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Terms of Reference 

1.0 Background 

Windlectric Inc. (Windlectric) is proposing to develop, construct, and operate the Amherst Island Wind Energy 
Project (the Project) within Loyalist Township in the County of Lennox and Addington in eastern Ontario, in 
response to the Government of Ontario’s initiative to promote the development of renewable electricity in the 
province.  
 
The Project Study Area includes Amherst Island, a corridor stretching between the Island and the mainland where 
the submarine electrical power cable is proposed to be located and a portion of the mainland for an interconnection 
point with Hydro One Networks Inc. (HONI). 
 
The Project will include approximately 28 - 42 wind turbine generators with a total installed nameplate capacity of 
approximately 56 - 75 MW, a 34.5 kilovolt (kV) underground and/or overhead electrical power line collector 
system, fibre optic data lines from each turbine and/or wireless technology for the communication of data, a 
submarine power cable, an operations and maintenance building, a substation with a main power transformer on the 
island, a switching station on the main-land, a meteorological tower (MET tower), an access road to the met tower 
site, and turbine access roads with culvert installations, as required, at associated watercourse crossings.  
 
Temporary components during construction may include a temporary dock, storage and staging areas at the turbine 
locations, crane pads or mats, staging areas along access roads, delivery truck turnaround areas, central laydown 
areas, crane paths and associated watercourse crossings.  The electrical power line collector system would transport 
the electricity generated from each turbine to the substation.  A submarine cable will then carry the electrical energy 
to the mainland and then to an interconnecting switching station located adjacent to an existing HONI 115 kV 
transmission line.  
 
Windlectric has retained Stantec Consulting Ltd. to prepare the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application, as 
required under O. Reg. 359/09. 

 

2.0 Purpose of the Liaison Committee 

The Amherst Island Wind Energy Project Liaison Committee (LC) is being created to serve a role in providing two-
way communications between the local community, Windlectric/Algonquin Power (the project owner/developer).   
 

3.0 Liaison Committee (LC) Function/ Objectives 

3.1 The LC shall serve as a forum between the parties to review and exchange general information related to the 
development of the Amherst Island Wind Energy Project, general project development, construction and 
operation schedule issues, local unique features of the Project Study Area, and cultural resources potentially 
impacted by the project.  Windlectric Inc. will assess items brought forward in the exchange and incorporate 
them into the REA process as appropriate. 

3.2 The LC shall not exercise any supervisory, regulatory, legal, approval or other decision-making role and will 
not serve as a reviewer of individual management decisions or as arbiters of individual landowner 
negotiations, business transactions, or other stakeholder interactions with respect to the development of the 
Amherst Island Wind Energy Project.   

3.3 The LC will provide constructive feedback and advice on local items of interest to the project owner, 
developer and operating manager, on an as needed basis.   

3.4 The LC does not replace other means for citizens, agencies or other organizations to express their 
observations and ideas. 
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4.0 Structure and Membership 
 
4.1 The LC will include: 

 One Lead Facilitator (Owner’s management representative)  

 4 Members - Local community representatives  
4.2 Local community representatives will be selected based on their ability and willingness to bring a variety of 

perspectives from/to the local community. 
4.3 A Stantec Consulting Ltd. representative(s) will provide support to the Lead Facilitator for the meetings. 
4.4 Members of the LC will be solicited by direct invitation to community stakeholders.  All committee 

members will be appointed by the project proponent.  Membership on the committee shall be without 
liability. 

4.5 Membership on the LC does not constitute support, endorsement, or opposition of the Amherst Island 
Wind Energy Project.  

4.6 Participation on the LC is a voluntary activity and its members serve without remuneration.  
4.7 The LC may terminate any member’s position on the LC based on a recommendation from any member 

and based on the person(s) acting in a manner that is disruptive or not contributing to the process. 

 
5.0  Lead Facilitator’s Role and Responsibilities:  
 
5.1 Shall be the spokesperson for the LC. The Lead Facilitator will represent the LC as a whole, and be a liaison 

for relaying information to the LC from various other project stakeholders.  
5.2 Provide LC members with adequate background and timely information on relevant issues.  
5.3 Respond in a timely manner to LC member’s questions and comments.  
5.4 Respond directly to citizen questions or comments received from LC members in a timely manner and 

report back to the LC on the outcome.  
5.5 Provide administrative support as required.  
5.6 Must have knowledge and understanding of the construction and operations of the wind project.  
  
6.0 Meetings  
 
6.1  The LC will meet on a schedule agreed upon by the Lead Facilitator and the other members.  
6.2 The LC shall meet a minimum of 4 times during the development stage of the project. The LC shall cease to 

meet after submission of the application for the issuance of a renewable energy approval to the Ministry of 
the Environment. 

6.3 Meetings will be held in the local community at a location to be agreed upon by LC members. Meetings will 
be closed to parties other than LC members and meeting facilitators. 

6.4 The LC members may provide to the Lead Facilitator agenda topics for the consideration of the content of 
the agenda.   

6.5 The Lead Facilitator may call special meeting(s) of the LC as needed, from time to time.  
6.6 A meeting record should be printed and distributed to committee members and to a representative of 

Windlectric Inc. (or designated representative).   
6.7 At the end of each meeting, the LC shall establish a proposed agenda for the next meeting and submit it to 

the Lead Facilitator.  LC members who wish to add items to a meeting agenda shall advise the Lead 
Facilitator of the item(s) at least fifteen (15) business days before a scheduled meeting.  

6.8 Meetings will normally include the following regular agenda items. 

 Review of draft agenda 

 Review of previous meeting record and any action items 

 Topics of particular interest (e.g. learning about and discussing specific issues) 

 Schedule of upcoming meetings and broad topic areas to be discussed 
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7.0 Meeting Record 

7.1 Will provide an overview of the discussions, highlighting action items as appropriate. 

7.2 Will not be a detailed record of all discussions. 

7.3 Will not normally include attribution of specific remarks to members of the committee. 

7.4 Will normally be prepared and distributed to LC members within a week of the particular meeting.  The 
record will be reviewed at the subsequent meeting. 

7.5 Members may share meeting records with members of their constituency for the purpose of keeping the 
constituency informed and obtaining feedback.  

 
8.0 Other Procedures 

8.1 Members will: 

 Regularly prepare for and attend scheduled meetings 

 Respect fellow members and their personal and potentially varying views. 

 Recognize that all members have an equal right to speak, and will not dominate the discussion. 

 Operate in a spirit of cooperation and partnership 

 Channel input and opinion from the community and reporting back to the LC on relevant issues. It 
is not expected that members will undertake any formal process to solicit input. 

 Report back to the community as appropriate on LC discussions and activities. It is not expected 
that members will undertake any formal process of reporting 

 
9.0 Revisions to the Terms of Reference 

9.1 These Terms of Reference are guidelines and can be revised as desired by the LC, by the Lead Facilitator or 
by the proponent.  
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Agenda  

 

Liaison Committee – Meeting #1 

Location:  St. Paul’s Presbyterian Church, 2045 Stella 40 Foot Road  

Date:       Wednesday, July 20, 2011 

Time:       5:30 to 6:30 p.m. 

 
Desired Outcomes: 

• To familiarize members with each other, the project and the Renewable Energy 
Approval process 

• To create a common understanding of the Liaison Committee, including the 
Terms of Reference 

• To review key issues and priorities for future discussion 
 

Agenda: 
 
1. Welcome and introductions 

 
2. Confirm agenda  
 

5:30 
 
5:35 

3. Review Terms of Reference for the Liaison Committee 
 

5:40 
 

4. Review project details  
• Overview of Algonquin Power 
• Role of Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
• Overview of the Project 
• Overview of the Renewable Energy Approvals process 
• Review of work completed to-date 
• Review timeline and schedule 

 
5. Review of key issues and priorities for future discussion 
 
6. Discuss next steps 
 
7. Other business 

 

5:50 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6:15 
 
6:20 
 
6:25 

8. Confirm date of next Liaison Committee meeting and adjourn 
 

6:30 

 

  



Liaison Committee Meeting #1g
Amherst Island Wind Energy Project 

~ July 20, 2011 ~



Agendag

1. Welcome and Introductions 5:30

2 Confirm agenda 5:352. Confirm agenda 5:35

3. Review of Terms of Reference and the Liaison Committee 5:40

4. Review project details 5:50

Overview of Algonquin PowerOverview of Algonquin Power

Role of Stantec Consulting Ltd.

Overview of the Project

Overview of the Renewable Energy Approvals Process

Review of work completed to-date

Review timeline and schedule

5. Review of key issues and priorities for future discussion 6:15

6. Discuss next steps 6:20

7. Other business 6:25

8. Confirm date of next Liaison Committee meeting and adjourn 6:30



Welcome to Our First Meeting

Desired Outcomes

g

• To familiarize members with each other, the project and 
the Renewable Energy Approval process

• To create a common understanding of the Liaison 
Committee, including the Terms of Reference

• To review key issues and priorities for future discussion• To review key issues and priorities for future discussion



Welcome to Our First Meeting -
Introductions

Lead Facilitator

Introductions

• Sean Fairfield, Algonquin 
Members
• Minister Zander Dunn
• Nancy Pearson
• Janet Scott
• Tom Sylvester
C lt ti d T h i l S tConsultation and Technical Support
• Amanda Kennedy, Stantec Consulting Ltd.
• Kerrie Skillen Stantec Consulting Ltd• Kerrie Skillen, Stantec Consulting Ltd.



Review Ground Rules

• One person speaking at a time 
S th t h f ti i t ibl• So that we can hear from as many participants as possible, 
please limit the length of comments and questions

• Listen with respect; learn from each otherListen with respect; learn from each other 
• Limit the use of acronyms and jargon
• Any others to add?



Review of Terms of Reference



Review Terms of Reference 

1.0 Project Background
• Windlectric Inc. (a subsidiary of Algonquin Power and Utilities 

Corp.) is proposing to develop, construct, and operate the 56 -
75 megawatt (MW) Amherst Island Wind Energy Project (the g ( ) gy j (
Project).

• The Project is located within Loyalist Township in the County 
of Lennox and Addington in eastern Ontario in response to theof Lennox and Addington in eastern Ontario, in response to the 
Government of Ontario’s initiative to promote the development 
of renewable electricity in the province. 

• Windlectric has retained Stantec Consulting Ltd. to prepare the 
Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application, as required 
under O. Reg. 359/09.under O. Reg. 359/09.



Review Terms of Reference 

2.0 Purpose of the Liaison Committee (LC)
• The Amherst Island Wind Energy Project Liaison Committee 

(LC) is being created to serve a role in providing two-way 
communications between the local community, y
Windlectric/Algonquin Power (the project owner/developer).



Review Terms of Reference 
3.0 Liaison Committee (LC) Function/Objectives
• a forum between the parties to review and exchange• …  a forum between the parties to review and exchange 

general information… (3.1)
• …  Windlectric Inc. will assess items brought forward in the 

exchange and incorporate them into the REA process asexchange and incorporate them into the REA process as 
appropriate. (3.1)

• … The LC shall not exercise any supervisory, regulatory, 
legal approval or other decision-making role (3 2)legal, approval or other decision making role… (3.2)

• …  The LC will provide constructive feedback and advice on 
local items of interest to the project owner, developer and 
operating manager on an as needed basis (3 3)operating manager, on an as needed basis. (3.3)

• …  The LC does not replace other means for citizens, 
agencies or other organizations to express their observations 
and ideas. (3.4)and ideas. (3.4)



Review Terms of Reference 

4.0 Structure and Membership
L l it t ti ill b l t d b d• …  Local community representatives will be selected based on 

their ability and willingness to bring a variety of perspectives 
from/to the local community. (4.2)

• …  Membership on the LC does not constitute support, 
endorsement, or opposition of the Amherst Island Wind Energy 
Project. (4.5)

• …  Participation on the LC is a voluntary activity and its 
members serve without remuneration. (4.6)

• The LC may terminate any member’s position on the LC• …   The LC may terminate any member s position on the LC 
based on a recommendation from any member and based on 
the person(s) acting in a manner that is disruptive or not 
contributing to the process (4 7)contributing to the process. (4.7)



Review Terms of Reference 

5.0 Lead Facilitator’s Role and Responsibilities
• …  The Lead Facilitator will represent the LC as a whole, and 

be a liaison for relaying information to the LC from various 
other project stakeholders. (5.1) j ( )

• …  Provide LC members with adequate background and timely 
information on relevant issues. (5.2) 

• …  Respond directly to citizen questions or comments received 
from LC members in a timely manner and report back to the 
LC on the outcome. (5.4)( )



Review Terms of Reference 
6.0 Meetings
• The LC shall meet a minimum of 4 times during the development• …  The LC shall meet a minimum of 4 times during the development 

stage of the project.  (6.2)
• …  The LC shall cease to meet after submission of the application for the 

issuance of a renewable energy approval to the Ministry of the 
E i t (6 2)Environment. (6.2)

• …   Meetings will be held in the local community at a location to be 
agreed upon by LC members. Meetings will be closed to parties other 
than LC members and meeting facilitators. (6.3)than LC members and meeting facilitators. (6.3)

• … A meeting record should be printed and distributed (6.6)
• …   Meetings will normally include the following regular agenda items.

o Review of draft agendao Review of draft agenda
o Review of previous meeting record and any action items
o Topics of particular interest (e.g. learning about and discussing specific 

issues)
S h d l f i ti d b d t i t b di do Schedule of upcoming meetings and broad topic areas to be discussed



Review Terms of Reference 

7.0 Meeting Record
Will id i f th di i hi hli hti ti• Will provide an overview of the discussions, highlighting action 
items as appropriate. (7.1)

• Will not be a detailed record of all discussions. (7.2)
• Will not normally include attribution of specific remarks to 

members of the committee. (7.3)
• Will normally be prepared and distributed to LC members• Will normally be prepared and distributed to LC members 

within a week of the particular meeting.  The record will be 
reviewed at the subsequent meeting. (7.4)
M b h ti d ith b f th i• Members may share meeting records with members of their 
constituency for the purpose of keeping the constituency 
informed and obtaining feedback. (7.5)



Review Terms of Reference 
8.0 Other Procedures
8 1 Members will:8.1 Members will:
• Regularly prepare for and attend scheduled meetings
• Respect fellow members and their personal and potentially 

i ivarying views.
• Recognize that all members have an equal right to speak, and 

will not dominate the discussion.
• Operate in a spirit of cooperation and partnership
• Channel input and opinion from the community and reporting 

back to the LC on relevant issues. It is not expected that p
members will undertake any formal process to solicit input.

• Report back to the community as appropriate on LC 
discussions and activities. It is not expected that members will 
undertake any formal process of reporting



Questions & Comments?



Review Project Details



Review Project Details –
Overview of Algonquin PowerOverview of Algonquin Power

• Publicly traded companyy p y
• Owns direct interest or equity in renewable and thermal 

power generating facilities and regulated utilities
• 46 renewable energy facilities in North America
• 300 MW of installed capacity

H d ffi l t d i O k ill O t i• Head office located in Oakville, Ontario
• For more information see the company website: 

www.algonquinpower.comg q p



Review Project Details –
Overview of Stantec Consulting LtdOverview of Stantec Consulting Ltd.

• Windlectric has retained Stantec Consulting Ltd. (Stantec) g ( )
to prepare the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) 
application, as required under O. Reg. 359/09.

• Includes:• Includes:
o completion of required technical studies
o public consultation supporto public consultation support
o completion and submission of REA application



Review Project Details –
Overview of the ProjectOverview of the Project
• Windlectric Inc. (a subsidiary of Algonquin Power and Utilities Corp.) is 

proposing to develop construct and operate the 56 - 75 megawatt (MW)proposing to develop, construct, and operate the 56 75 megawatt (MW) 
Amherst Island Wind Energy Project (the Project).

• The Project is located within Loyalist Township in the County of Lennox 
and Addington in eastern Ontario, in response to the Government ofand Addington in eastern Ontario, in response to the Government of 
Ontario’s initiative to promote the development of renewable electricity in 
the province. 

• The Project Study Area includes Amherst Island, an approximately 3 -j y , pp y
15 kilometre wide corridor stretching between the Island and the 
mainland where the submarine cable is proposed. 

• The mainland portion of the Project Study Area stretches from the 
mainland shoreline, north to the Invista Transformer Station and is 
generally bounded by i) County Road 4 to the West; ii) the Canadian 
National Railway line to the North; and iii) approximately 500 m West of 
Jim Snow Drive to the EastJim Snow Drive to the East.





Review Project Details –
Overview of the Project
The basic components of the Project include:
• approximately 28 – 42 model wind turbine generators with a total installed 

nameplate capacity of approximately 56 75 MW

Overview of the Project

nameplate capacity of approximately 56 - 75 MW, 
• a 34.5 kilovolt (kV) underground and/or overhead electrical power line collector 

system, 
• fibre optic data lines from each turbine and/or wireless technology for thefibre optic data lines from each turbine and/or wireless technology for the 

communication of data, 
• a submarine cable, 
• auxiliary buildings including: an operations and maintenance building, a 

substation, and a switching station, 
• a meteorological tower (met tower), an access road to the met tower site, 
• turbine access roads with culvert installations, as required, at associated 

iwatercourse crossings. 
The electrical power line collector system would transport the electricity generated
from each turbine to the substation, along the submarine cable to the mainland and 
then to an interconnecting switching station located adjacent to an existing Hydrothen to an interconnecting switching station located adjacent to an existing Hydro 
One Networks Inc. 115 kV transmission line. 



Review Project Details –
Overview of the Project
Temporary components during construction may include:

t d k

Overview of the Project

• a temporary dock, 
• storage and staging areas at the turbine locations,
• crane pads or mats• crane pads or mats, 
• staging areas along access roads, 
• delivery truck turnaround areasdelivery truck turnaround areas, 
• central laydown areas, 
• crane paths and associated watercourse crossings.  p g



Overview of the Renewable EnergyOverview of the Renewable Energy 
Approvals Process



Key Steps in Ontario’s REA Processy p

* Source: Ontario Ministry of the Environment



Standardized Setbacks

• A key component of the REA 
process is the establishmentprocess is the establishment 
of common setbacks for all 
renewable energy facilities in 
the Province.

• Where Project related 
infrastructure will be located 
within the setback distances, 
additional analysis (i.e., 
Environmental Impact Study) 
will be provided in the REA 
application and summarizedapplication and summarized 
in the final Project Description 
Report.



REA Required Reportsq p
• The following reports will be prepared and submitted as part of the REA application:

• Project Description Reportj p p
• Construction Plan Report
• Design and Operations Report (includes Environmental Noise Impact Assessment for 

the wind and substation component of the Project)
• Natural Heritage Assessment
• Environmental Impact Study (if necessary)
• Consultation Report

A h l i l d B ilt H it R t• Archaeological and Built Heritage Reports
• Water Report
• Wind Turbine Specifications Report
• Decommissioning Plan Report• Decommissioning Plan Report
• All reports, with the exception of the Consultation Report, will be made available in draft 

form for review and comment. Notification of the release of the draft reports will be 
provided.



REA Process –
Community Consultation and EngagementCommunity Consultation and Engagement
• Stakeholder and agency consultation will take place 

throughout the REA processthroughout the REA process.
• Input from Aboriginal Communities is an integral part of the 

REA process and specific rules have been developed for 
proponents regarding aboriginal consultation. 



Review Project Details –
Work Completed to Date
We are in the process of completing the detailed studies, analysis and work required to 
obtain a Renewable Energy Approval (REA) for the Project.
Natural Heritage Assessment

Work Completed to Date

Natural Heritage Assessment
• Field studies initiated April 2011 (i.e., bird surveys, ecological land classification 

surveys, wetland delineation, fisheries) 
• Anticipated to continue through to early 2012Anticipated to continue through to early 2012
Water Assessment
• Field studies initiated in May 2011.  Anticipated to continue through to Fall 2011
Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment and Built Heritage AssessmentStage 1 Archaeological Assessment and Built Heritage Assessment
• Both studies have been initiated.  Report expected to be submitted to the Ministry of 

Tourism and Culture by early Fall 2011
Draft Project Description Reportj p p
• Submitted to MOE – May 10, 2011
Other
• Drafting layout of project componentsg y p j p



Review Project Details –
Work Completed to Date
The environmental studies are being completed to fully understand the local 
environment and will be utilized in the development of the Project design.  

Work Completed to Date

p j g
The technical studies will include, but may not be limited to, in-depth 
analysis of the following features:
• Wildlife and wildlife habitat including Significant Wildlife Habitat
• Bird breeding, wintering and migration
• Water bodies and aquatic resources
• Woodlands vegetation and other significant natural features• Woodlands, vegetation and other significant natural features
• Wetlands and Areas of Natural and Scientific Interest
• Archaeological and heritage resources
• Land use and socio-economic features
• All of the technical studies will be provided within the REA Required 

Reports in draft form for review and comment.



Review Project Details –
Consultation and Engagement
• Consultation is an important part of the REA process

Th fi t O H i ti i t d t b h ld i l t F ll

Consultation and Engagement

• The first Open House is anticipated to be held in late Fall 
or Early winter 2011.  The first Open House will provide 
conceptual information on the Project

• A second Open House will be held when all the Draft REA 
reports are completed. Notification of the release of the 
draft REA reports for review and comment will be provideddraft REA reports for review and comment will be provided.



Review Project Details –
Current Project ScheduleCurrent Project Schedule

Milestone Approximate Date 
Initiate REA Process May 2011Initiate REA Process May 2011

REA technical studies Ongoing through to December 2011

Public Open House #1 Anticipated late Fall or Early winter 
2011

Draft REA Reports to Public June 2012

Public Open House #2 August 2012

REA Approval December 2012

Start of Construction January 2013

Commercial Operation Date (COD) Approximately February 2014

Repowering/Decommissioning 2034 (approximately 20 years after 
COD)



Questions & Comments?



Review of Key Issues and Priorities for Future 
Discussion

Other Business

Our Next Meeting



Review of Key Issues and 
PrioritiesPriorities

• Are there additional items that 
you would like to review or 
discuss at future Liaison 
Committee Meetings?

Other BusinessOther Business
• Are there additional items to 

be discussed this evening?
Next Liaison Committee 

Meeting
F ll 2011(t b fi d)• Fall 2011(to be confirmed)



Thank You
Sean Fairfield

Algonquin Power 
2845 Bristol Circle

Oakville, ON L6H 7H7
Tel: 905-465-4518

Email: sean fairfield@algonquinpower comEmail: sean.fairfield@algonquinpower.com 



Meeting Record 

s http://theloop/development/activproj/amherst/shared documents/3. permiting and licensing/project liasison committee/meeting record_lc_meeting1(july 27 

2011)_final.docm 

Liaison Committee – Meeting #1   
Amherst Island Wind Energy Project 

Date: Wednesday, July 20, 2011  
Place: 
Time: 

St. Paul’s Presbyterian Church, 2045 Stella 40 Foot Road, Amherst Island 
5:30 to 7:40 p.m. 

