meets	  its	  environmental	  and	  social	  expectations,	  
post-‐construction	  monitoring	  will	  be	  undertaken.	  This	  monitoring	  includes	  not	  only	  birds,	  bats,	  and	  

water	  quality,	  but	  sound	  and	  television	  reception	  as	  well.	  

Detailed	  results	  of	  these	  studies	  and	  the	  post-‐construction	  monitoring	  are	  presented	  in	  the	  following	  
attached	  documents:	  

• Summary:	  Amphibians	  Poster,	  Aquatic	  Habitats	  Poster,	  Bats	  Poster,	  Birds	  Poster,	  Post-‐
Construction	  Monitoring	  Poster	  

• Reports:	  Natural	  Heritage	  Assessment	  Report,	  Water	  Assessment	  Report	  

This	  summary	  is	  provided	  to	  keep	  you	  up	  to	  date	  on	  the	  project	  progress	  and	  extend	  the	  invitation	  to	  
our	  upcoming	  open	  houses.	  	  And	  to	  provide	  opportunity	  for	  any	  additional	  comments	  you	  may	  have	  in	  
regards	  to	  this	  project.	  
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We	  hope	  that	  this	  letter	  and	  the	  accompanying	  attachments	  provide	  you	  with	  sufficient	  information	  to	  
assess	  our	  project.	  We	  look	  forward	  to	  positive,	  ongoing	  discussions	  between	  the	  Métis	  Nation	  of	  
Ontario	  and	  Prowind.	  I	  am	  available	  to	  discuss	  this	  project	  with	  you	  and	  your	  council	  at	  any	  time	  and	  I	  
will	  keep	  you	  updated	  on	  the	  various	  stages	  of	  the	  project	  as	  we	  progress.	  

If	  you	  do	  have	  comments	  on	  the	  proposed	  project,	  please	  provide	  them	  in	  writing	  before	  the	  final	  
public	  meeting	  date	  of	  January	  11,	  2012.	  

We	  look	  forward	  to	  working	  with	  you	  and	  the	  Métis	  Nation	  of	  Ontario	  as	  we	  move	  towards	  more	  

renewable	  energy	  sources	  for	  Ontario.	  

	  

Kind	  regards,	  

	  

Rochelle	  Rumney	  
Prowind	  Canada	  Inc.	  
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