Next Meeting: To be determined 
Attendees: Janet Scott, Nancy Pearson, Tom Sylvester, and Zander Dunn (Members) 

Sean Fairfield (Algonquin Power) 
Amanda Kennedy and Kerrie Skillen (Stantec) 

Absentees: n/a 

 
 
Discussion Item Action 
Welcome and Introductions • None 
Confirm agenda • None 
Review of Terms of Reference and the 
Liaison Committee 

• Follow up with members after emails are 
sent to ensure attachments are received. 

Review Project Details 
• Reviewed the project details including: the 

role of Algonquin Power and Stantec 
Consulting Ltd., an overview of the project 
and work completed to date, overview of 
the Renewable Energy Approval process, 
and current project schedule. 

• A few questions from members were 
clarified including: 

o The turbine manufacturer and type 
have not yet been selected. 

o All turbines will be the same size. 
o A baseline noise study will be 

completed. 
o The layout for the turbines (and all 

other project components) has not 
been finalized.  Micro-siting is 
ongoing in consultation with the 
natural environment, water, noise 
and archaeological assessment 
technical leads. 

• Email members a copy of the setbacks 
which will be applied throughout the 
design of the project. 

 

Review of Key Issues and Priorities for 
Future Discussion 
• Members relayed a series of key issues 

they have heard from community members 
about the Project, including: 

o A lack of information about the 

• Algonquin Power is developing a project 
website (with email address, mailing 
address and phone number) through 
which stakeholders can review general 
project information and communicate 
with the Project team.  Provide 
information to members so they can 
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project from the developer. 
o A lack of reliable high speed 

wireless Internet connections on 
the island. 

o The ongoing “split” in the 
community about wind power; 
wind power is dividing the 
community. 

o Concerns the project will impact 
property values. 

o Concerns the project will impact 
groundwater.   

o Concerns about bird mortality 
during operations. 

• Discussed the number and width of access 
roads. 

• Discussed the 550m set-back from non-
participating noise receptors.   

• Discussed the 120m setback from certain 
natural features. 

• Discussed the upcoming election and 
potential impacts on the Renewable 
Energy Approval process. 

share it with community members who 
have questions and/or concerns. 

• The project website will include the 
current project schedule, frequently 
asked questions, third party information 
and meeting records from the Liaison 
Committee meetings.   

• A call to Ian Murray (Amherst Island 
Beacon newspaper) will be coordinated 
to ask if he would allow information on 
the project (which would include a short 
meeting summary, project timeline and 
the project website address) to be printed 
in the newspaper.  If the request is not 
granted then inquire if the project website 
address could be printed in the 
newspaper.   

• Members to forward Sean printed 
information about the project or wind 
power that they receive from other 
sources. 

• Algonquin Power will be assessing if 
wireless technology will be used for 
monitoring the turbines.  If this 
technology will be used, perhaps the 
company will assess the concept of 
investigating high speed wireless Internet 
connection and ability for residents to 
connect to it. 

• A geotechnical study will be completed to 
confirm subsurface information to design 
an appropriate style of foundation for 
each turbine. 

• Stantec to follow-up with a phone 
interview with Janet Scott about avian 
species on the island. 

• Will provide an update about the election 
in relation to potential impacts to the 
Renewable Energy Approvals process at 
our next Liaison Committee meeting.  

Next Meeting 
• The group discussed the date of the next 

Liaison Committee meeting.  It will be in 
advance of the first Open House, likely in 
the Fall of 2011. 

• Next date to be confirmed with members 
as soon as possible. 

 
The meeting adjourned at 7:40pm. 
 
The foregoing is considered to be a true and accurate record of all items discussed. If any 
discrepancies or inconsistencies are noted, please contact the writer immediately. 
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Algonquin Power Co. 

Sean Fairfield 
Manager – Environmental Planning 
Algonquin Power Co. (on behalf of Windlectric Inc.) 



Agenda  

Liaison Committee – Meeting #2 

Location:  Conference Call  

Date:       Oct 5, 2011 

Time:       5 pm 

 
Desired Outcomes: 

• To review action items from Liaison Committee (LC) Meeting #1 
• To update LC members on the Project 
• To discuss next steps for the Project and LC 
• To discuss key priorities and concerns raised by the local community and from 

LC members 
 
Agenda: 
 

Discussion Item 
Approximate 

Time 
1. Confirm Agenda 5 mins 
2. Review Action Items from LC Meeting #1 5 mins 
3. Current Status of the Project 

• Notice to Engage 
• Website 
• Field work completed to date 
• Layout 
• Review timeline and schedule 

15 mins 
 
 
 
 
 

4. Next steps 
• Inter-agency meeting 
• Meeting with Township, County and CA to discuss draft 

layout 
• Meet with landowners to discuss draft layout and plans for 

Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment 
• Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment Process 
• Public Information Session #1 – Schedule and Process 
• Fall/Winter Technical Work 

15 mins 

5. Review of priorities and concerns 15 mins 
6. Discuss/Confirm date of next LC meeting and adjourn 5 mins 
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Liaison Committee – Meeting #2   
Amherst Island Wind Energy Project 

Date: Wednesday, October 5, 2011  
Place: 
Time: 

Via Conference Call 
5:00 to 5:45 p.m. 

Next Meeting: To be determined 
Attendees: Janet Scott, Nancy Pearson, Tom Sylvester, and Zander Dunn (Members) 

Sean Fairfield (Algonquin Power) 
Amanda Kennedy and Rob Rowland (Stantec) 

Regrets: Kerrie Skillen (Stantec) 

 
 
Discussion Item Action 
Welcome and Introductions • None 
Confirm agenda • For our next Liaison Committee meeting, 

we will circulate the previous meeting 
notes along with the new agenda. 

Review Action Items from LC Meeting #1  
• Follow up with members after emails are 

sent to ensure attachments are received.  
• Email members a copy of the setbacks 

which will be applied throughout the design 
of the project. 

• Algonquin Power is developing a project 
website (with email address, mailing 
address and phone number) through which 
stakeholders can review general project 
information and communicate with the 
Project team.  Provide information to 
members so they can share it with 
community members who have questions 
and/or concerns. 

• The project website will include the current 
project schedule, frequently asked 
questions, third party information and 
meeting records from the Liaison 
Committee meetings.   

• A call to Ian Murray (Amherst Island 
Beacon newspaper) will be coordinated to 
ask if he would allow information on the 
project (which would include a short 
meeting summary, project timeline and the 
project website address) to be printed in 
the newspaper.  If the request is not 
granted then inquire if the project website 

 
• Complete 
 
• Complete 

 
 
• Complete, will be updated as project 

progresses 
 
 
 
 
 
 
• Complete, will be updated as project 

progresses 
 
 
• Complete 
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Discussion Item Action 
address could be printed in the newspaper.  

• Members to forward Sean printed 
information about the project or wind 
power that they receive from other 
sources. 

• Algonquin Power will be assessing if 
wireless technology will be used for 
monitoring the turbines.  If this technology 
will be used, perhaps the company will 
assess the concept of investigating high 
speed wireless Internet connection and 
ability for residents to connect to it. 

• A geotechnical study will be completed to 
confirm subsurface information to design 
an appropriate style of foundation for each 
turbine. 

• Stantec to follow-up with a phone interview 
with Janet Scott about avian species on 
the island. 

• Will provide an update about the election in 
relation to potential impacts to the 
Renewable Energy Approvals process at 
our next Liaison Committee meeting. 

 
The team also reviewed additional suggestions 
submitted between meetings by a member: 
• Can you clarify whether the existing poles 

can be used or replaced to handle both 
purposes?  Can you clarify whether the 
easement (corridor?) for the hydro and 
telephone poles that run behind some 
homes (e.g. on the South Shore Rd.) can 
be used?    

• Forwarding information - perhaps at the 
next meeting we can agree that members 
with information forwarded to Sean would 
also go to the other committee members. 

• Can you tell where to find data for Wolfe 
Island bird and bat kills? 

• Article by Jerry Agar (QMI agency) - 
Money Blows Away in the Wind 

 
• Ongoing 
 
 
 
• Ongoing 
 
 
 
 
 
• Ongoing 
 
 
• Andrew Taylor (Stantec) left a message 

with Janet Scott on Thursday, October 6 
 

• Update to be provided at next meeting 
 
 
 
 
 
 
• Complete – Sean responded via email on 

Friday, August 12 
 
 
 
 
• Ongoing 
 
 
• Complete – Sean responded via email on 

Friday, August 12 
• Complete – Sean responded via email on 

Friday, August 12 
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Discussion Item Action 
Current Status of Project 
Sean provided a status update on the project, 
including:  
• The Notice to Engage was distributed to 

landowners on Amherst Island and the 
mainland and through media outlets.  This 
has triggered a questions and comments. 

• The project website is up and running 
(www.amherstislandwindproject.com).   

• A copy of the draft Project Description 
Report is available online as well.  This is a 
living document that will be revised as we 
gather more information about the project. 

• Field work on bird habitat, waterfowl, 
aquatics and Stage 1 archeology has been 
completed. 

• Agencies such as the Kingston Field 
Naturalists and the Conservation Authority 
have been contacted. 

• Stantec, Algonquin and Hatch are working 
on a preliminary layout of the turbine 
locations, access roads, etc.  This will only 
be released after discussions with 
landowners, likely at the first Open House. 

• Overall, the project is progressing well and 
the timeline is in good shape. 

• An inter-agency meeting is planned for 
after the election with key provincial and 
federal agencies.  The intent of this 
meeting will be to provide updates, 
coordinate activities and raise any issues 
of concern.   

• Separate conversations will be held with 
other agencies such as Hydro One.  

• A meeting is planned with the Township, 
County and Conservation Authority to 
discuss the draft layout. 

• Meetings are planned with landowners to 
discuss the draft layout and plans for 
Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment 

• The first Open House will likely be held in 
late November/ early December 2011.  
Two nights will be planned – one on the 
Island and one on the mainland.  Exact 
locations are to be determined.  
Notification will follow by mail and in local 
newspapers. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
• Sean to double-check about 

bookmarking challenges from the south 
shore. 
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Discussion Item Action 
Next Steps 
Sean provided an overview of the next steps 
the project, including: 
• An Open House planned for late 

November/early December 2011. 
• Stage 2 archeological field work is weather 

dependent and will commence in late 
October/November.  Residents will likely 
notice plowing in potential component and 
access road areas.  A member reminded 
field workers to be cautious of deer. 

 

• None 

Review of Priorities and Concerns 
Members raised the following topics related to 
the project: 
• The final arguments for the Wolfe Island 

property values hearing are today.  No one 
was sure of when the final decision will be 
made. 

• An all-candidates meeting was held on the 
Island.  The inequality of ferry service was 
raised, but wind energy was the number 
one topic. 

• A member asked whether the existing ferry 
and dock will be used for this project.  No, 
Windlectric is not envisioning using the 
existing ferry; planning on building a 
temporary loading/unloading structure to 
deliver and complete the project.   The 
location of this structure is not 100% 
certain. 

• A member stated a concern about owl 
woods and bird migration; awaiting more 
information as the project progresses.  The 
“Friends of the Owl Woods” Management 
Strategy was mentioned. 

• A member mentioned two recent 
conversations of note: one about the 
importance of good installation on reducing 
noise from turbines in Thamesville and 
another about concerns about whom to 
follow-up with if you have an issue after the 
turbines are erected.  Sean stated that the 
proponent (Windlectric) would be the first 
point of contact. 

 
Rob asked if the Stantec field workers had 
been well-perceived.  The members noted that 
they have been courteous and respectful. 

• Members will continue to circulate 
articles and publications to the Liaison 
Committee. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
• Windlectric to obtain copy of the Friends 

of the Owl Woods” Management 
Strategy.  In a follow-up meeting, 
Stephen Knechtel of the Cataraqui 
Region Conservation Authority indicated 
that he will provide an electronic copy of 
the Owl Woods Management Strategy 
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Discussion Item Action 
Other Items 
A member brought the group’s attention to two 
additional publications that have been 
circulated on the island: 
• A mail-out on the position of four political 

parties on wind turbines 
• The Stantec Report 

• Members to fax or scan a copy to Sean  

Next Meeting Date and Adjourn 
The group discussed the date of the next 
Liaison Committee meeting.  It will be about 
two weeks prior to the first Open House, likely 
in November 2011. 

• Next date to be confirmed with members 
as soon as possible. 

 
The meeting adjourned at 5:45pm. 
 
The foregoing is considered to be a true and accurate record of all items discussed. If any 
discrepancies or inconsistencies are noted, please contact the writer immediately. 

Algonquin Power Co. 

Sean Fairfield 
Manager – Environmental Planning 
Algonquin Power Co. (on behalf of Windlectric Inc.) 



Agenda  

Liaison Committee – Meeting #3 

Location: St. Paul’s Presbyterian Church, 2045 Stella 
40 Foot Road 

Date:       November 16, 2011 

Time:       5:00 to 6:00 p.m. 

 

Desired Outcomes: 

 To review action items from Liaison Committee (LC) Meeting #2 

 To update LC members on the Project 

 To discuss key priorities raised by the local community and by LC members to 
integrate into material for the first round of Public Open Houses 

 
Agenda: 
 

Discussion Item 
Approximate 

Time 

1. Confirm Agenda 
 

5 mins 

2. Review Action Items from LC Meeting #2 
 

5 mins 

3. Current Status of the Project 

 Website 

 Completed field work  

 Ongoing technical work  

 Layout 

 Review timeline and schedule 
 

15 mins 
 
 
 
 
 

4. Discuss Upcoming Open Houses 

 Schedule 

 Intent 

 Suggested ideas and priorities to address  
 

15 mins 

5. Review of other priorities and concerns 
 

15 mins 

6. Discuss/confirm date of next LC meeting and adjourn 
 

5 mins 
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Liaison Committee – Meeting #3   

Amherst Island Wind Energy Project 

Date: Wednesday, November 16, 2011  

Place: 

Time: 

St. Paul’s Presbyterian Church, 2045 Stella 40 Foot Road, Amherst Island 

5:00 to 7:45 p.m. 

Next Meeting: To be determined 

Attendees: Janet Scott, Nancy Pearson, Tom Sylvester, and Zander Dunn (Members) 

Sean Fairfield (Algonquin Power) 

Amanda Kennedy and Kerrie Skillen (Stantec) 

 
 
Discussion Item Action 

Confirm agenda  None 

Review Action Items from LC Meeting #2  

 All have been completed 

 Election update:  Tim Hudak appointed Vic Fedeli 

(former Mayor of North Bay as energy critic). 

 Confirmed bookmarking challenges regarding the 

website and these were solved.  No follow up 

required. 

 Andrew Taylor (Stantec) to 
arrange an in-person meeting 
with Janet Scott this winter to 
discuss avian species on the 
island. 

 Algonquin to provide links on the 
Project website to relevant 
documents (such as the Owl 
Woods Management Strategy - 
www.kingstonfieldnaturalists.org/
reports/owlwoodsmgmt.pdf). 

 

Current Status of Project 

Sean and Kerrie provided a status update on the 
project, including:  

 Meeting notes, agendas and the Terms of 

Reference for the Liaison Committee will be made 

available on the Project website in the near future. 

 A revised Project Description Report (dated Nov, 

2011) is available on the website.  It is a living 

document and will continue to be revised. 

 Public Open Houses will be held on December 6 

and 7.  Notification has occurred through mail-outs, 

newspaper ads and the website. 

 Migratory bird surveys will continue through 

beginning of 2012.  This will include winter raptor 

surveys this winter. 

 Prepared preliminary draft layout after discussions 

with signed landowners, and applying 

environmental constraints.  Layout will evolve as 

project proceeds.  It will be presented at the Public 

Open Houses. 

 For our next meeting, Stantec 
will develop a short presentation 
on the Wolfe Island Wind 
Project, including a review of the 
studies completed as part of the 
Environmental Screening. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.kingstonfieldnaturalists.org/reports/owlwoodsmgmt.pdf
http://www.kingstonfieldnaturalists.org/reports/owlwoodsmgmt.pdf
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Discussion Item Action 

 Algonquin met with the Township in October to 

discuss the preliminary layout and potential 

municipal constraints. 

 Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment and Built 

Heritage and Protected Property Assessment 

reports are drafted.  Will be updated based on 

current layout. 

 Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment underway. 

 Preparing for Public Open House #1. 

 Consulting with Loyalist Township and the County 

of Lennox and Addington 

 Expect to conduct a marine archeology 

assessment in the spring of 2012. 

 

Questions and comments included: 

 If artifacts are found during the archeological 

studies, can they be used in local museums? 

 An owl was killed on the wires associated with a 

met tower just west of the Owl Woods.  Can the 

tower come down?  Algonquin will consider this 

request as the project moves forward. 

 Will the municipality be involved with the Public 

Open Houses?  No, however Algonquin has met 

with them two or three times to review the Project.  

Algonquin is interested in entering into a Pre-

Servicing Agreement with the municipality for 

upgrades to roads. 

 Five additional questions were provided in hard 

copy.  These include questions about met towers, 

the Owl Woods, hunting, availability about the 

layout and the turbines. 

 

 Perhaps the company could assess the wireless 

internet on the island in relation to the project 

requirements.  Could this service be improved on 

the island?  

 

 Will the emergency heli-pad be affected by the 

Project? 

 Are there going to be turbines on the mainland?  

No.  The study area extends to the mainland 

because of the interconnection to the Hydro One 

network.  The final location of the submarine cable 

crossing has not yet been determined. 

 How will Algonquin bring equipment to the island?  

The current plan is to utilize a barging system and 

install temporary docks, on the mainland and the 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Algonquin to circulate response 
to similar question asked about 
artifacts to the Liaison 
Committee. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Algonquin to provide responses 
to additional questions via email 
to members and update the list 
of Frequently Asked Questions 
for the project website. 

 

 A member of the Liaison 
Committee will send a photo of 
the existing cell tower to 
Algonquin.  (Completed.)  

 

 Algonquin to follow-up about the 
heli-pad with appropriate 
authorities and report back at 
upcoming meeting. 



Wednesday, November 16, 2011  
Liaison Committee – Meeting #3   

Page 3 of 5 

ks g:\01609\active\60960595\correspondence\liason committee\lc meeting #3 - november, 2011\final_meeting_notes_lc_meeting_3_21dec11.docx 

Discussion Item Action 

island, to allow for the transportation of equipment 

and project components between the island and 

the mainland.  The details regarding the dock, 

including the final location, have not yet been 

determined. 

 All of the turbines will be on the island, but the tax 

revenue will be going to Loyalist Township, not the 

island itself.  Will the Township receive money in 

addition to the tax revenue?  And will the tax 

revenue and/or additional monies be made 

available or used on the island?  Algonquin has not 

discussed this with Council.  Algonquin suggests 

the community speak with members of Council. If 

the Township approached Algonquin, they would 

enter into discussions. 

 How many turbines will there be on the Island?  

The project will have a total installed nameplate 

capacity of approximately 56 - 75 MW.  Using the 

Siemens SWT-2.3-113 2.3 MW model wind turbine 

generators, there will be a maximum of 33 turbines 

located on the Island.  The turbines will be direct 

drive with no gear boxes (note, the turbines will be 

quieter than if they had gear boxes).   

 The project is currently assessing the location of 37 

turbine locations (4 more than the maximum 33 

turbine locations).  The additional 4 potential 

turbine locations will be removed prior to finalizing 

the layout.  How will you eliminate the redundant 

turbine locations?  The results of the technical 

studies (considering all regulatory constraints), 

such as the Stage 2 Archeological Assessment 

results, will help us determine the final layout. 

 We have heard that the wind on Amherst Island is 

marginal.  Is this true?  Will this be addressed at 

the Public Open House?  Algonquin believes the 

Island has a good wind regime and the Project will 

be economically viable. 

 Will wayside pits be set up for gravel?  Will a 

concrete batch plant be developed on the Island?  

These details have not yet been determined. 

 How deep will the pits need to be to stabilize the 

height of the turbines?  At this time, this is 

uncertain; the answer will depend on the results of 

a geotechnical assessment, completed by a 

qualified subject matter expert, which will occur in 

the future.  As the project progresses engineering 

details will be made available to the public in the 

Design and Operations Report. 

 Would you consider installing an interpretation 
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Discussion Item Action 

centre on the Island?  Algonquin will take this 

comment under consideration. 

4.  Discuss Upcoming Open Houses  

The group discussed the upcoming Public Open 
Houses scheduled for December 6 and 7.  Comments 
and suggestions included: 

 Ensure the preliminary draft layout map is legible 
and include as much contrast as possible.  This will 
be important for the Open Houses as well as maps 
posted to the website. 

 Could you put wind energy in context with other 
sources of energy (coal, nuclear, etc.)? 

 Can you illustrate the distance between the 
turbines and houses (perhaps the percentage that 
exceed the setbacks)? 

 Could you arrange for a shuttle between the ferry 
dock and the mainland Open House? 

 Could you include QR (Quick Response) codes on 
the panels to link the information at the Public 
Open House to available information on the Project 
website? 

 Some of the major issues of concern in the 
community include: effect of the Project on birds 
and bats, human health, decommissioning/ 
repowering, and property values. 

 The community would appreciate as much 

information as Algonquin can share about the 

project to reduce their anxiety 

 Information about construction including the type of 

stone anticipated for use on the project, details of 

road construction and upgrades, choice of erectors 

and damage deposit would be well-received 

 Information about the Siemens 2.3MW turbines 
would be appreciated:  Does it require a bigger 
generator?  How much more cement?  Is it just 2.3 
x 33 = 75.9 thus eliminating 4 sites?  How will 
Siemens support the project?  What impact does 
the larger turbine have on road sizes, designs?   

 Some other questions that community members 
may want answered are: 

o Where will the turbines be made?  Is there 
domestic content? 

o The economic case for building wind farms 
in Ontario. 

o What work has already been completed to 
date as part of the Renewable Energy 
Approval process? 

o Will the lights on the turbines affect the 

 Seeing as Nancy Pearson had to 
leave the meeting early, Stantec 
will call Nancy to discuss her 
thoughts and ideas about the 
upcoming Public Open Houses. 
(Completed and additional 
comments have been included in 
these meeting notes.) 

 Algonquin/ Stantec to review the 
suggestions and consider 
updating the display material for 
the Public Open Houses to 
integrate suggestions from the 
Liaison Committee, where 
possible. 
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Discussion Item Action 
views at night? 

o Where are the Owl Woods?  Could show 
the distance on the maps. 

o Will the private landing strip on the Island 
be affected? 

o Have these turbines been installed 
elsewhere (by Algonquin or other firms)?  

o Is there an opportunity for the municipality 
to upgrade water infrastructure during road 
construction?   

 Some potential community benefits that could be 
illustrated are: 

o An estimated range of township taxes  

o Improved road construction  

o Opportunities for local employment 

 

5.  Review of Priorities and Concerns 

Members raised the topics related to the project during 
the discussion of agenda items #3 and #4. 

 

 None 

6.  Next Meeting Date and Adjourn 

The group discussed the date of the next Liaison 
Committee meeting.  It will be after the Public Open 
Houses, likely in late January or early February 2012. 

 

 Next date to be confirmed with 
members as soon as possible. 

 
The meeting adjourned at 7:45pm. 
 

The foregoing is considered to be a true and accurate record of all items discussed. If any 

discrepancies or inconsistencies are noted, please contact the writer immediately. 

Algonquin Power Co. 

Sean Fairfield 
Manager – Environmental Planning 

Algonquin Power Co. (on behalf of Windlectric Inc.) 



Agenda  

Liaison Committee – Meeting #4 

Location: St. Paul’s Presbyterian Church, 2045 Stella 40 Foot Road 

Date:       Wednesday, February 15, 2012 

Time:       5:00 to 7:00 p.m. 

 

Desired Outcomes: 

 To review action items from Liaison Committee (LC) Meeting #3 

 To review the feedback received at the Public Open House 

 To update LC members on the Project 
 To discuss key community priorities  
 To review the Wolfe Island Wind Project 

 
Agenda: 
 

Discussion Item 
Approximate 

Time 

1. Confirm Agenda 
 

5:00 

2. Review Action Items from LC Meeting #3 

 Refer to meeting notes from LC Meeting #3 (distributed on 

December 21, 2011) 

5:05 

3. Discuss Outcomes of the Public Open Houses 

 Feedback and questions received 

 Follow-up 

5:15 

4. Current Status of the Project 

 Website 

 Completed field work  

 Ongoing technical work  

 Layout 

 Review timeline and schedule 
 

5:30 
 
 
 
 
 

5. Presentation and Discussion:  Wolfe Island Wind Project 

 Overview and review of the studies completed as part of 
the Environmental Screening 
 

6:00 

6. Review of Other Priorities and Concerns 
 

6:30 

7. Confirm Date of Next Liaison Committee Meeting and Adjourn 
 

6:55 

 

  



Meeting Record 

ks g:\01609\active\60960595\correspondence\liason committee\lc meeting #4 - february 15, 2012\final meeting_notes_lc_meeting_4.docx 

Liaison Committee – Meeting #4   

Amherst Island Wind Energy Project 

Date: Wednesday, February 15, 2012 

Place: 

Time: 

St. Paul’s Presbyterian Church, 2045 Stella 40 Foot Road, Amherst Island 

5:00 to 6:50 p.m. 

Next Meeting: To be determined 

Attendees: Janet Scott, Nancy Pearson, Tom Sylvester, and Zander Dunn (Members) 

Sean Fairfield (Algonquin Power) 

Amanda Kennedy and Kerrie Skillen (Stantec) 

 
 
Discussion Item Action 

1.  Confirm agenda  None 

2.  Review Action Items from Liaison Committee 
Meeting #3 

 All action items have been completed. 

 

 

 Algonquin to post the latest 
version of the Frequently Asked 
Questions (FAQs) to the Project 
website. (continuing) 

 Algonquin to update typo on 
website: Wood  Woods 
(completed) 

 Stantec to adjust the meeting 
notes from November 2011 to 
reflect “high speed wireless 
tower”, not “cell tower.” 

 Algonquin to continue to follow-
up with Ornge – waiting for a 
written response. 
 

3.  Discuss Outcomes of the Public Open Houses 

Amanda provided a short overview of the results of the 
Public Open Houses, including: 

 Attendance: approximately 400 people attended 

the Public Open Houses: ~225 on December 6th, 

175 on December 7
th
. 

 Some of the key themes and comments raised 

were: 

o Property values 

o Health 

o Impacts to roads 

o Flicker effect/shadows 

o Decommissioning/project lifespan 

o Birds/bats/owls 

o Wells/water table 

o Maintenance 

 Algonquin to continue to respond 
to questions and comments from 
the Public Open Houses and 
ongoing correspondence. 
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Discussion Item Action 

o Noise 

o Lighting 

o Construction effects (noise, dust, trees, 

etc.) 

 The Stantec team has compiled all of the written 
comments, letters and emails from the Public Open 
House and the ongoing correspondence.  Along 
with Algonquin Power and other subject matter 
experts, a list of Frequently Asked Questions has 
been developed and Algonquin has started 
responding directly to questions and comments 

 In terms of follow-up, a thank you letter was sent to 
all Public Open House attendees who provided 
their contact information 

 The Liaison Committee raised the following 
additional concerns: 

o Please try to avoid the stone walls as much 
as possible. 

 Comments received at Public 
Open House.  Will address in REA 
reports, as appropriate, and in 
FAQ. 

o Concerned about impacts to roads. 

 Algonquin proposing to enter into a 
Road Use Agreement with the 
Municipality.  

o The Island does have rush hour traffic 
when people need to access the ferry. 

 A Traffic Management Plan will be 
developed.  Information about the 
Traffic Management Plan will be 
included in the REA reports, as 
appropriate. 

o Has Algonquin looked at the possibility of 
installing lights that go off and on in the 
presence of aircraft? 

 Lights are mandated for aviation 
requirements.  Algonquin is in 
correspondence with the 
appropriate agencies. Algonquin 
will investigate this type of system. 

o What about decommissioning the turbines? 

 Algonquin will be responsible for 
decommissioning. A 
Decommissioning Plan Report will 
form part of the REA submission.  
The draft Decommissioning Plan 
Report will be available for public 
review 60 days prior to the final 
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Discussion Item Action 
Public Open House. 

o During the construction, where will workers 
stay?  Eat?   

 No workers camp is envisioned.  
Construction employment numbers 
have been estimated at 25 – 45 
(includes various contractors and 
this number could increase or 
decrease depending on the work 
being conducted). Some Islanders 
have offered accommodation and 
catering services.   

 

o Property values continue to be a question.  
In southwest Ontario, farmland prices are 
rising.  

 Windlectric is committed to 
keeping informed on the most 
recent findings and reports related 
to impacts on property values from 
operating wind farms.  

 

 

 

 

 When the reports are released, 
members and Algonquin will 
share the results. 

4.  Current Status of Project 

Kerrie and Sean provided an update on the project, 
including: 

 Website - updated regularly 

o Reorganized public information files 

o Added information from Public Open 

House 

o Clarification on Estimated Tax Payments to 

Loyalist Township  

o Posted the Draft Site Plan map and report 

(Feb 2, 2012) 

 Natural Heritage Assessment 

o Migratory bird surveys will continue through 

beginning of 2012 

 Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment underway. 

 Drafting Water Body Report 

 Held meetings with the Ministry of the Environment 

(MOE), Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR) and 

Department of Fisheries and Oceans (DFO) 

 Prepared Draft Site Plan map and report 

 Tracking and responding to stakeholder comments 

 Comments received from the Cataraqui Region 
Conservation Authority on February 13, 2012 

 Algonquin has been in regular contact with the 
municipality. 
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Discussion Item Action 

A number of comments, questions and concerns were 

raised including: 

 Concern that some of the turbines are located 

close to the Owl Woods where trees are dying.  

Algonquin noted that the layout is compliant with 

regulation and is noise compliant.   

o In developing the preliminary layout, the 

significance of the Owl Woods was 

considered.  The closest turbine (from 

blade tip) was established 100m from the 

Owl Woods and 500m from the pine 

plantation where the majority of owls can 

be found. 

 Concern about passerine migration in the fall. 

o Algonquin noted that migratory birds are 

considered during completion of the 

Natural Heritage Assessment (NHA).  The 

draft NHA Report will be made available to 

the public 60 days before the final Public 

Open House. 

 What is a receptor?  

o Noise receptors are defined in Ontario 

Regulation 359/09 as: “the centre of a 

building or structure that contains one or 

more dwellings” or “buildings used for an 

institutional purpose including an 

educational facility, day nursery, health 

care facility, community centre or place of 

worship”. A dwelling is further defined in 

O.Reg. 359/09 to mean “one or more 

habitable rooms used or capable of being 

used as a permanent or seasonal 

residence by one or more persons and 

usually containing cooking, eating, living, 

sleeping and sanitary facilities”.  Examples 

of buildings that the Ministry of the 

Environment would consider dwellings 

include residences, hotels/motels, and 

nursing/retirement homes.  Public or 

privately owned campsites or campgrounds 

are also included in the definition of noise 

receptors. 

o In addition to existing buildings, those that 

are planned for construction and have 

been issued a building permit under the 

Building Code Act or received site plan 

approval under the Planning Act, are also 

considered to be noise receptors. 
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Discussion Item Action 

 Why are receptors located on the mainland?   

o The regulation asks that receptors be 

plotted within a 2km radius from the study 

area boundary. 

 What is UTM?  

o Universal Transverse Mercator (UTM) is a 

geographic coordinate system that uses a 

2-dimensional coordinate system to give 

locations on the surface of the Earth. 

(Wikipedia) 

 An article called “Important Bird Areas of Canada” 

in the Winter 2012 edition (Number 58) of Bird 

Watch was highlighted.  

 There have been a number of power outages on 

the Island.  Is it possible to upgrade local 

infrastructure at the same time as the turbine 

installation? 

o Algonquin encouraged members to speak 

to the local utility (Hydro One Networks) 

and Council to initiate these sorts of 

discussions. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Algonquin to acquire a copy of 
the article. 

 

5.  Presentation and Discussion:  Wolfe Island Wind 
Project  

 The group received a presentation on the Wolfe 
Island Wind Project, with a focus on the studies 
completed as part of the Environmental Screening.  
The presentation slides were distributed in hard 
copy and will be available on the Project website.  

 Algonquin to post Liaison 
Committee meeting agenda, 
presentation slides and meeting 
notes to the Project website.   

6.  Review of Other Priorities and Concerns 

Members raised the topics related to the project during 
the discussion of agenda items #3, and 5. 

 None 

7.  Next Meeting Date and Adjourn 

The group discussed the date of the next Liaison 
Committee meeting.  It will likely be held in late April, 
2012 (pending member schedules). 

 

 Next date to be confirmed with 
members as soon as possible. 

 Questions and comments from 
Liaison Committee members 
and the community are welcome 
at any time. 

 
The meeting adjourned at 6:50 pm. 
 

The foregoing is considered to be a true and accurate record of all items discussed. If any 

discrepancies or inconsistencies are noted, please contact the writer immediately. 

Algonquin Power Co. 

Sean Fairfield 
Manager – Environmental Planning 

Algonquin Power Co. (on behalf of Windlectric Inc.) 



Wolfe Island

Natural Environment Studies Completed for the 
Environmental Screening
• Migratory Raptors
• Winter Raptors
• Waterfowl studies including field usage, movement patterns 

and offshore staging behavior
• Migratory Passerines
• Breeding birds
• Bat and bat movement surveys using radar 
• Ecological Land Classification and vegetation
• Amphibian surveys
• Deer and deer habitat surveys



Wolfe Island

Post Construction Surveys 
• Bird and bat mortality surveys

• Turbines surveyed twice a week for 52 weeks within a 
radius of 50m from the turbine base.

• Each bird or bat is collected and its location, condition and 
species recorded.

• Mortality data accounts for search efficiency and 
scavenging.

• Reports are produced twice a year and submitted to the 
MNR, Environment Canada and Natural Resources 
Canada.

• Last report completed in December 2011.
• Results and reports are available to the public.



Wolfe Island

Post Construction Survey Results and Ongoing Work 

• Bird mortality is below Ontario regulatory thresholds and lower 
than a number of other north American projects. 

• Bat mortality exceeds regulatory thresholds.

• No significant impact to raptor abundance. Winter raptors, 
including species at risk such as Short-eared Owls, continue to 
be common on the island within the project area.

• Bobolinks have experienced fatalities but remain abundant and 
widespread on the island within the project area.

• Operational mitigation studies are currently underway to 
reduce bat mortality.  



Agenda  

Liaison Committee – Meeting #5 
Location: St. Paul’s Presbyterian Church, 2045 Stella 40 Foot Road 
Date:       Wednesday, September 12, 2012 
Time:       4:30 to 7:30 p.m. 
 
Desired Outcomes: 

• To review action items from Liaison Committee (LC) Meeting #4 
• To review project activities since our last meeting 
• To review next steps 

 
Agenda: 
 

Discussion Item Approximate 
Time 

1. Confirm Agenda 
 

4:30 

2. Review Action Items from LC Meeting #4 
• Refer to meeting notes from LC Meeting #4 (distributed on 

April 4, 2012) 

4:35 

3. Provide Project Status Update 
• Reviewed comments from public in relation to project layout 
• Discussions with Ministry of the Environment 
• Engineering and design for project component locations 
• Additional ploughing  
• Notice of Revised Draft Site Plan and Revised Study Area 

Communication with municipality 
o Submitted Community Vibrancy Agreement and 

Draft Road User Agreement to Township  
o Indemnity Agreement  

5:15 

4. Discuss Next Steps 
• Review timeline and schedule 
• Working toward submission of draft REA application. 
• Negotiate the Draft Road User Agreement and provide 

additional road information to Township 
 

6:15 
 
 
 
 
 

5. Other 
 

7:00 

6. Discuss Date of Next Liaison Committee Meeting and Adjourn 7:30 
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Liaison Committee – Meeting #5   
Amherst Island Wind Energy Project 

Date: Wednesday, September 12, 2012 
Place: 
Time: 

St. Paul’s Presbyterian Church, 2045 Stella 40 Foot Road, Amherst Island 
4:30 to 7:30 p.m. 

Next Meeting: To be determined 
Attendees: Janet Scott, Nancy Pearson, Tom Sylvester, and Zander Dunn (Members) 

Sean Fairfield (Algonquin Power) 
Kerrie Skillen (Stantec) 

 
 
Discussion Item Action 
1.  Confirm agenda • None 
2. Review Action Items from Liaison Committee 

Meeting #4 
• Algonquin followed-up with Ornge – Ornge has no 

significant concerns with the proposed project 
layout. 

• Obtained article called “Important Bird Areas of 
Canada” in the Winter 2012 edition (Number 58) of 
Bird Watch.  

• Algonquin to share draft REA reports and results 
with LC when they are ready for release. 
 
 

• Algonquin to post the latest 
version of the Frequently Asked 
Questions (FAQs) to the Project 
website. (ongoing) 

• Stantec to adjust the meeting 
notes from November 2011 to 
reflect “high speed wireless 
tower”, not “cell tower.” 
(completed) 

• Algonquin to continue to respond 
to questions and comments from 
stakeholders. (ongoing) 

• Algonquin to post Liaison 
Committee meeting agenda, 
presentation slides and meeting 
notes to the Project website. 
(ongoing) 

• Continue to share information 
via email. (ongoing)   

3.  Provide Project Status Update 
Provided an overview of the project since the last 
meeting, including: 
• Algonquin has been reviewing the proposed project 

layout relative to all environmental constraints, civil 
engineering requirements, and public input. 

• Work completed from Spring 2012 onward to re-
assess the proposed project layout.  Works 
included Stage 2 archaeological assessment on 
lands potentially required for the project.  The 
Stage 2 archaeological assessment was schedule 
around the breeding bird season.  The MNR was 
consulted prior to and during the Stage 2 
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Discussion Item Action 
archaeological assessment work. 

• Consultation with Loyalist Township has been 
ongoing.  Loyalist Township approved Stage 2 
archaeological assessment work to be conducted 
within an unopened road allowance on the Island. 

• Marine archaeological assessment has included 
sonar scanning of the proposed submarine cable 
route, docks, shoreline and bubbler line. 

• Consulting with the MTO regarding crossing the 
bubbler line with the submarine cable.  

• Consulting with DFO regarding design concepts for 
the proposed docks. 

• Meteorological (met) towers on the island were re-
equipped to gather data on the wind regime on the 
island. 

• In additional to the existing met towers, a mobile 
Lidar System is being used on the Island to collect 
wind data.  The mobile unit reduces the number of 
met towers required to collect data. 

• In June 2012 Algonquin Power requested (from the 
MOE) a one year extension for submission of the 
project Renewable Energy Approval (REA) 
application and approval to revise the Draft Site 
Plan (originally issued in February 2012) by moving 
potential locations for Turbines S24, S15, S21 and 
S01. 

• The MOE approved the extension in July 2012.  
The revised REA application submission deadline 
is August 2, 2013. 

• The MOE approved the movement of the turbine 
locations in August 2012.  As a result, Algonquin 
Power issued a revised Draft Site Plan in 
September 2012.   

• When the revised Draft Site Plan was issued, 
Algonquin Power also updated the Project Study 
Area (PSA).  The MOE was consulted prior to 
Algonquin Power revising the PSA.  The PSA was 
updated as follows:  A small area on the mainland 
was added to accommodate the potential location 
of project components on the mainland adjacent to 
the east side of the original PSA. No wind turbine 
generators will be located in this area. All required 
environmental and technical studies will be 
conducted on the area as required by O. Reg. 
359/09.  

• A Notice of Revised Draft Site Plan and Revised 
Study Area was published in the local newspaper 
and issued to local stakeholders. 



Wednesday, September 12, 2012 
Liaison Committee – Meeting #5   
Page 3 of 3 

s http://theloop/development/activproj/amherst/shared documents/3. permiting and licensing/project liasison committee/plc meeting 5/final 

meeting_notes_lc_meeting_5_sf comments.docx 

Discussion Item Action 
• Algonquin Power submitted a Community Vibrancy 

Agreement and Draft Road User Agreement to 
Loyalist Township. 

• Algonquin Power and Loyalist Township negotiated 
an Indemnity Agreement which provides the 
Township with financial support to pay for the 
review of the REA application. 

4.  Discuss Next Steps 
• The revised approximate project schedule was 

presented. 
• The project team is working towards submitting the 

draft REA application. 
• At this time Public Open House #2 is being 

proposed for January 2013. 
• Algonquin Power will negotiate the Draft Road User 

Agreement with the Township. 

 

5.  Other 
• None 

• None 

7.  Next Meeting Date and Adjourn 
• TBD 
 

• Next date to be confirmed with 
members as soon as possible. 

• Questions and comments from 
Liaison Committee members 
and the community are welcome 
at any time. 

 
The meeting adjourned at 7:30 pm. 
 
The foregoing is considered to be a true and accurate record of all items discussed. If any 
discrepancies or inconsistencies are noted, please contact the writer immediately. 

Algonquin Power Co. 

Sean Fairfield 
Manager – Environmental Planning 
Algonquin Power Co. (on behalf of Windlectric Inc.) 



Meeting Record 

 

Liaison Committee – Meeting #6 (conference call)   
Amherst Island Wind Energy Project 

Date: Thursday, December 13, 2012 
Place: 
Time: 

Conference call  
5:00 pm to 5:45 p.m. 

Next Meeting: To be determined 
Attendees: Janet Scott, Nancy Pearson, Tom Sylvester, and Zander Dunn (Members) 

Sean Fairfield (Algonquin Power) 
Alex Tsopelas (Algonquin Power) 
Rob Rowland (Stantec) 

 
 
Discussion Item Action 
1.  Confirm agenda • None 
2. Introduction of Alex Tsopelas (Project Manager 

for the project) 
• Alex introduced himself to the group 
• If members have any questions they can also 

contact Alex (he provided his phone number: (905) 
829-6388) 

 
 
 

• None 
 

3.  Provide Project Status Update 
Provided an overview of the project since the last 
meeting, including: 
• Algonquin updated members on the work that has 

been ongoing in developing the project draft 
Renewable Energy Approval (REA) technical 
documents. 

• Algonquin has delivered to Loyalist Township the 
project draft REA technical documents for their 
review.  The Township has 90 days for review of 
the documents, prior to the final project open 
house(s), and to complete the Municipal 
Consultation form and submit to the Ministry of 
Environment. 

• Draft Natural Heritage Assessment and Cultural 
Heritage and Archaeological reports have been 
submitted to the MNR and MTCS. 

• Algonquin has signed an Indemnity Agreement with 
the Township to pay for their staff to hire a 3 party 
consultant to review the draft REA technical 
documents.   

• PLC member inquired if a hard 
copy draft REA technical reports 
could be placed on the island in 
a location where the public could 
review.   
 
Algonquin had no issues with 
this suggestion and asked the 
members if they had any ideas 
where the document could be 
placed.  The one suggestion by 
members was perhaps the ferry 
office on the island.  Algonquin 
committed to asking the 
Township senior management 
representative if this could be 
possible. 
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Discussion Item Action 
• Algonquin is working with Stantec to coordinate the 

dates for the final public open house(s).  It is 
estimated that the first week of March would be the 
period, pending the booking of venues.  The plan 
would be to submit to the public notice letters of the 
dates of the public open house(s). 

• Additional information in the public notices will 
inform the public about the delivery of a hard copy 
of the draft REA technical report to the County, 
First Nations and the Township for public review.  
The draft REA technical reports will also be posted 
on the project web site 
(www.amherstislandwindproject.com).   

• The REA regulations require that the public have 
60 days period to review the draft REA technical 
documents.   

• A PLC member inquired about the use of island 
roads.  Algonquin submitted to the Township 
transportation and conceptual route plans with 
typical engineering information for review and 
comment.  Several discussions have been held 
with Township staff to discuss further information 
they require.  Question – the road work at certain 
corners will that be permanent or temporary.  The 
plan is this civil work would be temporary.   

• Algonquin is communicating with the Township 
regarding the draft Community Vibrancy Agreement 
and draft Road Use Agreement.   

5.  Other 
• None 

• None 

7.  Next Meeting Date and Adjourn 
• TBD 
 

 

 
The conference call adjourned at approximately 5:45 pm. 
 
The foregoing is considered to be a true and accurate record of all items discussed. If any 
discrepancies or inconsistencies are noted, please contact the writer immediately. 

Algonquin Power Co. 

Sean Fairfield 
Manager – Environmental Planning 
Algonquin Power Co. (on behalf of Windlectric Inc.) 
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Generic Letters Accompanying Mailouts 



 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
Suite 1 - 70 Southgate Drive 
Guelph ON N1G 4P5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

September 13, 2011 
File:  160960595 

Reference: Amherst Island Wind Energy Project 
Notice of Proposal to Engage in a Project 

Dear Landowner, 

Windlectric Inc. (Windlectric) would like to take this opportunity to provide you with information on their 
proposed Amherst Island Wind Energy Project (the Project) within Loyalist Township in the County of Lennox 
and Addington, Ontario. 

Please find attached the Notice of Proposal to Engage in a Project for the above-mentioned project. As 
described in the Notice, the Draft Project Description Report is available on the project website: 
www.amherstislandwindproject.com.  

Windlectric is initiating the environmental approvals for the proposed Project.  Presently, this includes a 
Renewable Energy Approval (REA) as required under Ontario Regulation 359/09 of the Environmental 
Protection Act. Windlectric has retained Stantec Consulting Ltd. (Stantec) to assist in the preparation of the 
REA application for the Project. 

To provide the project team with your comments or for further information, please contact us at the address 
below.  For more information about the project, please visit the website: www.amherstislandwindproject.com. 

Sean Fairfield 
Manager, Environmental Planning 
Algonquin Power Co. 
2845 Bristol Circle,  
Oakville, ON L6H 7H7 
Tel: 905-465-4518 
Sean.Fairfield@algonquinpower.com 

Rob Rowland 
Senior Project Manager 
Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
Suite 1 - 70 Southgate Drive 
Guelph, ON  N1G 4P5 
Tel: 519-836-6966 ext 550 
Rob.Rowland@Stantec.com 
 

Sincerely, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 
 

Rob Rowland 
Senior Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
rob.rowland@stantec.com 

Attachments: Notice of Proposal to Engage in a Project 

cc. Sean Fairfield,  Algonquin Power Co. (for Windlectric Inc.) 



Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
70 Southgate Drive Suite 1 
Guelph ON N1G 4P5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 
 
November 1, 2011  
File:  160960595 

Reference: Amherst Island Wind Energy Project 
Notice of Public Meeting  

Dear Landowner: 

Please find attached the Notice of Public Meeting for the Amherst Island Wind Energy Project.  The Notice of Public 
Meeting will be published in local newspapers on November 3rd , November 5th and November 10th. As described in the 
notice, Windlectric Inc. is proposing to develop the Amherst Island Wind Energy Project.  All project infrastructure will be 
located within Loyalist Township in the County of Lennox and Addington, Ontario, as shown on the map embedded in 
the notice (Project Study Area). 

Meeting Locations: 
 
DATE:   December 6, 2011    
TIME:   5:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M.   
LOCATION:  Amherst Island Public School  

5955 Front Road 
Stella, ON 

 
DATE:   December 7, 2011    
TIME:   5:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M.   
LOCATION:  St. Johns Memorial Hall  

216 Church Street (County Road 7) 
Bath, ON 

 
 

You have been included on the Project’s consultation distribution list as you live or own property within 550m of the 
Project location, have expressed interest in the Project, or have received previous correspondence in connection with the 
Project. If our contact information should be updated, please contact the undersigned at your earliest convenience. 
 
We look forward to working with you, and obtaining your valuable input, as this Project progresses through the regulatory 
approvals process. To provide the project team with your comments or for further information, please contact us at one of 
the addresses below.   
 
Sean Fairfield 
Manager, Environmental Planning 
Algonquin Power Co. 
2845 Bristol Circle,  
Oakville, ON L6H 7H7 
Tel: 905-465-4518 
Sean.Fairfield@algonquinpower.com 

Rob Rowland 
Senior Project Manager 
Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
Suite 1 - 70 Southgate Drive 
Guelph, ON  N1G 4P5 
Tel: 519-836-6966 ext. 550 
Rob.Rowland@Stantec.com 

 
For more information about the project, please visit the website: www.amherstislandwindproject.com.  
 
Respectfully, 
STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 

Rob Rowland 
Senior Project Manager 
Tel: (519) 836-6966 x550 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 
Rob.Rowland@stantec.com 

Attachment: Notice of Public Meeting 
    
cc. Sean Fairfield,  Algonquin Power Co. (for Windlectric Inc.) 

http://www.amherstislandwindproject.com/


Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
70 Southgate Drive Suite 1 
Guelph ON N1G 4P5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

February 1, 2012  
File:  160960595 

Reference: Amherst Island Wind Energy Project 
Notice of Draft Site Plan  

Dear Landowner/Resident: 

Windlectric Inc (Windlectric) would like to take this opportunity to provide you with information on their 
proposed Amherst Island Wind Energy Project (the Project) within Loyalist Township in the County of Lennox 
and Addington, Ontario. 

Please find attached the Notice of Draft Site Plan for the above-mentioned project. As described in the Notice, 
the Draft Site Plan is available on the project website: www.amherstislandwindproject.com and in hard copy 
at the following locations: 

County of Lennox & Addington   The Corporation of the Township of Loyalist 
97 Thomas Street East    263 Main Street 
Napanee, ON     Odessa, ON 
K7R 4B9     K0H 2H0.  

Windlectric is initiating the environmental approvals for the proposed Project.  Presently, this includes a 
Renewable Energy Approval (REA) as required under Ontario Regulation 359/09 of the Environmental 
Protection Act. Windlectric has retained Stantec Consulting Ltd. (Stantec) to assist in the preparation of the 
REA application for the Project.   

To provide the project team with your comments or for further information, please contact us at the address 
below.   

Sean Fairfield 
Manager, Environmental Planning 
Algonquin Power Co. 
2845 Bristol Circle,  
Oakville, ON L6H 7H7 
Tel: 905-465-4518 
Sean.Fairfield@algonquinpower.com 

Rob Rowland 
Senior Project Manager 
Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
Suite 1 - 70 Southgate Drive 
Guelph, ON  N1G 4P5 
Tel: 519-836-6966 ext. 550 
Rob.Rowland@Stantec.com 
 

For more information about the project, please visit the website: www.amherstislandwindproject.com. 

Respectfully, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 

Kerrie Skillen 
Project Manager 
Tel: (905) 631-3923 
Fax: (905) 631-8960 
Kerrie.Skillen@stantec.com 

Attachment: Notice of Draft Site Plan 
cc. Sean Fairfield,  Algonquin Power Co. (for Windlectric Inc.) 

http://www.amherstislandwindproject.com/
http://www.amherstislandwindproject.com/


Stantec Consulting Ltd. 
70 Southgate Drive Suite 1 
Guelph ON N1G 4P5 
Tel: (519) 836-6050 
Fax: (519) 836-2493 

 

August 22, 2012  
File:  160960595 

Reference: Amherst Island Wind Energy Project 
Notice of Revised Draft Site Plan and Revised Study Area 

Dear Landowner/Resident: 

Windlectric Inc (Windlectric) would like to take this opportunity to provide you with information on their 

proposed Amherst Island Wind Energy Project (the Project) within Loyalist Township in the County of Lennox 

and Addington, Ontario. 

Please find attached the Notice of Revised Draft Site Plan and Revised Study Area for the above-mentioned 

project. As described in the Notice, the Revised Draft Site Plan is available on the project website: 

www.amherstislandwindproject.com and in hard copy at the following locations: 

County of Lennox & Addington   The Corporation of the Township of Loyalist 
97 Thomas Street East    263 Main Street 
Napanee, ON     Odessa, ON 

K7R 4B9     K0H 2H0.  

Windlectric is initiating the environmental approvals for the proposed Project.  Presently, this includes a 

Renewable Energy Approval (REA) as required under Ontario Regulation 359/09 of the Environmental 

Protection Act. Windlectric has retained Stantec Consulting Ltd. (Stantec) to assist in the preparation of the 

REA application for the Project.   

To provide the project team with your comments or for further information, please contact us at the address 

below.   

Sean Fairfield 

Manager, Environmental Planning 

Algonquin Power Co. 

2845 Bristol Circle,  

Oakville, ON L6H 7H7 

Tel: 905-465-4518 

Sean.Fairfield@algonquinpower.com 

Rob Rowland 

Senior Project Manager 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 

Suite 1 - 70 Southgate Drive 

Guelph, ON  N1G 4P5 

Tel: 519-836-6966 ext. 550 

Rob.Rowland@Stantec.com 
 

For more information about the project, please visit the website: www.amherstislandwindproject.com. 

Respectfully, 

STANTEC CONSULTING LTD. 

 
Kerrie Skillen 

Project Manager 

Tel: (905) 631-3923 

Fax: (905) 631-8960 

Kerrie.Skillen@stantec.com 

Attachment: Notice of Revised Draft Site Plan 
cc. Sean Fairfield,  Algonquin Power Co. (for Windlectric Inc.) 

http://www.amherstislandwindproject.com/
http://www.amherstislandwindproject.com/
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First Public Open House Display Boards
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Amherst Island Wind Energy Project
Public Meeting – December 7, 2011

5:00pm – 8:00pm, St. John’s Memorial Hall
PUBLIC MEETING QUESTIONNAIRE

Comments are appreciated, and help the Project Team identify topics that are most important to the community so we can 
consider them in our studies and future consultation activities. Completed questionnaires can be dropped off at the 
welcome table. Pre-paid envelopes are also available if you would like additional time to consider your comments.    

Thank you for taking the time to fill out this questionnaire. Please share additional comments or request follow up on the back of this 
form. Your feedback will be considered by the Project Team as we complete our studies.

1. How did you hear about today’s Public Meeting?
 Newspaper Advertisement
 Letter
 Word of Mouth
 Project Website
 Other, please specify: _____________________________________________________________________ 
 

2. What was your main reason for attending?
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

3. Did the Public Meeting meet your information needs?
 Yes
 No
Please Comment:
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

4. What do you think are the key issues that need to be addressed through public consultation and 
the Renewable Energy Approval process?
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

5. Do you have any information about the local environment that we should consider? If yes, 
please describe:
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

6. Do you or your employer provide services that might be useful during construction or operation 
of the wind facility?
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 



If you would like to be added to the Project mailing list to receive Project updates, please provide your contact 
information below.

Do you have a question about the Project that you need answered, or do you need further information? Please 
complete the following and we will contact you with an answer as soon as possible.

Your Question or Information Request: 

____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Please Print Clearly 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Information will be collected and used to assist Windlectric Inc. in meeting applicable environmental approval 
requirements. This material will be maintained on file for use during the study and may be included in project 
documentation. All comments will become part of the public record. 

Name: ________________________________________________________________________________ 

Address: ______________________________________________________________________________

Town/City: ____________________________________________________________________________ 

Postal Code: ___________________________________________________________________________ 

E-mail: ________________________________________________________________________________ 

Phone: ________________________________________________________________________________ 



AMHERST ISLAND WIND ENERGY PROJECT
Public Open House(s)

Amherst Island P.S. St. Johns Memorial Hall
12-06-2011 12-07-2011

Comments:

Comments recorded by: _____

Follow Up Required: YES NO 
Details:

Contact Information:
Name:
Address:
Email Address:
Telephone No:



AMHERST ISLAND WIND ENERGY PROJECT 
CONSULTATION REPORT 

   

Appendix E5 
 

Final Public Open House Display Boards 
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Amherst Island Wind Energy Project
Public Meeting – March 5 and 6, 2013

March 5, 2013 5:00pm – 8:00pm, Amherst Island Public School
March 6, 2013 5:00pm – 8:00pm, St. John’s Memorial Hall

PUBLIC MEETING QUESTIONNAIRE
Comments are appreciated, and help the Project Team identify topics that are most important to the community so we can 
consider them in our studies and future consultation activities. Completed questionnaires can be dropped off at the 
welcome table. Pre-paid envelopes are also available if you would like additional time to consider your comments.  
All comments received by March 15, 2013 will be included in the Consultation Report to be submitted to the MOE.  

 
1. Which public meeting did you attend?  

March 5, 2013  Amherst Island Public School (5:00- 8:00 pm)
March 6, 2013  St. John’s Memorial Hall (5:00- 8:00 pm)

2. How did you hear about today’s Public Meeting?
 Newspaper Advertisement
 Letter
 Word of Mouth
 Project Website
 Other, please specify: _____________________________________________________________________ 
 

3. What was your main reason for attending?
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

4. Did the Public Meeting meet your information needs?
 Yes
 No
Please Comment:
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

5. What do you think are the key issues that need to be addressed through public consultation and 
the Renewable Energy Approval process?
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

6. Do you have any information about the local environment that we should consider? If yes, 
please describe:
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

7. Do you or your employer provide services that might be useful during construction or operation 
of the wind facility?
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 



 

Thank you for taking the time to fill out this questionnaire. Please share additional comments or request follow up on the back of this 
form. Your feedback will be considered by the Project Team as we complete our studies.

If you would like to be added to the Project mailing list to receive Project updates, please provide your contact 
information below.

Do you have a question about the Project that you need answered, or do you need further information? Please 
complete the following and we will contact you with an answer as soon as possible.

Your Question or Information Request:

____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Please Print Clearly

Information will be collected and used to assist Windlectric Inc. in meeting applicable environmental 
approval requirements. This material will be maintained on file and may be included in project 
documentation. All comments will become part of the public record.

Name: ________________________________________________________________________________ 

Address: ______________________________________________________________________________ 

Town/City: ____________________________________________________________________________ 

Postal Code: ___________________________________________________________________________ 

E-mail: ________________________________________________________________________________ 

Phone: ________________________________________________________________________________ 



AMHERST ISLAND WIND ENERGY PROJECT 
Public Meeting Project Team Notes 

Amherst Island Public School St.Johns Memorial Hall 
March 5, 2013 
5:00 – 8:00 pm 

March 6, 2013 
5:00 – 8:00 pm 

 
Comments: 

Comments recorded by: _____ 

Follow Up Required:  YES   NO  
Details: 

 

 
 

 
Contact Information: 
Name: 

Address: 

Email Address: 

Telephone No: 



AMHERST ISLAND WIND ENERGY PROJECT 
CONSULTATION REPORT 

   

Appendix E6 
 

Townhall Meeting Materials 



A M H E R S T  I S L A N D  W I N D  P R O J E C T

Issues and Concerns
• Will the ferry be tied up by construction equipment and workers?
• Will road closures prevent access to areas of the island?
• Will component delivery trucks be waiting on the road, either block it or create 
idling noise outside homes?

• Will delivery or construction traffic block the road and delay travel to the ferry or 
generally around the island?

C O N S T R U C T I O N  T R A F F I C  P L A N N I N G

Plans, Resolutions and Solutions
• Construction of the island dock may require transporting equipment and workers 
using the ferry (discussions with Township would be required). 

•  Any temporary road closures will be communicated well in advance to minimize 
impact on daily users.

•  A staging area will be used to park any shipments awaiting delivery to each wind 
turbine so loads will not be parked along the roadway. 

• Deliveries will go straight from the staging area to the turbine location.
• Road construction work will be carried out in the same manner as Township road 
works.

• All road upgrades will be performed to minimize road closures.
• During construction, a weekly roads update will be communicated using notices 
placed in mailboxes, posted in public places and available on the Project website. 

• Advance warning on the routes (portable road signs) will be placed around 
affected areas.

• Construction management will be available throughout construction to address 
concerns.

C O N S T R U C T I O N  T R A F F I C  P L A N N I N G



A M H E R S T  I S L A N D  W I N D  P R O J E C T

Issues and Concerns
• Will roads be permanently damaged by the frequent and heavy construction 
loads and will the Township will be on the hook for the repairs?

• Will the roads will be a mess during construction?
• Will there be an impact on roadside ditches, culverts and drainage?

I M P A C T S  T O  T H E  R O A D S

Plans, Resolutions and Solutions
• Assessment of the present road conditions and planned upgrades to enable safe 
transport of turbine components are ongoing. 

• The road plans will be reviewed and approved by the Township and will form 
part of the Roads Use Agreement.

• An independent engineer will be hired by the Township at Windlectric’s expense 
to ensure that the roads plan and Road Use Agreement are followed.

• The roads will be repaired during and after construction.
• The roads will be left in ‘the same or better’ condition in accordance with the 
Road Use Agreement.

• Steps will be taken to minimize construction mud and stone on the public roads 
and prompt cleaning will be performed.

• On site  construction manager will be available during construction. 

I M P A C T S  T O  T H E  R O A D S



A M H E R S T  I S L A N D  W I N D  P R O J E C T

Issues and Concerns
• What will the  impact be to delivery of emergency services, such as fire and 
ambulance response?

• Concern about the noise and dust created by trucks and equipment.

H E A L T H  A N D  S A F E T YH E A L T H  A N D  S A F E T Y

Plans, Resolutions and Solutions
• Plans will be developed, in consultation with the Township, to ensure emergency 
response services have adequate access at all times between all properties, the 
fire hall and the ferry dock through preferred and (occasionally) alternative routes.

• Emergency Response mock runs will be completed during early stages of 
construction to review effectiveness of the Construction Emergency Response 
Plan.

• Prudent industry practice will be followed to minimize potential effects arising 
from the construction activities, e.g. noise and dust.

• No movement of large components or materials during regular school bus activity 
(pick up and drop off of students).

• Strict adherence to speed limits will be required.



A M H E R S T  I S L A N D  W I N D  P R O J E C T

Issues and Concerns
• Will there be any possible impact on the school, church, and stone fences?

Plans, Resolutions and Solutions
• Special attention has been and will continue to be given to important areas on the 
Island. Construction activities will avoid such areas wherever possible and/or ensure 
measures are followed to avoid any potential detrimental effects. 

• Construction activities will not disturb the stone walls:
• The stone fences will be assessed periodically by a qualified individual.
• Construction activities will cease immediately if vibrations are found to be 
resulting in damage until the wall can be adequately reinforced or supported.

• The stone wall will be evaluated following construction activities to ensure 
that no damage has occurred and any damage to the wall should be repaired 
immediately following construction activities.

• Implement buffer zones, monitoring of vibration near identified areas and periodic 
inspection of identified areas to avoid and mitigate detrimental effects mandatory 
requirements of the project’s renewable energy approval.

P R E S E R V A T I O N  O F 
I M P O R T A N T  A R E A S



A M H E R S T  I S L A N D  W I N D  P R O J E C T

Issues and Concerns
• How will the road upgrades impact trees, wetlands, and grasses within the road 
allowance? 

P R E S E R V A T I O N  O F  T H E 
N A T U R A L  E N V I R O N M E N T

Plans, Resolutions and Solutions
• Construction activities will be completed within the requirements of the Ministry of 
Environment Renewable Energy Approval and Township Bylaws.

• Care is to be taken to ensure that all protected areas are unaffected by the 
construction activities.

• Tree trimming and removal, if required within road allowances, will be performed in 
accordance with the Loyalist Township’s Tree Bylaw and supervised by a professional 
arborist.

P R E S E R V A T I O N  O F  T H E 
N A T U R A L  E N V I R O N M E N T



A M H E R S T  I S L A N D  W I N D  P R O J E C T

E X I S T I N G  R O A D  C L A S S I F I C A T I O NE X I S T I N G  R O A D  C L A S S I F I C A T I O N

Roads Current Conditions  Proposed Upgrade   

Class 1 
Examples are Stella 40 
Foot Rd. north of 3rd 
Concession Rd. and 
Front Rd from Stella 40 
Foot Rd. to the bridge, 
approximately 1-km west 
of Marshall 40 Foot Rd.  

•Includes asphalt/asphalt-gravel roads 
with widths of approximately 4 m to 5 m 
or greater 
•Exhibit adequate drainage  
•Certain areas contain small potholes 
and ‘alligator’ cracking 

•Granular A fill material will be deposited prior to the construction 
to fill in cracks and create an additional wearing surface. In these 
instances, a geo-textile separator layer will be placed on top of 
the asphalt material. 
•Hatch’s opinion is that, according to the current condition, the 
road can handle the loads required for the transportation once it 
is upgraded as indicated.   
•Maintenance will be required during the construction period to 
retain this condition.     

Class 2 
An example is  Front Rd, 
1 km west of Marshall 40 
Ft. Rd. to 300 m west of 
Marshall 40 Foot Rd.  

•Semi-compacted gravel roads with 
widths of approximately 4 m to 5 m or 
greater 
•Exhibit adequate drainage  
•Certain areas contain some potholes 
and cracks 

Class 3  
Example: Front Rd. east 
of Marshall 40 Foot Rd. 
and 3rd Concession Rd.  

•Loose gravel road with road widths of 
approximately 4 m to 5 m or greater 
•Varying drainage characteristics, 
ranging from poor to adequate. 
•Potholes and cracks more frequent than 
Class 1 or Class 2 roads  

•Prior to construction, a layer of compacted Granular A material is 
proposed to be laid and compacted, as well as poor drainage 
areas corrected (infill and/or culverts).   
•Additionally, in some cases, Granular B material may be 
necessary for a filtering sub-grade base.  
•Hatch’s opinion is that, according to its current condition, the 
road can handle the loads required for the transportation once it 
is upgraded as indicated.   
•Maintenance will be required during the construction period to 
retain this condition.  

Class 4 
Example: Lower 40 Foot 
Rd. and South Shore Rd. 

•Loose gravel road with road widths less 
than 4 m to 5 m. 
• Varying drainage characteristics 
ranging from poor to adequate. In some 
cases, shoulders of the road appear to 
be higher than the edge of the road, 
causing water accumulation (pooling) 
•Potholes and cracks more frequent than 
Class 1 or Class 2 roads  

•Typically, these roads will require widening. If that is the case, 
the area will either be part of the right-of-way, or belong to 
participating owners.   
•Deposit of both Granular B (as a base sub-grade) and Granular 
A materials, to act as the wearing surface.   
•Additionally, Granular A material may be required in select 
locations for resurfacing of the road to upgrade the compaction 
of the existing gravel and improve drainage performance.   
•Hatch’s opinion is that, according to its current condition, the 
road can handle the loads required for the transportation once it 
is upgraded as indicated.   
•Maintenance will be required during the construction period to 
retain this condition.  
 

Class 5 
Example: Unmaintained 
roads (i.e. Dump Road)  

•Constructed using sand and mud 
material with road widths less than 
approximately 4 m to 5 m 
•Very poor to poor drainage properties. 
In some cases, shoulders of the road 
appear to be higher than the edge of the 
road, causing water accumulation 
(pooling) 
•Abundant potholes were present on the 
road.   

•This classification of road will require stripping of the organic 
topsoil in the shoulder areas for general widening of the roads 
and construction of a strong Granular B sub-grade.  
•Granular A material will be used for resurfacing and to improve 
the drainage properties of the road.  
•Hatch’s opinion is that, according to its current condition, the 
road can handle the loads required for the transportation once it 
is upgraded as indicated.   
•Maintenance will be required during the construction period to 
retain this condition.  



A M H E R S T  I S L A N D  W I N D  P R O J E C T

E X I S T I N G  R O A D  C L A S S I F I C A T I O NE X I S T I N G  R O A D  C L A S S I F I C A T I O N
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A M H E R S T  I S L A N D  W I N D  P R O J E C T

E X I S T I N G  R O A D  C L A S S I F I C A T I O NE X I S T I N G  R O A D  C L A S S I F I C A T I O N

S



A M H E R S T  I S L A N D  W I N D  P R O J E C T

Road Use Agreement which would mandate the following with further details to be 
negotiated with Loyalist Township:
• Island infrastructure must be maintained in the same or better condition after the 
Amherst Island Wind Project has been constructed. 

• The project will provide payment for Loyalist Township to hire an independent 
engineering consultant to conduct the following:

• Advise the Township on the infrastructure engineering as it pertains to the project 
affecting roads, drainage, etc.

• Review and approve proposed project plans and drawings.   
• Conduct inspections during construction and advise Township.
• Participate in pre and post construction audits.

Algonquin is working with Township on this agreement.  A draft agreement was 
provided to Township last March (2012) in order to commence to discussions.

R O A D  U S E  A G R E E M E N TR O A D  U S E  A G R E E M E N T



A
m

he
rs

t I
sl

an
d 

W
in

d 
En

er
gy

 P
ro

je
ct

Lo
ya

lis
t T

ow
ns

hi
p 

To
w

n 
H

al
l 

M
ee

tin
g



P
ro

je
ct

 S
ta

tu
s 

R
ep

or
t



P
ro

je
ct

 S
ta

tu
s 

R
ep

or
t

R
E

A
 S

ta
tu

s
•

D
ra

ft 
te

ch
ni

ca
l r

ep
or

ts
 s

ub
m

itt
ed

 to
 th

e 
To

w
ns

hi
p 

on
 

D
ec

em
be

r 3
 a

nd
 g

en
er

al
ly

 to
 th

e 
pu

bl
ic

 o
n 

D
ec

em
be

r 2
7

•
Fi

na
l o

pe
n 

ho
us

es
 s

ch
ed

ul
ed

 fo
r M

ar
ch

 5
th

(B
at

h)
 a

nd
 

M
ar

ch
 6

th
(S

te
lla

)

R
E

A
 D

oc
um

en
ts

•
w

w
w

.a
m

he
rs

tis
la

nd
w

in
dp

ro
je

ct
.c

om
•

H
ar

d 
co

pi
es

 a
va

ila
bl

e:
•

Lo
ya

lis
t T

ow
ns

hi
p

of
fic

e 
in

 O
de

ss
a

•
Le

nn
ox

 &
 A

dd
in

gt
on

 o
ffi

ce
in

 N
ap

an
ee



P
ro

je
ct

 S
ta

tu
s 

R
ep

or
t

A
nt

ic
ip

at
ed

 P
ro

je
ct

 T
im

el
in

e
•

A
pr

 2
01

3 
–

R
E

A
 S

ub
m

is
si

on
 to

 M
O

E
•

N
ov

 2
01

3 
–

A
nt

ic
ip

at
ed

 R
E

A
 A

pp
ro

va
l f

ro
m

 M
O

E
•

Q
3 

20
14

 –
D

oc
k 

C
on

st
ru

ct
io

n 
S

ta
rts

•
Q

4 
20

14
 –

R
oa

d 
U

pg
ra

de
s 

an
d 

Fo
un

da
tio

ns
•

Q
2 

20
15

 –
Tu

rb
in

e 
D

el
iv

er
y

•
Q

3 
20

15
 –

C
on

st
ru

ct
io

n 
C

om
pl

et
e

M
O

E
 R

ev
ie

w
 o

f R
E

A
P

ro
je

ct
 C

on
st

ru
ct

io
n

D
et

ai
le

d 
D

es
ig

n

O
pe

ra
tio

ns

To
da

y
To

w
ns

hi
p 

R
ev

ie
w



C
on

st
ru

ct
io

n 
A

ct
iv

iti
es

 
C

ol
le

ct
io

n 
S

ys
te

m

To
 b

e 
in

st
al

le
d 

un
de

rg
ro

un
d 

ei
th

er
 u

nd
er

 o
r b

es
id

e 
th

e 
ro

ad



C
on

st
ru

ct
io

n 
A

ct
iv

iti
es

 
R

oa
d 

C
on

st
ru

ct
io

n

R
oa

d 
up

gr
ad

es
 c

om
pl

et
ed

 b
y 

la
yi

ng
 a

nd
 c

om
pa

ct
in

g 
gr

av
el



C
on

st
ru

ct
io

n 
A

ct
iv

iti
es

 
R

oa
d 

C
on

st
ru

ct
io

n

C
ul

ve
rts

 in
st

al
le

d 
at

 a
cc

es
s 

ro
ad

 e
nt

ra
nc

es



C
on

st
ru

ct
io

n 
A

ct
iv

iti
es

 
R

oa
d 

C
on

st
ru

ct
io

n

In
te

rs
ec

tio
n 

co
rn

er
s 

ex
pa

nd
ed

 fo
r l

ar
ge

 
eq

ui
pm

en
t



C
on

st
ru

ct
io

n 
A

ct
iv

iti
es

 
M

at
er

ia
l T

ra
ns

po
rt

Tr
an

sp
or

t o
f r

aw
 

m
at

er
ia

ls
, c

on
cr

et
e 

an
d 

ot
he

r p
ro

du
ct

s 
by

 s
ta

nd
ar

d 
tru

ck
s



C
on

st
ru

ct
io

n 
A

ct
iv

iti
es

 
Tu

rb
in

e 
Tr

an
sp

or
t

La
rg

e 
tu

rb
in

e 
co

m
po

ne
nt

s 
w

ill 
be

 d
el

iv
er

ed
 o

n 
sp

ec
ia

liz
ed

 tr
uc

ks

B
la

de
s 

an
d 

to
w

er
s 

ar
e 

th
e 

lo
ng

es
t c

om
po

ne
nt

s



C
on

st
ru

ct
io

n 
A

ct
iv

iti
es

 
Tu

rb
in

e 
Tr

an
sp

or
t

La
rg

e 
tu

rb
in

e 
co

m
po

ne
nt

s 
w

ill 
be

 d
el

iv
er

ed
 o

n 
sp

ec
ia

liz
ed

 tr
uc

ks

Th
e 

he
av

ie
st

 lo
ad

s 
ar

e 
sp

re
ad

 o
ve

r m
an

y 
ax

le
s



C
on

st
ru

ct
io

n 
A

ct
iv

iti
es

 
C

ra
ne

 M
ov

em
en

ts

E
re

ct
io

n 
cr

an
e 

ca
n 

be
 b

ro
ke

n 
do

w
n 

an
d 

m
ov

ed
 b

y 
fla

tb
ed

 
E

xp
ec

te
d

to
 b

e 
on

e 
ro

ad
 

cr
os

si
ng

 w
al

k

D
is

as
se

m
bl

ed
 c

ra
ne

 g
oe

s 
he

re



C
on

st
ru

ct
io

n 
Tr

af
fic

 P
la

nn
in

g

C
on

ce
rn

s

•
W

ill 
th

e 
fe

rry
 w

ill 
be

 ti
ed

 u
p 

by
 c

on
st

ru
ct

io
n 

eq
ui

pm
en

t a
nd

 
w

or
ke

rs
?

•
W

ill 
ro

ad
 c

lo
su

re
s 

w
ill 

pr
ev

en
t a

cc
es

s 
to

 p
ar

ts
 o

f t
he

 is
la

nd
 

an
d 

de
la

y 
tra

ve
l?

•
W

ill 
co

ns
tru

ct
io

n 
tra

ffi
c 

bl
oc

k 
th

e 
ro

ad
 a

nd
 d

el
ay

 tr
av

el
 to

 
th

e 
fe

rry
 o

r g
en

er
al

ly
 a

ro
un

d 
th

e 
is

la
nd

?



C
on

st
ru

ct
io

n 
Tr

af
fic

 P
la

nn
in

g

Fe
rr

y 
U

se
•

To
w

ns
hi

p 
fe

rry
 w

ill 
no

t b
e 

us
ed

 fo
r m

aj
or

 c
on

st
ru

ct
io

n
•

To
w

ns
hi

p 
fe

rry
 m

ig
ht

be
 u

se
d 

fo
r i

ni
tia

l d
oc

k 
co

ns
tru

ct
io

n
•

P
ur

po
se

 b
ui

lt 
pr

iv
at

e 
do

ck
 a

nd
 b

ar
ge

s

R
oa

d 
C

lo
su

re
s

•
A

ny
 te

m
po

ra
ry

 ro
ad

 c
lo

su
re

s 
w

ill 
be

 c
om

m
un

ic
at

ed
•

R
oa

d 
up

gr
ad

es
 d

es
ig

ne
d 

to
 m

in
im

iz
e 

ro
ad

 c
lo

su
re

s
•

W
ee

kl
y 

ro
ad

s 
up

da
te

s:
 m

ai
lb

ox
es

, p
ub

lic
 p

os
tin

gs
, w

eb
si

te
•

P
or

ta
bl

e 
ro

ad
 s

ig
ns

 a
lo

ng
 a

ffe
ct

ed
 ro

ut
es

•
N

o 
pa

rt 
of

 th
e 

is
la

nd
 w

ill 
be

 c
om

pl
et

el
y 

in
ac

ce
ss

ib
le



C
on

st
ru

ct
io

n 
Tr

af
fic

 P
la

nn
in

g

C
on

st
ru

ct
io

n 
Tr

af
fic

 R
oa

d 
B

lo
ck

ag
es

•
S

ta
gi

ng
 a

re
a 

to
 p

ar
k 

co
m

po
ne

nt
s 

be
fo

re
 d

el
iv

er
y 

to
 e

ac
h 

w
in

d 
tu

rb
in

e
•

D
el

iv
er

ie
s 

w
ill 

go
 s

tra
ig

ht
 fr

om
 th

e 
st

ag
in

g 
ar

ea
 to

 th
e 

tu
rb

in
e 

lo
ca

tio
n

•
C

on
cr

et
e 

tru
ck

s 
w

ill 
no

t b
e 

pa
rk

ed
 

on
 p

ub
lic

 ro
ad

s
•

E
re

ct
io

n 
cr

an
es

 w
ill 

no
t w

al
k 

al
on

g 
pu

bl
ic

 ro
ad

s,
 w

ill 
be

 d
is

as
se

m
bl

ed
 

an
d 

ta
ke

n 
by

 tr
uc

k.



Im
pa

ct
s 

to
 th

e 
R

oa
ds

C
on

ce
rn

s

•
P

er
m

an
en

t d
am

ag
e 

to
 th

e 
ro

ad
 s

ys
te

m
•

P
oo

r c
on

di
tio

n 
of

 ro
ad

s 
du

rin
g 

co
ns

tru
ct

io
n

•
M

ud
 a

nd
 s

to
ne

 o
n 

th
e 

ro
ad

s 
du

rin
g 

co
ns

tru
ct

io
n

•
N

eg
at

iv
e 

im
pa

ct
 to

 d
itc

he
s 

an
d 

dr
ai

na
ge



Im
pa

ct
s 

to
 th

e 
R

oa
ds

In
te

rim
 M

ai
nt

en
an

ce
•

S
af

e 
dr

iv
in

g 
co

nd
iti

on
s 

w
ill

 b
e 

m
ai

nt
ai

ne
d 

th
ro

ug
ho

ut
 c

on
st

ru
ct

io
n

•
M

in
im

iz
e 

m
ud

 a
nd

 s
to

ne
 w

ith
 p

ro
m

pt
 c

le
an

in
g

C
om

m
un

ic
at

io
n

•
C

on
st

ru
ct

io
n 

M
an

ag
er

 w
ill

 b
e 

av
ai

la
bl

e 
fo

r r
ep

or
tin

g 
is

su
es

R
oa

d 
U

se
 A

gr
ee

m
en

t
•

A
gr

ee
m

en
t t

o 
pr

ot
ec

t t
he

 ro
ad

s
•

In
de

pe
nd

en
t e

ng
in

ee
r f

or
 th

e 
To

w
ns

hi
p

•
To

w
ns

hi
p 

re
vi

ew
 o

f p
la

ns
/d

es
ig

ns
•

D
et

ai
le

d 
au

di
ts

 b
ef

or
e 

an
d 

af
te

r



H
ea

lth
 a

nd
 S

af
et

y

C
on

ce
rn

s

•
W

ill 
 e

m
er

ge
nc

y 
se

rv
ic

es
 b

e 
bl

oc
ke

d 
or

 d
el

ay
ed

?
•

E
xc

es
si

ve
 n

oi
se

 fr
om

 c
on

st
ru

ct
io

n
•

S
ig

ni
fic

an
t d

us
t f

ro
m

 c
on

st
ru

ct
io

n
•

C
on

si
de

ra
bl

e 
tra

ffi
c 

pa
ss

in
g 

th
e 

sc
ho

ol



H
ea

lth
 a

nd
 S

af
et

y

E
m

er
ge

nc
y 

R
es

po
ns

e
•

E
ns

ur
e 

em
er

ge
nc

y 
re

sp
on

se
 s

er
vi

ce
s 

ha
ve

 a
cc

es
s 

be
tw

ee
n 

al
l p

ro
pe

rti
es

, t
he

 fi
re

 h
al

l a
nd

 th
e 

fe
rry

 d
oc

k
•

E
m

er
ge

nc
y 

re
sp

on
se

 m
oc

k 
ru

ns
 w

ill 
be

 c
om

pl
et

ed
 d

ur
in

g 
ea

rly
 s

ta
ge

s 
of

 c
on

st
ru

ct
io

n
H

ea
lth

 a
nd

 S
af

et
y

•
P

ru
de

nt
 in

du
st

ry
 p

ra
ct

ic
es

 w
ill 

be
 fo

llo
w

ed
 to

 m
in

im
iz

e 
ef

fe
ct

s 
ar

is
in

g 
fro

m
 th

e 
co

ns
tru

ct
io

n 
ac

tiv
iti

es
, e

.g
. n

oi
se

 &
 

du
st

•
N

o 
m

ov
em

en
t o

f c
om

po
ne

nt
s 

or
 m

at
er

ia
ls

 d
ur

in
g 

re
gu

la
r 

sc
ho

ol
 b

us
 a

ct
iv

ity
•

S
tri

ct
 a

dh
er

en
ce

 to
 s

pe
ed

 li
m

its



P
re

se
rv

at
io

n 
of

 Im
po

rta
nt

 H
er

ita
ge

 A
re

as

C
on

ce
rn

s

•
D

am
ag

e 
to

 th
e 

st
on

e 
fe

nc
es

•
Le

ve
lin

g 
of

 im
po

rta
nt

 h
ill

s
•

D
am

ag
e 

to
 h

is
to

ric
 b

ui
ld

in
gs



P
re

se
rv

at
io

n 
of

 Im
po

rta
nt

 H
er

ita
ge

 A
re

as

S
to

ne
 F

en
ce

s
•

A
vo

id
an

ce
 w

he
re

 p
os

si
bl

e
•

P
re

/p
os

t m
on

ito
rin

g,
 re

gu
la

r i
ns

pe
ct

io
ns

 

H
er

ita
ge

 B
ui

ld
in

gs
•

V
ib

ra
tio

n 
m

on
ito

rin
g

•
R

ed
uc

ed
 s

pe
ed

 a
s 

m
iti

ga
tio

n

S
t. 

P
au

l’s
 P

re
sb

yt
er

ia
n

•
N

o 
pl

an
 to

 “c
ut

” t
he

 h
ill



P
re

se
rv

at
io

n 
of

 th
e 

N
at

ur
al

 E
nv

iro
nm

en
t

C
on

ce
rn

s

•
Im

pa
ct

 to
 m

at
ur

e 
tre

es
•

M
aj

or
 tr

im
m

in
g 

of
 li

m
bs

•
D

es
tru

ct
io

n 
of

 
en

vi
ro

nm
en

ta
lly

 s
en

si
tiv

e 
ar

ea
s



P
re

se
rv

at
io

n 
of

 th
e 

N
at

ur
al

 E
nv

iro
nm

en
t

Tr
ee

 T
rim

m
in

g/
C

ut
tin

g
•

To
 b

e 
do

ne
 in

 a
cc

or
da

nc
e 

w
ith

 th
e 

B
yl

aw
 u

nd
er

 
th

e 
su

pe
rv

is
io

n 
of

 a
 p

ro
fe

ss
io

na
l a

rb
or

is
t 

E
nv

iro
nm

en
ta

l A
pp

ro
va

ls
•

C
on

st
ru

ct
io

n 
w

ill
 b

e 
do

ne
 w

ith
in

 th
e 

re
qu

ire
m

en
ts

 
of

 th
e 

R
E

A



A
m

he
rs

t I
sl

an
d 

W
in

d 
En

er
gy

 P
ro

je
ct

Lo
ya

lis
t T

ow
ns

hi
p 

To
w

n 
H

al
l 

M
ee

tin
g





































































































































AMHERST ISLAND WIND ENERGY PROJECT 
CONSULTATION REPORT 

   

Appendix E7 
 

Public Comment/Response Summary 



AMHERST ISLAND WIND ENERGY PROJECT 
CONSULTATION REPORT 
Appendix E7 - Public Comment/Response Summary 
April 2013 

1 of 92 

Date of 
Correspondence 

Date of Response From Contents of Correspondence Response 

February 24, 2011 July 27, 2011 15 Correspondent sent a response to wind energy propaganda presented to 
the senate committee on energy, the environment, and natural resources, 
Nov. 23rd 2010. The contents of this 15 page document include 
discussion of the negative health effects of turbines,  the reliability of wind 
energy, and costs associated with wind energy.  

Summarized concerns and indicated that public concerns are considered very seriously. Stated that all work 
being performed for this project will be documented as part of the REA process.  Stated that public stakeholders 
are being engaged with the support of Stantec Consulting Ltd. to ensure that all comments are taken into 
consideration and are responded to meaningfully. Provided project website and contact information and indicated 
that a list of Frequently asked Questions would be made available. 

May 27, 2011 July 27, 2011 15 Correspondent wrote to explain why, in their opinion, a project on 
Amherst Island is a very bad idea. The six page letter elaborates on the 
following concepts: 
1. project on Amherst Island would be marginal with a capacity factor 
(efficiency) of about 20%; the area available is too small to support a 
viable project 
2.considerable resistance from a large number of islanders 
3. it is quite irresponsible to develop a project in an important bird area, 

Summarized concerns and indicated that public concerns are considered very seriously. Stated that all work 
being performed for this project will be documented as part of the REA process.  Stated that public stakeholders 
are being engaged with the support of Stantec Consulting Ltd. to ensure that all comments are taken into 
consideration and are responded to meaningfully. Provided project website and contact information and indicated 
that a list of Frequently asked Questions would be made available. 

July 11, 2011 July 25, 2011 49 Correspondent wrote in questioning Algonquin Power's Mission 
Statement in light of his assertion that the "vast majority people who live 
on Amherst Island are opposed to this project" and "Amherst Island is an 
internationally designated Important Bird Area" 

Stated that public concerns are considered very seriously. Stated that all work being performed for this project 
will be documented as part of the REA process.  Stated that public stakeholders are being engaged with the 
support of Stantec Consulting Ltd. to ensure that all comments are taken into consideration and are responded to 
meaningfully. Provided project website and contact information and indicated that a list of Frequently asked 
Questions would be made available. 

July 24, 2011 July 27, 2011 72 Invitation to Amherst Island. Questions about infrastructure requirements 
to bring in materials to build wind farm. Question about dismantling and 
decommissioning wind farms. 

Summarized concerns and indicated that public concerns are considered very seriously. Stated that all work 
being performed for this project will be documented as part of the REA process.  Stated that public stakeholders 
are being engaged with the support of Stantec Consulting Ltd. to ensure that all comments are taken into 
consideration and are responded to meaningfully. Provided project website and contact information and indicated 
that a list of Frequently asked Questions would be made available. 

August 3, 2011 October 5, 2011 181 Correspondent forwarded an excerpt from an article in the Globe and Mail 
where conservation group Nature Canada is asking for Transalta to shut 
down components of its Wolfe Island IWT installation during peak bird 
migration times to reduce wildlife fatalities. Correspondent expressed that 
migratory volumes are more concentrated over Amherst Island than 
Wolfe Island and this will result in bad press for the Amherst project. 
correspondent identifies himself as an AQN unit holder and questions 
why AQN has involved themselves in the Amherst wind development. 

Summarized concerns and indicated that public concerns are considered very seriously. Stated that all work 
being performed for this project will be documented as part of the REA process.  Stated that public stakeholders 
are being engaged with the support of Stantec Consulting Ltd. to ensure that all comments are taken into 
consideration and are responded to meaningfully. Provided project website and contact information and indicated 
that a list of Frequently asked Questions would be made available. 

August 4, 2011 No response required 15 The Association to Protect Amherst Island distributed a study conducted 
by the group to analysts for Algonquin Power Co. The report is intended 
to assess the viability of the proposed 
75 MW wind energy generating system.  The report considers the 
probable energy generation potential, the probable return on investment 
and the risk factors associated with the project. 

No response required. Information only. 

August 5, 2011 November 3, 2011 72 Thanked Sean Fairfield for his response letters. Sent two articles about 
local wildlife. Concern about damage to hedgerows by the movement of 
construction equipment and subsequent destruction of bird and wildlife 
habitat. Concerned about mortality of bats and birds.  

 Indicated that all comments and concerns of community members are considered seriously by the project team. 
Stated that the project is following the REA process. Encouraged the correspondent to attend an upcoming public 
meeting in December, and provided the dates and location for these meetings. Provided project information such 
as project website and mailing and contact information. Indicated that all comments received during the REA 
process will be included in the project Consultation Report.  

August 10, 2011 September 13, 2011 55 Correspondent had three questions: 
1. Will you be considering the October 2008 Open House on Amherst 
Island to be the first of the two required Public Consultation Meetings? 
2. Is this to be a Class 3 or Class 4 project? 
3. What is the height of the proposed turbines? 

Provided the following answers to correspondents questions: 
1. We do not consider the 2008 public open house as one of the project open houses.  
2. The project is considered a Class 4 project. 
3. We are assessing turbines ranging from approximately 80m-100m in hub height.  Provided correspondent with 
phone number for any further questions 

August 21, 2011 November 3, 2011 72 Concern about damage to underground water supply due to construction  Indicated that all comments and concerns of community members are considered seriously by the project team. 
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Date of 
Correspondence 

Date of Response From Contents of Correspondence Response 

and operation of wind turbines. Stated that the project is following the REA process. Encouraged the correspondent to attend an upcoming public 
meeting in December, and provided the dates and location for these meetings. Provided project information such 
as project website and mailing and contact information. Indicated that all comments received during the REA 
process will be included in the project Consultation Report.  

August 22, 2011 No response required 149 "Please, no wind turbines on Amherst Island. 
Thank you, 

No response required. Information only. 

August 24, 2011 No response required 15 Correspondent has circulated a petition requesting that there be a 
moratorium on the development of industrial scale wind farms on the 
island.  

No response required. Information only. 

September 8, 2011 November 3, 2011 72 Correspondent indicated that she enjoys the lack of mechanically 
generated noise on the island, and that the installation of turbines would 
remove this from the island. Concerned about the effect of noise on 
human health. She is concerned about what type of noise mitigating 
measures may be necessary for her to install in her home to reduce the 
noise impacts of the turbines. 

 Indicated that all comments and concerns of community members are considered seriously by the project team. 
Stated that the project is following the REA process. Encouraged the correspondent to attend an upcoming public 
meeting in December, and provided the dates and location for these meetings. Provided project information such 
as project website and mailing and contact information. Indicated that all comments received during the REA 
process will be included in the project Consultation Report.  

September 14, 
2011 

September 23, 2011 55  
1.  Where on the island are the proposed turbines to be sited? 
2.  Does the model of turbine being considered have the radar set-up that 
does away with the flashing red lights? 
3.  When is the first official public "open house" scheduled and where is 
the venue? 
4.  Has a web site been set up for this project?  If not, when do you 
anticipate one will be made available? 
  

Stated that Algonquin Power considers the concerns of stakeholders very seriously. Briefly described the REA 
process and the documents to be compiled for the final REA application. Stated that Stantec will be providing 
services to complete the public stakeholder engagement component of the REA process and provided contact 
information so that she could provide comments and feedback relating to the project. Provided an up to date list 
of Frequently asked Questions related to the project. 

September 15, 
2011 

October 5, 2011 181 Why is such a unique environment being put at long term risk by an 
industrial scale wind farm? 

Stated that public concerns are considered very seriously. Stated that all work being performed for this project 
will be documented as part of the REA process.  Stated that public stakeholders are being engaged with the 
support of Stantec Consulting Ltd. to ensure that all comments are taken into consideration and are responded to 
meaningfully. Provided project website and contact information. Provided a list of Frequently asked Questions for 
the project. 

September 15, 
2011 

October 5, 2011 49 Where will the turbines be located and where will the underwater line be 
located? 

Stated that the final project layout has not yet been created and that the location of the submarine cable would 
likely be finalized and presented at the public open houses. 

September 16, 
2011 

September 16, 2011 211 Lives on County Rd. 4 north of Taylor Kidd Blvd. Wanted to know if hydro 
lines would be crossing her property. 

Noted that transmission lines would likely not cross her property. given the current needs for the terminus of the 
cable south of Taylor Kidd Blvd. 

September 19, 
2011 

September 23, 2011 55 Correspondent quoted REA requirements relating to the project map 
showing proposed turbine locations. Indicated that the current project 
map provided does not include the appropriate level of detail as required 
by REA requirements. 

Stated that Algonquin Power considers the concerns of stakeholders very seriously. Briefly described the REA 
process and the documents to be compiled for the final REA application. Stated that Stantec will be providing 
services to complete the public stakeholder engagement component of the REA process and provided contact 
information so that she could provide comments and feedback relating to the project. Provided an up to date list 
of Frequently asked Questions related to the project. 

September 20, 
2011 

September 20, 2011 120 Offered to rent a single bedroom apartment to the project group. The 
apartment is located at 5605 Bath rd. in Bath Ont 

Thanked correspondent for the offer but indicated that accommodation for the project had already been secured. 

September 21, 
2011 

September 23, 2011 60 Indicated that the project website was not functioning properly and could 
not access the draft project description report online. 

Indicated that the project website issue had been resolved and requested that the correspondent contact him if 
any further difficulties accessing or viewing the information were experienced. 

September 21, 
2011 

Response Drafted 
September 30, 2011 

170 Indicated that he would like his change of address to be noted for future 
communications. Also expressed that he feels the REA regulation on 
which the approval process is based is the "stupidest piece of public 
policy in existence". Referenced the bird and bat kills study for Wolfe 

Stated that Algonquin Power considers the concerns of stakeholders very seriously. Briefly described the REA 
process and the documents to be compiled for the final REA application. Stated that Stantec will be providing 
services to complete the public stakeholder engagement component of the REA process and provided contact 
information so that she could provide comments and feedback relating to the project. Provided an up to date list 
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Island as an example. of Frequently asked Questions related to the project. 

September 22, 
2011 

September 26, 2011 162 Telephone call from a stakeholder who had received a Notice to Engage 
at her property which was addressed for a property that she did not own 
(3600 3rd Concession). There was concern that the property owner of 
3600 3rd concession would not have received a copy of the notice to 
engage. 

Stantec checked their records and determined that the same name had mistakenly been recorded for both 
addresses, another notice was sent to 3600 3rd concession. 

September 23, 
2011 

October 5, 2011 60 Would like to know: 
1. Where will the transmission line come ashore on Amherst Island? 
2. Will the transmission line be underground or overhead when on the 
island? 
3. Will each turbine have a red light to warn aircraft? Is there technology 
that allows the light only to turn on when an aircraft is in proximity? 

Stated that public concerns are considered very seriously. Stated that all work being performed for this project 
will be documented as part of the REA process.  Stated that public stakeholders are being engaged with the 
support of Stantec Consulting Ltd. to ensure that all comments are taken into consideration and are responded to 
meaningfully. Provided project website and contact information and indicated that a list of Frequently asked 
Questions would be made available. The FAQ list sent with the letter was updated to include a response to the 
questions about the transmission line 

September 23, 
2011 

October 4, 2011 55 Correspondent feels that in order to follow a "good neighbours" policy, 
Windlectric must disclose the names and locations of all landowners who 
have agreed to the placement of one or more wind turbines on their land 
to the general public. 

Stated that the list of landowners who have signed agreements is confidential and will not be released. However, 
once agreements are complete, the final layout will be made available at the public open house 

September 24, 
2011 

October 5, 2011 134 Could you please confirm what the minimum setbacks are for historic 
properties on Amherst Island... and specifically properties where people 
do not live, such as a museum, a church (e.g. St. Paul's Presbyterian 
Church) or a graveyard? 

Stated that public concerns are considered very seriously. Stated that all work being performed for this project 
will be documented as part of the REA process.  Stated that public stakeholders are being engaged with the 
support of Stantec Consulting Ltd. to ensure that all comments are taken into consideration and are responded to 
meaningfully. Provided project website and contact information and indicated that a list of Frequently asked 
Questions would be made available. The FAQ list sent with the letter was updated to include a response to the 
question about heritage buildings 

September 25, 
2011 

October 4, 2011 90 Would like to know how many roadside trees would need to be removed 
in order to allow the IWTs to be installed. Also interested in knowing what 
allowances would be made for air traffic from Kingston Airport. 

Stated that public concerns are considered very seriously. Stated that all work being performed for this project 
will be documented as part of the REA process.  Stated that public stakeholders are being engaged with the 
support of Stantec Consulting Ltd. to ensure that all comments are taken into consideration and are responded to 
meaningfully. Provided project website and contact information and indicated that a list of Frequently asked 
Questions would be made available.  The FAQ list sent with the letter was updated to include a response to the 
question about tree removal 

September 25, 
2011 

November 3, 2011 72 Sent a picture of a "view from the rise of Marhsall 40'" on Amherst island. 
Referred to the first page of the Stantec report describing construction 
elements, and questioned what the landscape would look like following 
and during installations. Stated that she does not think such an 
installation would occur in Mr. Robertson's neighbourhood. Again invited 
Mr. Robertson to visit Amherst Island. 

Stated that all comments and concerns of community members are considered seriously by the project team. 
Stated that the project is following the REA process. Encouraged the correspondent to attend an upcoming public 
meeting in December, and provided the dates and location for these meetings. Provided project information such 
as project website and mailing and contact information. Indicated that all comments received during the REA 
process will be included in the project Consultation Report.  

October 5, 2011 October 19, 2011 134 Thanked Myriam for sending the response to her previous question. 
Asked if the 550 m. setback holds for a property that is from the early 
1800s (e.g. a former UEL home), not designated and the resident is a 
participating landowner?  

Stated that according to O.Reg 359/09 setbacks do not apply to noise receptors located on a participating 
landowner's property. Provided a link to the guide. 

October 12, 2011 November 21, 2011 98 The association sent a letter outlining the following reasons for opposition 
to the Amherst wind project: 
1. The area is not windy enough to support the project while maintaining a 
setback of 1.5 km from homes. 
2. Landowners who have signed options for turbines are a minority and 
do not represent the interests of the population of the island. 
3. The island is a federally designated Important Bird Area and there is 
concern about the impact of the turbines on raptor population and 
migratory bird populations. 
4. Concern about impact on property values. 

Stated that all concerns are taken very seriously and will attempt to be addressed by the project. Welcomed 
Janet to the two upcoming open houses and stated that project representatives would be happy to discuss her 
concerns at that time. Provided information regarding the date, time and location of upcoming open houses. 
Provided information about Windlectric's commitment to the REA process, and the involvement of Stantec in the 
stakeholder consultation process. Provided project contact information for future inquiries. 
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5. The Act and Regulation have removed the ability of the municipality to 
determine its own land use 
The group states its dissatisfaction with the open house process 
conducted by Algonquin Power as they feel that not enough information is 
presented. The group states that AP and the project will be met with 
resistance from until the project is cancelled. 

October 18, 2011 October 18, 2011 45 Thanked Rob for filling him in on the progress of the Amherst Island Wind 
Project, asked to be added to the contact list so that he could receive 
project updates 

Followed up on October 18, 2011 to obtain a physical mailing address and indicate that Daniel had been added 
to the project mailing list. 

October 26, 2011 November 21, 2011 72 Talked about how they went from a liberal riding to a conservative one, 
believes this is due to the anti-wind sentiments of many residents. 
Indicated that the VP of Kingston Field Naturalists attended their meeting 
to show his support. Quoted a report by the Kingston Field Naturalists 
entitled "The abundance and distribution of wintering raptors on Amherst 
and Wolfe Island in 2009-2010 and 2010-2011. Provided a newsletter 
from Nature Canada with an article urging that wind turbines not be 
erected in important bird areas.  

Acknowledged receipt of the Nature Canada Newsletter for Fall 2011. Stated that comments have been reviewed 
by the project team and will be considered as part of the REA process. Stated that the Amherst Island Wind 
Energy Project Liaison Committee was created to serve a role in providing two-way communications between the 
local community and Windlectric. Indicated the composition of the Liaison Committee and the number of 
meetings it has had to date. Indicated that the Liaison Committee is not intended to replace other ideas and 
concerns from stakeholders. Provided information for upcoming open houses.  

October 31, 2011 November 7, 2011 55 Feels that since individuals who hold contracts with Windlectric/AP have 
been given information regarding potential locations of turbines on their 
property, this information should also be disclosed to the public. 

Stated that the project layout will be made available during the upcoming open houses. Provided the dates on 
which these open houses are to be conducted. The response also stated that the project materials presented at 
the open houses would be made available on the project website following the meetings. 

November 1, 2011 November 7, 2011 98 Would like for the information on potential turbine locations that was 
recently disclosed to landowners to be disclosed to the public. Requested 
that a copy of the document providing this information be sent to her as 
soon as possible. 

Stated that the layout of turbine locations would be available for public review and comment at the two public 
meetings in December, and that materials from the open houses would be posted to the project website following 
their conclusion.  Indicated Windlectric's commitment to the REA process, and the role that Stantec's playing in 
the stakeholder consultation process. Provided contact information for Windlectric for all future comments. 
Indicated that comments received for the project will be considered and included in the REA Consultation Report. 

November 2, 2011 November 15, 2011 188 It has come to her attention that participating landowners have received 
maps of proposed turbine locations on their property. As a resident of the 
island, has requested that a map of all proposed IWTs on the island be 
provided to her. 

Stated that the Liaison Committee was intended to create two way communications between the community and 
the project team. The committee representatives were selected based on their ability and willingness to bring a 
variety of perspectives from/to the local community.  Stated that the community was formed in June 2011 and 
that it met in July and October. The content from these meetings will be made available on the project website. 
The committee is not intended to replace the other methods by which stakeholders can express their 
observations and ideas. With respect to her question about the availability of a map: the preliminary layout of 
turbine locations will be available for review and comment at two separate public open houses. Provided the date 
and location of the open houses.  

November 2, 2011 November 7, 2011 193 Would like to know how setbacks are determined. Would like to know how 
setback distances from homes and wetlands are sufficient to protect 
inhabitants and the environment. Would like to know if there will be any 
road construction or disturbances within 120 meters of wetland areas. 

Stated that setback requirements for the project are defined by O.Reg 359/09, and provided a summary  table 
showing the complete set of setback distances that will be used during the project. Indicated Windlectric's 
commitment to the REA process, and the role that Statics playing in the stakeholder consultation process. 
Provided contact information for Windlectric for all future comments. Indicated that comments received for the 
project will be considered and included in the REA Consultation Report. 

November 3, 2011 November 15, 2011 188 Would like to know how the Liaison Committee was selected, concerned 
that they do not reflect the opinions and feelings of residents. Worried that 
Liaison Committee members do not have unbiased opinions because two 
are option holders for turbines. Concerned that information from Liaison 
Committee meetings is not being distributed effectively, does not feel that 
they should have to wait until the public meetings to be informed about 
the project. Feels that the project is being conducted too secretively. 

Stated that the Liaison Committee was intended to create two way communication between the community and 
the project team. The committee representatives were selected based on their ability and willingness to bring a 
variety of perspectives from/to the local community.  Stated that the community was formed in June 2011 and 
that it met in July and October. The content from these meetings will be made available on the project website. 
The committee is not intended to replace the other methods by which stakeholders can express their 
observations and ideas. With respect to her question about the availability of a map: the preliminary layout of 
turbine locations will be available for review and comment at two separate public open houses. Provided the date 
and location of the open houses.  

November 4, 2011 November 7, 2011 181 Would like to know the proposed locations for the turbines in advance of 
the December 6th and 7th public meetings. Does not feel that a drop in 

Stated that the layout of turbine locations would be available for public review and comment at the two public 
meetings in December. Provided the date and location of the two public meetings, and indicated that they would 



AMHERST ISLAND WIND ENERGY PROJECT 
CONSULTATION REPORT 
Appendix E7 - Public Comment/Response Summary 
April 2013 

5 of 92 

Date of 
Correspondence 

Date of Response From Contents of Correspondence Response 

format is an effective method for the meetings. Would prefer to see a 
panel including representatives of: project representatives, GEA, Hydro 
One, Ministry of Energy, Ministry of Health, conservation experts & 
Loyalist Township representation. Would like to know when the future 
meetings are planned to be held. 

be drop in style with the members of the project team in attendance. There are currently no plans for a panel 
style meeting. Also indicated that the next public meeting would be held in the summer of 2012.  

November 4, 2011 November 21, 2011 55 Would like Algonquin Power to provide map of proposed turbine locations 
on the project website within the next week. 

The response was written to address questions surrounding the dimensions and materials to be used in turbine 
footings, and indicated that no definite information could be provided relating to the footing dimensions or type 
prior to the completion of a geotechnical assessment. Indicated that the equipment which is likely to be used for 
excavation would be a "hoe ram". Stated that details surrounding engineering of the turbines would be made 
available in the Design and Operations Report. Provided information for upcoming open houses.  

November 5, 2011 November 7, 2011 98 Stated that she has requested a map of proposed turbine locations twice, 
and would like one in advance of the public meetings as this is critical for 
them to communicate effectively. Would like an immediate response with 
either the requested document or a reason why it cannot be provided. 

Stated that the layout of turbine locations would be available for public review and comment at the two public 
meetings in December, and that materials from the open houses would be posted to the project website following 
their conclusion.  Indicated Windlectric's commitment to the REA process, and the role that Stantec's playing in 
the stakeholder consultation process. Provided contact information for Windlectric for all future comments. 
Indicated that comments received for the project will be considered and included in the REA Consultation Report. 

November 7, 2011 November 21, 2011 72 Would like clarification as to the purpose of the Liaison Group, and stated 
that she was disappointed that it was not formed more transparently. She 
also expressed that she would like to have access to information and 
maps relating to turbine siting and construction plans prior to the 
December open houses so that she will have enough information to ask 
informed questions and get the most out of the open house process. Ms. 
Harrison stated that she would like for experienced professionals to 
attend the meeting, rather than "juniors" and would like for Mr. Robertson 
to attend. 

Acknowledged receipt of the Nature Canada Newsletter for Fall 2011. Stated that comments have been reviewed 
by the project team and will be considered as part of the REA process. Stated that the Amherst Island Wind 
Energy Project Liaison Committee was created to serve a role in providing two-way communications between the 
local community and Windlectric. Indicated the composition of the Liaison Committee and the number of 
meetings it has had to date. Indicated that the Liaison Committee is not intended to replace other ideas and 
concerns from stakeholders. Provided information for upcoming open houses.  

November 7, 2011 November 30, 2011 15 A number of reasons why they feel that Algonquin Power should abandon 
the project: 
1) Risk to human health 
2) Risk to birds and the environment 
3) Economic observations 

Stated that the project team looked forward to discussing the concerns in person at an upcoming public meeting. 
Provided the dates and locations for two public meetings to be held in December. 

November 8, 2011 November 21, 2011 9 Runs an internet based business from her home an would like to know 
how the firm will insure that internet service will not be affected by the 
industrial wind turbine installation. 

Noted that it is know that turbines have the potential to impact TV signals but it is unlikely that there will be an 
impact on internet signals. Stated that any disruptions will be handled on a case by case basis. Also stated that 
Windlectric will undertake a study including consultation with the Radio Advisory Board of Canada to determine 
effects that wind turbines will have on local telecommunications.   

November 8, 2011 November 21, 2011 23 Would like to know the height of the proposed turbines from base to tip of 
blade. Would like to know the weight of one turbine. Would like to know 
the amount of concrete needed for each pad and the proposed 
dimensions of turbine pads. Would like to know where temporary docking 
site will be installed, and where equipment will be housed. Would like to 
know the methods to be used to remove rock layers where necessary. 
Would like to know how many access roads will be created, and how 
these will be maintained. Would like to know how many construction jobs 
and full time jobs will be created as a result of the project. What is the life 
expectancy of each turbine? How much oil is required to operate a 
turbine, how often is the oil changed, and who is responsible for clean up 
if the oil spills? Who is liable in the event of an accident? When do you 
anticipate the first blade will turn on Amherst Island? 

Stated that the open house would be drop in style with storyboards. Provided the information for the two 
upcoming open houses. Stated that the 11 questions would not be answered in this letter as many of the 
questions are addressed in reports being produced as part of the REA process. Indicated that the FAQ document 
which is attached has been modified to include some of the questions posed . Stated Windlectric's commitment to 
the REA process and the participation of Stantec in the stakeholder consultation component of the process. 
Provided contact information for future questions. 

November 9, 2011 November 10, 2011 134 Would like the names of all individuals who will be conducting on-site 
investigations for the project. Would like to know if a registered 
archeologist is part of the project team. Requested that items of 

 Stated that the stage 2 archaeology survey will be conducted by an archaeologist licensed with the Ministry of 
Tourism and Culture and who holds a professional archaeologist consulting license. Stated that the archaeologist 
is an employee of Stantec Consulting. Stated that the destination of all recovered artifacts is up to the discretion 
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archeological significance that are found during the project be donated to 
the local museums collection of artifacts. Would like to know if sites will 
be registered on the provincial archeological database if artifacts are 
found. 

of the Ministry of Tourism and Culture. Indicated that the museum should contact the archaeologist so that they 
can work with the Ministry to determine if artifacts can be displayed at the museum. Indicated that the 
archaeologist has been provided with the correspondents contact information and is aware of the request. 

November 10, 
2011 

November 21, 2011 55 Requested information about the footing for proposed wind turbines. She 
is interested in the depth and circumference of proposed footings and the 
methods to be used in excavation. 

The response was written to address questions surrounding the dimensions and materials to be used in turbine 
footings, and indicated that no definite information could be provided relating to the footing dimensions or type 
prior to the completion of a geotechnical assessment. Indicated that the equipment which is likely to be used for 
excavation would be a "hoe ram". Stated that details surrounding engineering of the turbines would be made 
available in the Design and Operations Report. Provided information for upcoming open houses.  

November 10, 
2011 

February 24, 2012 9 5 questions provided via email and requested that they be presented to 
Sean Fairfield at an upcoming meeting of the Liaison Committee. The 
questions were: 
1.  Would like to know when wind test towers will be removed, as they 
were responsible for an owl death last winter 
2. Would like to know what measures will be taken to protect raptors from 
being killed by turbines 
3.  Would like to know if there will be hunting restrictions in the vicinity of 
turbines 
4.  Would like disclosure of locations and numbers of turbines 
5.  Would like to know if AP has experience installing the Siemens SWT-
2.3-113 model turbine. Would like to know where the closest proximity 
installation of this model is located. 

In response to the question about meteorological towers stated that the impact on natural heritage species was a 
concern of the project and that the minimum possible number of meteorological towers would be sited on the 
island. Indicated that a Natural Heritage Assessment would be performed as part of the project to determine the 
significance of the island to bird populations and to minimize damage to and avoid sensitive plant and animal 
habitats. In regards to the question about hunting, stated that a public safety plan would be developed by the 
construction contractor for the protection of public safety during construction and decommissioning, and that the 
operation/maintenance contractor would create a public safety plan for the operation phase of the project.  With 
respect to the turbine type proposed for the project, stated that prototypes of these turbines are operational in 
Denmark and the Netherlands and are undergoing testing. Stated that there is a commercial order for 213 units in 
Sweden and 37 units will be installed in the summer of 2013. Windlectric states their commitment to the REA 
process and the involvement of Stantec in the public consultation process of the project.  

November 11, 
2011 

November 21, 2011 95 Stated that he lives on property adjacent to a participating landowner. 
Provided a link to a video that he would like us to watch. Would like to 
know how the noise issue will be responded to. Stated that larger turbines 
will be louder. Stated that to say the project is within the guidelines is 
unacceptable. 

Stated that the primary factor for determining setbacks is that the cumulative noise level from turbines not exceed 
40dBA at a receptor. This information creates the basis for the setback distance of 550 meters. Provided 
information for two upcoming open houses. Indicated Windlectric's commitment to the REA process and the 
involvement of Stantec Consulting Ltd. in the stakeholder consultation process. Provided contact information for 
the project. 

November 11, 
2011 

November 30, 2011 206 Requested details on proposed layout. Stated that the layout of proposed turbine locations would be made available at two public meetings in December 
and that review and public comment could be made at that time. Provided the details of the meetings including 
date and location. Indicated that all material that is displayed at the open houses will be posted to the project 
website following the meetings. Indicated Windlectric's commitment to the REA process and the involvement of 
Stantec in the stakeholder consultation process. Indicated that all public comments would be considered and 
included in the REA report. 

November 12, 
2011 

November 21, 2011 72 Would like an explanation of the reasoning behind waiting until December 
6th to disclose turbine locations to the public. She also stated that roads 
and stone fences are considered part of the heritage of the island and 
that construction impact that heritage. Questioned the siting of turbines on 
island, and referred to the Ontario Wind Atlas to support her opinion that 
wind speeds on the island will not be high enough to make an IWT 
installation profitable. She indicated that some residents of the island 
have health problems and the stress related to the project process and 
potential for property value loss could aggravate these health problems. 

Acknowledged receipt of the Nature Canada Newsletter for Fall 2011. Stated that comments have been reviewed 
by the project team and will be considered as part of the REA process. Stated that the Amherst Island Wind 
Energy Project Liaison Committee was created to serve a role in providing two-way communications between the 
local community and Windlectric. Indicated the composition of the Liaison Committee and the number of 
meetings it has had to date. Indicated that the Liaison Committee is not intended to replace other ideas and 
concerns from stakeholders. Provided information for upcoming open houses.  

November 15, 
2011 

November 15, 2011 78A Address change. Returned call to confirm address change. 

November 15, 
2011 

November 21, 2011 23 Stated her dissatisfaction that her questions sent on November 8th 2011 
have not yet been addressed. Also stated her dissatisfaction with the 
information provided at the Loyalist Township Council meeting on 
November 14th.Would like to know if there will be an open panel format at 
the December 6th meeting. Stated that she would prefer an open panel 

Provide information about the format of the upcoming public open houses. These meetings will be drop-in style 
with storyboards available with information about the Project. In addition, the preliminary layout of turbine 
locations will be available for review and comment.  Members of the project team will be available to answer 
questions and listen to comments about the proposed Project in individual or small group settings.   
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format to the drop in format.   

November 21, 
2011 

November 21, 2011 210 Discussed the Marshall Forty Foot Road, which is not considered part of 
the road network of Amherst by Loyalist Township and has not been 
maintained. Tom is happy to hear that upgrades to this road will be part of 
the project, and would like to alert the project that the Owl Woods 
Management Strategy proposes to put winter gates across the road. Tom 
stated that winter gates across an all season public road are not 
desirable.   

Assured him that his note would be provided and this item could be discussed further upon their next meeting 

November 21, 
2011 

December 5, 2011 26 Has been following this process and similar developments for five years. 
Sent some questions in advance of the open house in hopes that 
complete answers could be given at that time. Is concerned about the 
placement of turbines because many of his neighbours have signed 
agreements to have turbines on their land. Brian is concerned that the 
placement of turbines near his house will exasperate the medical issues 
he and his family currently experience. Brian is concerned that the 
construction process to erect turbines may negatively impact his well 
water, as his well is 16 feet deep. Concerned about the potential for 
negative impact of the turbines on wildlife and scenery effecting his ability 
to draw income from his part time profession of photography on the 
island. Concerned about the safety of his children and dogs while heavy 
equipment is being moved around the island during the construction 
phase of the project. Concerned about the potential for disruption to 
television and satellite internet signals. Concerned about potential for 
decreasing property values. 

Stated that the preliminary project layout would be made available at two public meetings in December and 
provided the dates and location for these meetings. Stated that following the public meetings all materials that 
were displayed would be posted on the project website. Indicated that the areas observed being ploughed 
represent potential project construction sites where field staff are currently performing Stage 2 Archeological 
Assessments. Stated that there would be project team members at the open house who are subject matter 
experts in the effects of turbines on human health, these individuals would be happy to discuss concerns about 
human health at the open houses. In response to the question about well water, stated that a detailed 
geotechnical assessment will take place before construction and that care will be taken to not disrupt the water 
table.  In response to concerns about wildlife, indicated that a Natural Heritage Assessment would be conducted 
as part of the project in order to understand the significance of the island for birds and other species of wildlife 
and to determine mitigation measures that could be used to limit impacts on wildlife. Stated that Public Safety 
Plans would be developed for the construction, operation and decommissioning stages of the project, and that a 
traffic management plan will also be implemented during the construction phase of the project. In response to 
concerns about internet signal and telecommunications, stated that potential interference would be reviewed on a 
case by case basis. Indicated that a telecommunications impact assessment will be performed through 
consultation with the Radio Advisory Board of Canada. Stated Windlectric's commitment to the REA process and 
the involvement of Stantec in the stakeholder consultation process. Provided project contact information for 
further questions and comments.  

November 22, 
2011 

November 30, 2011 119 Would like to know where the wind turbines are to be sited. Is under the 
understanding that turbines will be located in the middle of the island but 
cannot find a map disclosing turbine locations. 

Stated that the preliminary layout showing potential turbine locations would be made available at two upcoming 
public meetings. Provided details surrounding date and location of these public meetings. Stated Windlectrics 
commitment to the REA process and the involvement of Stantec in the stakeholder consultation component of 
this process. Provided contact information for further comments or questions relating to the project. Indicated that 
all comments received during the consultation process would be included in the final REA report package. 

November 30, 
2011 

  72 Indicated that some questions about the liaison committee were not 
answered to her satisfaction and stated that the creation of the Liaison 
Committee was not an open process. Stated that Algonquin Power has 
not acknowledged the stress it is causing to citizens of the island. Stated 
that the ploughing being conducted prior to the start of the project is 
causing widespread resentment and unease on the island.  

No response required. Information only. 

December 3, 2011 December 3, 2011 100 Could you please advise as to the names of the individuals that are 
conducting all on-site investigations ? 
Is a registered archaeologist doing each of these investigations? 
As a member and volunteer of our museum exhibits committee I would 
like to see any and all material become part of our local museum's 
archaeological collection. Please advise on the disposition of artifacts. 
In the event that artifacts are found are these sites registered on the 
provincial archaeological database? 

Stated that responses had already been given to another correspondent relating to the questions relayed by 
Janet. These responses were given on November 10th, 2011. 
 
In a second email dated December 5  copies of responses sent to other correspondents were forwarded. 

December 4, 2011 April 19, 2013 156 Resident diagnosed with a form of vertigo called 'Benign Paroxysmal 
Positional Vertigo or BBPV, characterized by recurring 'attacks' often 
brought on by 'external' stressors such as repetitive movement and 
flickering lights. Resident concerned about turbines proposed near 
property. Concerned about health effects and compensation if forced to 

Provided the correspondent with the following information:  As presented in the recent public open houses health 
and medical agencies agree that when sited properly, wind turbines are not causally related to adverse effects. 
This information was discussed with many stakeholders during the meetings by the subject matter experts from 
Intrinsik Consulting.  Note:  the proposed Amherst Island wind project will adhere to the provincial regulations for 
setbacks related to non-participating residents The current project as proposed will meet the requirements of 
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move.  Ontario Regulation 359/09 of the Green Energy Act, which ensures a project must be sited at least 550 meters 
from non-participating receptors (residences) provided a cumulative sound level does not exceed 40 dB(A).  

December 4, 2011 April 19, 2013 156 Resident concerned about the construction corresponding with the time 
when they would like to start renting out the property as a vacation spot. 
Requests that the turbines across from their property be relocated so as 
not to affect their business, or that they are compensated for the loss of 
income.   

Provided the correspondent with the FAQ which discusses the following items:: 
1. Project location; 
2. Setbacks; 
3. Shadow flicker; 
4. Construction activities and impacts; 
5. Noise; 
6. Traffic; 
7. Visual Effects; 
7.8. Property values. 
8.9. Landowner lease agreements; and, 
9.10. Complaint response protocol. 

December 6, 2011 February 15 2012 31 Concerned about the effect to the water. What are the plans to avoid 
potential effects? 

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted during the first public openhouse. Questions about water issues 
are covered by the attached list of Frequently asked Questions. Provided project contact information for future 
inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 March 12 2012 167 Residents provided questions regarding improvements to roads due to 
increased traffic, keeping the island school open, consideration of St. 
Paul's church and Glenwood cemetery, a referendum, providing free 
power to islanders, property value guarantees, gag orders, and 
electromagnetic levels and the safety of school children. 

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted during the openhouse. Summarized correspondence into6 main 
points and provided a list of Frequently asked Questions to address these points. Indicated that there are no 
plans to use the unopened road allowance between Marshall 40 foot and Stella 40 foot. Provided contact 
information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 March 12 2012 203 Provided a list of questions concerning improvements to current roads 
due to increased traffic, ensurance that the Island school will stay open, 
consideration of St. Paul's church and Glenwood cemetery, a referendum, 
providing free power to Islanders, property value guarantees, discussion 
of contracts and gag orders, electromagnetic levels and safety and the 
safety of endangered protected species on the Island. 

Thanked correspondent for comments and questions received during the openhouse. Stated that the proposed 
project is 75 MW and each turbine is a proposed 2.3 MW Siemens model. Stated that there are no plans to use 
the unopened road allowance between Stella 40 foot and Marshall 40 foot. Summarized main concerns into 9 
areas and provided a list of Frequently asked Questions to address these concerns. Provided contact information 
for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 131 Provided questions regarding improvements to current roads due to 
increased traffic, ensuring the island school stays open, consideration to 
St. Paul's church and Glenwood cemetery, conducting a referendum, 
providing free power to islanders, property value guarantees, discussion 
of contracts, gag orders, ensuring safety from electromagnetic levels near 
school children and protecting the habitat of birds/bats. 

Provided an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related 
to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns (similar to your comments) brought forward by 
stakeholders was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses 
available on the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The 
comments/responses will be updated throughout the Project. 
 
Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

December 6, 2011 March 5, 2012 40 Resident concerned regarding migratory and important birds on the 
Island. Asked why the Project is being considered when Mr. Whittaker, 
Vice President Policy, CANWEA, stated that wind projects cannot be put 
where there are potential risks for migratory birds. 
Requested information about the restrictions imposed on hunters 
continuing to hunt on their property, from fences and 'no trespassing' 
signs. 
Requests an answer to why it was felt necessary to impose a gag order 
on options holders. 
Would like a response regarding the opposition and why the project is 

Thanked them for questions received at the first public open house as well as on January 30th. Summarized 
concerns into 14 main areas and indicated that these were addressed by the attached list of Frequently asked 
Questions. Regarding project effects on hunters, access roads and turbines are not fenced off and so long as 
hunters have agreements with landowners they will be able to hunt in properties with turbines. Provided contact 
information for future inquiries regarding the project. 



AMHERST ISLAND WIND ENERGY PROJECT 
CONSULTATION REPORT 
Appendix E7 - Public Comment/Response Summary 
April 2013 

9 of 92 

Date of 
Correspondence 

Date of Response From Contents of Correspondence Response 

continuing. 
Are you on time with process scheduling, if not, why not? 
Concerned regarding methods of transportation of equipment to  the 
island during construction. 
Would like information about how health concerns will be addressed in 
the future. 
Concerned about potential effects to the water table.  
How will property value issues be addressed in the future? 
How will Windlectric minimize the effects that construction will have on 
the roads? 
How will the ferry be affected by the construction, and will islanders 
receive priority ferry usage?  

December 6, 2011 February 24, 2012 63 Resident asking question regarding financial compensation for those 
negatively affected from physical ailments, property or real estate 
devaluation, due to the turbines. 

Questions posed by the correspondent  covered by the attached list of Frequently asked Questions. Provided 
project contact information for future inquiries. 
In summary, your correspondence raises the following points: 
1.Compensation; 
2.Property values; and, 
7. Health effects.  

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 71 Requesting responses to concerns regarding the Canadian Senate's 
notion for a moratorium on turbines, including on Amherst Island, 
compensation for loss of property values, and increasing turbine setbacks 
for safety. 

Resent response providing the correspondent with how to locate project information. 

December 6, 2011 February 15 2012 69 Would like additional disclosure on tax calculation and who it will be paid 
to. 

Thanked him for questions submitted during the public openhouse. Questions about taxes were clarified by 
attachment of recalculated estimates. Provided contact information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 March 12 2012 23 Concerned resident provided questions regarding plans for expansion of 
the Project, archaeological work for the Project, the current stage in the 
process and who is the approval authority, a non-disclosure clause in the 
landowner's clause, and issues of the community being divided. 

Thanked them for comments and questions submitted at the public openhouse. Summarized into 9 main 
concerns and indicated that these were addressed by the attached list of Frequently asked Questions. Provided 
details about the power collection and transmission network. Provided contact information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 February 29, 2012 117 Provided a list of questions concerning the distance of the closest turbine 
to the school, potential health issues in the future, compensation for loss 
of property value, road closures during construction, construction 
equipment dimensions and requirements, the movement of electricity and 
telephone wires, disruption of ferry service and ferry usage, hours of 
construction, strobe and red lights, noise from turbines and mortality of 
migrating birds.  

Thanked her for questions received at the first public open house as well as the questionnaire received on 
December 12 2012. Stated that the modern turbines produce electricity 70-80% of the time but that on average 
over the course of a year they generate 30% of their maximum theoretical output. Summarized her concerns into 
11 main topic areas and stated that these are covered by the attached list of frequently asked questions. 
Provided project contact information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 February 24 2012 18 Provided a list of questions concerning the distance of the closest turbine 
to the school, potential health issues in the future, compensation for loss 
of property value, road closures during construction, construction 
equipment dimensions and requirements, the movement of electricity and 
telephone wires, disruption of ferry service and ferry usage, hours of 
construction, the cost-effectiveness of the Project, responsibility for well-
water damage and interference to cell phone reception. 

Thanked them for questions submitted during the first public open house. Summarized their main concerns into 
the following areas: 
1. setbacks 
2. health effects 
3. complaint response protocol 
4. property values 
5. traffic management 
6. construction activities 
7. ground/well water impacts 
8. economics 
9. impacts to wireless/cellular service 
Indicated that these concerns are addressed by the attached FAQ list. Provided contact information for further 
inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 68 Returned questionnaire identifying concerns regarding disposal of tailings  



AMHERST ISLAND WIND ENERGY PROJECT 
CONSULTATION REPORT 
Appendix E7 - Public Comment/Response Summary 
April 2013 

10 of 92 

Date of 
Correspondence 

Date of Response From Contents of Correspondence Response 

from construction, potential effects on ground water during construction, 
regulations for the flicker effect, and turbine decommissioning. 

Questions posed by the correspondent  covered by the attached list of Frequently asked Questions. Provided 
project contact information for future inquiries. 
In summary, your correspondence raises the following points: 
1. Impacts to groundwater; 
2. Project construction and operation; 
3. Natural environment; 
4. Shadow/Flicker effect; 
5. Impacts to wireless based communications; 
6. Decommissioning; and, 
7. Turbine lighting.  

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 132 Provided a list of questions regarding mitigation measures for bee 
colonies and bats, land use during and after construction, re-seeding of 
ploughed areas, interference with telecommunications, distance of 
shadows and flicker effect and differences throughout the year, and 
turbine operation during black-outs. 

 
Questions posed by the correspondent  covered by the attached list of Frequently asked Questions. Provided 
project contact information for future inquiries. 
In summary, your correspondence raises the following points: 
1. Impacts to groundwater; 
2. Project construction and operation; 
3. Natural environment; 
4. Shadow/Flicker effect; 
5. Impacts to wireless based communications; 
6. Decommissioning; and, 
7. Turbine lighting.  

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 76 Thank you for responding to the letter on November 21, 2011, however 
disappointed with the "cut & paste" platitudes of the response. Provided a 
list of specific questions concerning disruption of water to their property, a 
list of the chemicals/minerals that will be introduced to the water, liability 
for ill health to residents resulting from turbines, advise on specific 
research on listed medical conditions, responsibility for health problems 
resulting during construction, and the possibility of putting a stop to the 
turbine installation until complete scientific and peer-reviewed research is 
done. Provided a list of questions regarding mitigation measures for bee 
colonies and bats, land use during and after construction, re-seeding of 
ploughed areas, interference with telecommunications, distance of 
shadows and flicker effect and differences throughout the year, and 
turbine operation during black-outs. 

Questions posed by the correspondent  covered by the attached list of Frequently asked Questions. Provided 
project contact information for future inquiries. 
1. Impacts to groundwater; 
2. Project construction and operation; and  
3. Health effects Natural environment; 
4. Shadow/Flicker effect; 
5. Impacts to wireless based communications; 
6. Decommissioning; and, 
7.3. Turbine lighting.  
 
Please find enclosed a Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on the topics listed above.  
Windlectric has created a list of common questions/concerns (similar to your questions) raised by stakeholders 
and has developed general responses to those inquiries.  These responses will be made available on the Project 
website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated 
throughout the Project. 
 
 
With respect to your question on accessibility and land use following completion of the project; farmers will still be 
able to utilize their properties for all agricultural practices carried out prior to construction with exception of those 
lands on which the turbine is located as well as the service pad and access roads. Information on the dimensions 
of these areas are available in the design and operations report once the details have been finalized.  

December 6, 2011 March 12 2012 203 Identified concerns regarding potential risks to migratory birds, efficiency 
and cost of wind turbines, electricity cost savings per month and the 
nameplate capacity and actual capacity of the wind turbines planned for 
Amherst Island. 

Stated that the proposed project is 75 MW and each turbine is a proposed 2.3 MW Siemens model. Stated that 
there are no plans to use the unopened road allowance between Stella 40 foot and Marshall 40 foot. Summarized 
main concerns into 9 areas and provided a list of Frequently asked Questions to address these concerns. 
Provided contact information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 March 5 2012 20 Identified concerns regarding potential risks to migratory birds, efficiency 
and cost of wind turbines, electricity cost savings per month and the 
nameplate capacity and actual capacity of the wind turbines planned for 
Amherst Island. 

 Provided specifications regarding turbine and project power generation. Indicated that her main concerns were 
hydro costs, turbine specifications and impact to birds and endangered species. Stated that these areas are 
covered by the attached FAQ. Provided project contact information for future questions. 

December 6, 2011 February 15 2012 58 Identified concerns regarding potential risks to migratory birds, efficiency Stated that the contract received a 75 MW contract from the Ontario Power Authority and the turbines to be used 
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and cost of wind turbines, electricity cost savings per month and the 
nameplate capacity and actual capacity of the wind turbines planned for 
Amherst Island. 

are Siemens 2.3 MW units. Questions about hydro costs, turbine specifications, impacts to birds bats 
endangered species and groundwater are found in the attached FAQ. Provided contact information for future 
inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 March 12 2012 28 Requesting more information about the shadow and flicker effects, the 
power line collector system, stray voltage, existing infrastructure and 
transmission cables. 

Summarized into 9 main concerns and indicated that these were addressed by the attached list of Frequently 
asked Questions. Provided details about the power collection and transmission network. Provided contact 
information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 March 12 2012 190 Requesting more information about proposals with Loyalist Township to 
assist/benefit every citizen. Would like more openness and truth 
regarding the Project. 

 Summarized into 9 main concerns and indicated that these were addressed by the attached list of Frequently 
asked Questions. Provided details about the power collection and transmission network. Provided contact 
information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 March 12 2012 101 Requesting a map of the proposed turbine locations. Identified questions 
regarding where the turbines will come onto the island, potential traffic 
during construction and maintenance, duration of the contracts with 
landowners, rehabilitation of the farmland, liability if adverse health effects 
are experienced, potential for children to experience health effects, 
liability if property damage occurs during construction, liability if there are 
affects to farm production, benefits to the community, draw-backs of the 
Project for the community, community projects, the amount of money 
provided to Loyalist Township and what it will be used for, affect on taxes 
and compensation of decreased property values. 

Thanked her for questions submitted at the public openhouse, on February 3 and February 8. Stated that the 
preliminary layout and other materials shown at the openhouse can be found on the project website. Summarized 
her concerns into 14 main areas and indicated that these are addressed by an attached list of Frequently asked 
Questions. Stated that tax calculations had been recalculated based on information provided by Loyalist 
township. No damages are anticipated to private property relating to project construction, however a complaint 
response protocol will be developed. Stated that the methodology used for natural heritage assessment will be 
described in the report. Stated if the project is located within 120 meters of a significant environmental feature a 
study will be conducted to identify potential impacts and processes for mitigation. Provided contact information for 
future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 February 24 2012 9 Submitted a list of questions regarding the Project phase, potential future 
expansion, the maximum number of Siemens wind turbines that Amherst 
Island can accommodate (physically and economically), providing notice 
of open houses on the ferry docks, wind turbine noise assessment and 
monitoring, what flashing red light system is being proposed, possibility of 
a visitor interpretive center, will a shadow flicker assessment be 
conducted, and the impacts of shadow flicker on the surrounding 
community. 

Thanked for comments submitted at the first public open house and on December 8, January 30th and February 
12th. Stated that maps and all information from the public open house are available on the project website. 
Stated that the project received a 75 MW contract from the OPA and that proposed turbines are Siemens 2.3 MW 
units. Thanked for the recommendation to post notice at the two ferry docks and this will be taken into 
consideration for the second openhouse. Stated that transport Canada will provide input into considerations for 
lighting of turbines. Summarized concerns into 8 main topics and indicated that these were covered by the 
attached list of FAQ. Provided project contact information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 97 Provided a list of questions concerning safety protocols for emergencies, 
road paving on Amherst Island, preventing damage to historical stone 
fences, water for construction, possibility of a cement plant on the Island, 
mitigating dust and noise during construction, mitigating the destruction of 
vegetation during construction, replacement of trees that are cut down, 
re-planting procedures, information to seasonal residents and health 
effects resulting from noise and light pollution. 

Questions posed by the correspondent  covered by the attached list of Frequently asked Questions. Provided 
project contact information for future inquiries. Correspondent raises the following points: 
1. Project construction and operation; 
2. Impacts to roads; 
3. Cultural heritage features; 
4. Emergency response; 
5. Shadow/Flicker effect; 
6. Natural environment and trees; 
7. Health effects; and, 
8. Noise.  

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 175 Provided a list of questions concerning a pre-construction inspection of 
homes and wells on Amherst Island, fund for damages to property, 
decommissioning fund, the removal of failed or obsolete turbines, 
restoration of the land after turbine removal, mitigation for changes in well 
or water drainage, possibility of a pre-construction well water report for 
island wells and whether Algonquin/Windlectric's insurance covers 
damage to homes. 

Provided an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related 
to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns  brought forward by stakeholders was developed to 
provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website 
and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout 
the Project. 
 
Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   
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December 6, 2011 February 21 2012 176 Provided a list of questions concerning a pre-construction inspection of 
homes and wells on Amherst Island, fund for damages to property, 
decommissioning fund, the removal of failed or obsolete turbines, 
restoration of the land after turbine removal, mitigation for changes in well 
or water drainage, possibility of a pre-construction well water report for 
island wells and whether Algonquin/Windlectric's insurance covers 
damage to homes. 

Thanked correspondent for his questions and information submitted at the Public Open house as well as via 
email on December 10, 15, 17, 18;  January 2, 5, 6, 7, 17, 29; and February 15 and 21. His concerns were 
grouped into sixteen main categories and these were addressed by the attached list of frequently asked 
questions. In addition, Windlectric indicated that it stands by the benefits outlined at the openhouse and indicated 
that a recalculation of municipal property tax payments had been made and clarification is available on the 
project website. Stated that with respect to concerns about social impacts, an assessment of these potential 
impacts will be made as part of the REA process. Stated that no pre construction inspection of homes will occur 
as it is not anticipated that damage will be caused to homes during construction. Provided contact information for 
future inquiries relating to the project. 

December 6, 2011 February 21 2012 176 Suggested that we take this panel down. Opposed to the Project. Does 
not see benefit to the Project, does not produce enough energy, costly, 
already too much energy, Wolfe Island left a mess for the Township to 
clean up. Feels that employment will be brought from offshore (Wolfe 
Island employs 3 people), only a few will benefit from supplemental 
income, no benefit to the majority of islanders. Would like answers about 
the benefits and a social study of impacts has not been completed. Noted 
that the age profile of the island is important and that there have been no 
comments about community health. Moved to the island because it was 
pastoral and quiet, and feels as though turbines may ruin that. 

Thanked correspondent for his questions and information submitted at the Public Open house as well as via 
email on December 10, 15, 17, 18;  January 2, 5, 6, 7, 17, 29; and February 15 and 21. His concerns were 
grouped into sixteen main categories and these were addressed by the attached list of frequently asked 
questions. In addition, Windlectric indicated that it stands by the benefits outlined at the openhouse and indicated 
that a recalculation of municipal property tax payments had been made and clarification is available on the 
project website. Stated that with respect to concerns about social impacts, an assessment of these potential 
impacts will be made as part of the REA process. Stated that no pre construction inspection of homes will occur 
as it is not anticipated that damage will be caused to homes during construction. Provided contact information for 
future inquiries relating to the project. 

December 6, 2011 February 29 2012 124 Suggested that we take this panel down. Opposed to the Project. Does 
not see benefit to the Project, does not produce enough energy, costly, 
already too much energy, Wolfe Island left a mess for the Township to 
clean up. Feels that employment will be brought from offshore (Wolfe 
Island employs 3 people), only a few will benefit from supplemental 
income, no benefit to the majority of islanders. Would like answers about 
the benefits and a social study of impacts has not been completed. Noted 
that the age profile of the island is important and that there have been no 
comments about community health. Moved to the island because it was 
pastoral and quiet, and feels as though turbines may ruin that. 

Thanked them for their comment received at the public openhouse. Summarized concerns into three main topics: 
1. community benefits 
2. employment opportunities 
3. health effects 
Indicated that these concerns are addressed by the FAQ list attached. Stated that Windlectric stands behind the 
community benefits outlined at the public openhouse. Stated that social impacts would be addressed by the 
Construction Plan Report and Design and Operations Report. Provided contact information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 February 17 2012 72 Requests responses to questions regarding compensations to 
homeowners for loss of enjoyment of property, gauging sound level 
emissions, accident and fire emergency plans, the possibility of a pre-
construction inspection of homes and wells on the Island, fund for 
damages to property, decommissioning fund, the removal of failed or 
obsolete turbines, restoration of the land after turbine removal, and the 
transportation of blades and equipment along narrow roads without 
damaging property or heritage resources. 

Thanked her for comments submitted during the Open House as well as on December 30th, January 30th and 
February 6th. Thanked her for forwarding the CRCA report. Summarized concerns into 11 main areas and 
indicated that they were addressed by the attached set of frequently asked questions. Responded to a question 
about uncertainty in noise modelling by stating that ISO 9613-2 is the methodology used for this calculation, as is 
approved by the Ontario Ministry of the Environment. Provided the definition for a waterbody as stated in O.Reg 
359/09. Provided contact information for the project for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 February 24 2012 88 Provided questions regarding the life expectancy of the turbines, the oil 
requirements and disposal, the date for operation to start, compensation 
for loss of enjoyment of property, the noise emissions error rate for 
calculations, the accident and fire emergency plans, complaints protocol 
for health issues and flicker concerns during operation, compensation for 
loss of property value and legal responsibility for health issues of 
residents and loss of property value. 

Thanked for questions submitted at the public open house and on January 30th via email. Summarized their 
concerns into 11 main topic areas and indicated that these are addressed by the attached list of frequently asked 
questions. Stated that the noise model is based on ISO 9613-2 which is a procedure approved by the Ontario 
Ministry of Environment. Provided contact information for future inquiries.  

December 6, 2011 February 24 2012 86 Would like to know who to address concerns about noise and flicker from 
the proposed wind turbine, and to whom would they seek legal redress 
from? Who would they contact to seek compensation for a drop in 
property value? 

Thanked for questions submitted at the public open house and on January 30th via email. Summarized their 
concerns into 11 main topic areas and indicated that these are addressed by the attached list of frequently asked 
questions. Stated that the noise model is based on ISO 9613-2 which is a procedure approved by the Ontario 
Ministry of Environment. Provided contact information for future inquiries.  

December 6, 2011 February 17 2012 194 Provided a list of questions concerning safety protocols for emergencies, 
road paving on Amherst Island, preventing damage to historical stone 

Thanked her for her questions submitted at the Open House as well as questions emailed on January 27th. 
Summarized questions into nine main subject categories and indicated that they were addressed by the attached 
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fences, water for construction, possibility of a cement plant on the Island, 
mitigating dust and noise during construction, mitigating the destruction of 
vegetation during construction, replacement of trees that are cut down, 
and re-planting procedures. 

frequently asked questions. Provided project contact information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 March 5, 2012 187 Provided a list of questions regarding the temporary dock for 
transportation of turbine components during construction, storage of 
maintenance equipment, new roads and maintenance of roads, 
employment from the Project and life expectancy of one turbine. 

Thanked correspondent for their comments received during the first public open house. Summarized their 
concerns into 11 main topic areas and indicated that these were addressed by the attached Frequently asked 
Questions. Stated that the required permits and authorizations could be found in a table in the draft project 
description report. Provided contact information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 February 24, 2012 21 Provided a list of questions regarding the temporary dock for 
transportation of turbine components during construction, storage of 
maintenance equipment, new roads and maintenance of roads, 
employment from the Project and life expectancy of one turbine. 

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted at the open house as well as on December 12, 2011. Stated that 
her correspondence raise the following main points and concerns: 
1. turbine specifications 
2. construction and operations 
3. roads 
4. employment opportunities 
5. health effects 
6. water 
7. natural environment 
8. life of the project 
Stated that these concerns are addressed by the attached FAQ document. Provided contact information for 
future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 March 5, 2012 27 Identified the key issues that need to be addressed as impacts on human 
health, transportation, water supplies, wildlife, especially birds/bats, re 
aero generators. Noted that groundwater geology is a sensitive factor to 
consider in environmental studies. May have further questions after 
reviewing the information to date. 

Thanked correspondents for their comments received during the first public open house. Summarized their 
concerns into 11 main topic areas and indicated that these were addressed by the attached Frequently asked 
Questions. Stated that the required permits and authorizations could be found in a table in the draft project 
description report. Provided contact information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 48 Identified the key issues that need to be addressed as health and 
property values and future impacts to Island roads. Requested more 
information regarding transportation during construction using the ferry, 
the future impact on ferry maintenance, the condition of island roads after 
construction and who will be responsible for maintenance of roads. 

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted at the open house as well as on December 12, 2011. Raise the 
following main points and concerns correspondence raises the following points: 
1. Health; 
2. Project construction and operation and effects on the ferry; 
3. Property values; and, 
4. Traffic and impacts to roads.  
 
Stated that these concerns are addressed by the attached FAQ document. Provided contact information for 
future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 December 13, 2011 123 Request for an emailed copy of the project map.  Emailed a soft copy of the preliminary draft layout. 

December 6, 2011 February 15 2012 73 Provided a list of questions regarding preventing ice build-up on blades, 
painting the turbines, signage on the turbines, the number of construction 
trucks on the island, turbine installation, mitigation for stray voltage, and 
incorporating health effect findings into the project planning. 

Thanked the correspondents for their questions submitted at the Open House and their email sent on January 31. 
Summarized their items of interests into thirteen categories and indicated that these items were covered by the 
attached list of frequently asked questions. Provided project contact information for future comments and 
inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 140 Provided a list of questions regarding preventing ice build-up on blades, 
painting the turbines, signage on the turbines, the number of construction 
trucks on the island, turbine installation, mitigation for stray voltage, and 
incorporating health effect findings into the project planning. 

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted at the open house as well as on December 12, 2011. Raise the 
following main points and concerns correspondence raises the following points:                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                    
1. Project construction and operation; 
2. Impacts to roads; 
3. Stray voltage; 
4. Emergency response; and, 
5. Health effects.  
Stated that these concerns are addressed by the attached FAQ document. Provided contact information for 
future inquiries. 
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December 6, 2011 February 24 2012 19 Identified questions regarding the impacts of the Project on personal 
health, financial health of the community, CO2 emissions, physical 
environment/infrastructure, and the ecological environment. 

Thanked her for her questions submitted during the first public open house. Stated that each turbine is projected 
to save over 4,000 tonnes of CO2 emissions annually. Stated that over the course of the year the turbines will 
generate approximately 30% of their maximum power output. Summarized her  concerns into thirteen points and 
indicated that these were addressed by the attached list of Frequently asked Questions. Provided project 
information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 February 15 2012 201 Requesting responses to questions regarding life expectancy of turbines, 
oil requirements and disposal, timelines, compensation for the loss of 
enjoyment of the property, the error rate for turbines, the accident 
emergency plan, and the fire emergency plan. 

Thanked the correspondents for their questions submitted at the Open House and their email sent on January 31. 
Summarized their items of interests into thirteen categories and indicated that these items were covered by the 
attached list of frequently asked questions. Provided project contact information for future comments and 
inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 115 Requesting information regarding cost effectiveness of wind turbines, 
liability insurance for damage caused to the turbine by hunting, 
consequences to landowners speaking out about the turbines, liability 
exposure for landowners that allow the public close to turbines on their 
land, property value guarantee, and the purchase of homes from 
landowners experiencing health issues. 

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted at the open house as well as on December 12, 2011. Raise the 
following main points and concerns correspondence raises the following points:1. Project construction and 
operation; 
1. Property values; 
2. Project economics/viability of the project; 
3. Hunting; and, 
4. Noise.  
 
Stated that these concerns are addressed by the attached FAQ document. Provided contact information for 
future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 February 15 2012 98 Recommends that a community discussion occur to have appropriate 
communication. Would like property value guarantees.  Concerned about 
the birds, as they will not move for the turbines. What are the mitigation 
measures for the destruction of the community. How will the stone fences 
(heritage features) be avoided? Do you have a permit to stake roads into 
turbine locations? How will our property values be compensated? 

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted at the Open House, as well as on December 10th and January 
27th. Summarized the main topic points that she wished to be addressed and indicated that these were covered 
by the attached FAQ list. Provided contact information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 February 15 2012 98 Would like answers to questions regarding power interruptions on the 
island during construction, mitigating negative effects to birds on the 
island, information about the archaeological dig, speeds at the tip of the 
blade, procedure for health complaints, speeds at which turbines are 
turned on and off, potential for sleep disturbance in children, preventing 
bat mortality, increasing the setback distance and complaints regarding 
noise, shadow/flicker and infrasound. 

Thanked correspondent  for questions submitted at the Open House, as well as on December 10th and January 
27th. Summarized the main topic points that she wished to be addressed and indicated that these were covered 
by the attached FAQ list. Provided contact information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 April 5, 2012 64 How far from this latitude and longitude will the flicker stretch from the 
turbines? 
How many hours were spent by qualified naturalists searching for 
endangered species on the island? How many were found? What will be 
done to protect these species? 

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted at the open house as well as on December 12, 2011. Raise the 
following main points and concerns correspondence raises the following points:                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                    
1. Project construction and operation; 
2. Property values; 
3. Shadow/Flicker effect; 
4. Impacts to wireless based communications; 
5. Viability of the project; and, 
6. Community benefits.  
 
Stated that these concerns are addressed by the attached FAQ document. Provided contact information for 
future inquiries. Regarding the lights on the turbines, these are powered by the turbine output while it is 
operating, and by grid power while the turbine is not operating and will continue to operate when the turbine 
blades are not rotating. 

December 6, 2011 April 5, 2012 64 Would like responses to questions regarding turbine manipulation, 
electricity required to operate the turbines, power to the red blinking 
lights, cost effectiveness of turbines without government subsidies, who is 
responsible for trouble if ownership changes, gag orders, property value 
guarantees, telephone and cell phone reception interference, local job 
creation, and the sound of the turbines.  

December 6, 2011 April 5, 2012 188 Provided a list of questions regarding the sound emitted from individual 
and multiple turbines, transformers, coolant and chemicals required for 
the transformer's operating system, burying electrical transmission lines, 
the protocol for lights on turbines, and what happens to the turbine 

Provided an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related 
to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns (similar to your comments) brought forward by 
stakeholders was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses 
available on the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The 
comments/responses will be updated throughout the Project. Additionally, the Archaeological Assessment Report 
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decommissioning fund if the project changes ownership. is available for review on the Project website. 

December 6, 2011 April 5, 2012 113 Request for responses to questions regarding property value 
compensation, distance of the shadow flicker, turbines within the 
Important Birding Area, epidemiological study, and lack of trust. 

Provided information on the following items: Draft Shadow Flicker report  – as presented in the recent public open 
houses the project health consultant (Intrinsik) stipulated that there is no scientific evidence suggesting that 
shadow flicker from wind turbines poses a health risk.  A copy of the Shadow Flicker report was made available 
at the Public Open Houses.  An electronic copy is available on the project website. 
• Draft Heritage Assessment and Protected Properties report – your recommendations have been noted and 
some of them have already been documented by the consultant in their report.  Your additional items will be 
considered.   
• Location of mainland dock – the proposed location was presented at the Public Open Houses and is made 
available in the draft REA documents.  The storyboards from the public meeting and the draft reports are 
available on the project website. 
• Lights - Transport Canada will provide recommendations as to lighting requirements for the turbine towers and 
Windlectric Inc. will examine all options in order to satisfy Transport Canada. 

December 6, 2011 December 13, 2011 185 Requests a copy of the map book mailed to him. Concerned about the 
shadow to his home. 

Sent copy of map book Dec 13, 2011 

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 13 Would like responses to questions regarding the definition of 'mitigation', 
shadow flicker, complaints process, electricity requirements to operate 
turbines, electricity to the blinking red lights during times of no wind, and 
the possibility of expropriation for required easements or right-of-ways. 

Regarding the lights on the Wolfe Island turbines these are powered and operated independently of the power 
generated by the turbines and will continue to operate regardless of whether the turbine blades are rotating or 
not.  The navigational lights on Amherst Island will be powered by the turbine output while it is operating, and by 
grid power while the turbine is not operating. 
 
Regarding your questions about noise,  
• The distance setbacks from noise are independent of wind turbine dimensions.  Larger turbines are not 
necessarily louder than smaller turbines.  This is the case for Amherst Island, because the turbines will be direct-
drive (no gearbox) they will be quieter than their smaller counterparts on Wolfe Island. 
• The pitch system controls the rotational speed of the turbine.  As the blades pitch, the turbulence generated by 
the blade increases, until the turbine reaches its maximum rotational speed.  The sound levels used in the noise 
model reflect the maximum sound emissions from the wind turbine. 
• Ice reduces the aerodynamic performance of the blades.  The manufacturer does not provide information about 
the effect of ice on sound emissions.   
With respect to your question about mitigation measures, an assessment of potential effects and any required 
mitigation measures will be provided in the Construction Plan Report and Design and Operations Report as 
required under O. Reg. 359/09.  These reports will be made available for public review for a minimum of 60 days 
prior to the final open house for the Project. 
 
With respect to your query on turbine power consumption, typical power consumption of a turbine while it is not 
yawing is 0.8kW. During the brief period that it is yawing, the power consumption increases to 20kW. No adverse 
effects to the local power grid are anticipated as a result of the Project.    

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 145 Would like responses to questions regarding the definition of 'mitigation', 
shadow flicker, complaints process, electricity requirements to operate 
turbines, electricity to the blinking red lights during times of no wind, and 
the possibility of expropriation for required easements or right-of-ways. 

Provided a Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on the topics listed above.  Windlectric 
has created a list of common questions/concerns (similar to your questions) raised by stakeholders and has 
developed general responses to those inquiries.  These responses will be made available on the Project website 
and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout 
the Project. 

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 13 Key issues that need to be addressed were identified as democracy 
stamped out by the Green Energy Act, bird migration route and the 
abundance of bats. Concerned about depression and anxiety 
experienced from thoughts of the Project. 

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted at the open house. Raised the following main points and 
concerns:                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                     
1. Shadow flicker; 
2. Heath effects; 
3. Setbacks; 
4. Property values; 
5. Noise; 
6. Complaint response protocol; 
7. Construction activities; 
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8. Turbine operation (including oil use and electricity requirements); 
9. Monitoring; 
10. Decommissioning; 
11. Lighting; 
12. Roads and traffic; 
13. Project schedule; 
14. Natural environment including birds, bats, and owl woods; 
15. Groundwater/wells; and, 
16. Stray voltage. 
Stated that these concerns are addressed by the attached FAQ document. Provided contact information for 
future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 57 Would like a response in writing regarding the credentials and strategies 
of the archaeology team.  Would like them to conduct fieldwork in the 
spring. 

Thanked the correspondent for questions submitted during the first open house. Summarized her questions into 7 
main categories: 
 
1. Archaeological studies; 
2. Landowner lease agreements; 
3. Concerns about the natural environment; and, 
4. Health effects. 
 
Stated that these questions are addressed by the attached list of Frequently asked Questions. Provided project 
contact information for future questions. 

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 57 Would like Algonquin/Windlectric to ask the government for a full, 
independent environmental health assessment for the Project. Would like 
additional research conducted regarding human health and wind turbines. 
Would also like to know about the shut-down policy.  Will 
Algonquin/Windlectric shut down the turbines during the core migration 
periods? 

Thanked the correspondent for questions submitted during the first open house. Summarized her questions into 7 
main categories: 
 
1. Archaeological studies; 
2. Landowner lease agreements; 
3. Concerns about the natural environment; and, 
4. Health effects. 
 
Stated that these questions are addressed by the attached list of Frequently asked Questions. Provided project 
contact information for future questions. 

December 6, 2011 February 15, 2012 83 Concerned about bird species in the area. Would like answers to 
questions regarding effects to hydro prices, addressing bird migration, the 
Project operation timeline, and procedures during storm winds.  

Provided the following information: Additional information about the project, including a description of potential 
effects to traffic and roads, will be provided in the Construction Plan Report and Design and Operations Report.  
The reports will form part of the complete REA application package that will be available for public review at least 
60 days before the final open house for the Project.  With regards to your comment about high winds, Project 
components will be designed to withstand the effects from extreme weather events including high winds.  
Considering the design features of the turbine which act to reduce or eliminate the potential for damage from 
extreme events, no adverse net effects from extreme weather events are anticipated during operation of the 
Project.With regards to your questions about traffic, hydro prices, migratory birds, and project schedule, please 
find enclosed a Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on these topics.  Windlectric has 
created a list of common questions/concerns (similar to your questions) raised by stakeholders and has 
developed general responses to those inquiries.  These responses will be made available on the Project website 
and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout 
the Project. 

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 41 Provided a list of questions concerning the cost effectiveness of the 
Project, liability for damage to turbines from hunting, consequences to 
landowners that speak out, liability for letting the public close to the 
turbines, property value guarantees, and health issues. Requests that 
Algonquin/Windlectric install the radar alternatives to the red blinking 
lights. 

Thanked the correspondent for questions submitted during the first open house. Summarized her questions into 7 
main categories: 
1. natural environment 
2. health 
3. setbacks 
4. viability of project 
5. property values 
6. visual impacts 
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7. construction operations 
Stated that these questions are addressed by the attached list of Frequently asked Questions. Provided project 
contact information for future questions. 

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 180 Identified questions regarding impact to TV and internet reception, and 
the steps taken if there is a decline in service. Also questioned about the 
possibility of compensation for lost property value, if decline is a result of 
the Project. Would also like to know if there will be an impact to his 
geothermal pump and the height difference between turbines on Wolfe 
Island and those proposed for Amherst Island. 

Thanked the correspondent for questions submitted during the first open house. Summarized her questions into 7 
main categories: 
 
• Hub height of proposed Amherst Island turbine (99.5 m) versus hub height of Wolfe Island wind project (80m)  
• Geothermal pump – the company does not anticipate any issues that would affect your pump as a result of the 
proposed construction activity.  
 
Stated that these questions are addressed by the attached list of Frequently asked Questions. Provided project 
contact information for future questions. 

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 160 Provided a list of questions regarding the number of homes that can be 
powered by the turbines, what is considered a significant woodland, one 
word to describe rural life, the noise from turbines and how the pitch of 
the blade and ice on the blades effect it, mitigating shadow flicker at 
households and the longest distance of a shadow from a turbine.  

Thanked the correspondent for questions submitted during the first open house. Summarized the questions into: 
 
1. Natural environment; 
2. Noise; 
3. Shadow Flicker; and, 
4. Turbine construction and operations.  
 
Stated that these questions are addressed by the attached list of Frequently asked Questions. Provided project 
contact information for future questions. 

December 6, 2011 February 24 2012 52 Provided a list of questions regarding the number of homes that can be 
powered by the turbines, what is considered a significant woodland, one 
word to describe rural life, the noise from turbines and how the pitch of 
the blade and ice on the blades effect it, mitigating shadow flicker at 
households, the longest distance of a shadow from a turbine, radar 
shadow, the cost of decommissioning, and a property value guarantee.  

Thanked her for questions submitted at the first public open house. Stated that a modern wind turbine will 
generate enough electricity to power more than 1000 homes over the course of a year. Summarized concerns 
into the following areas: 
1. noise 
2. decommissioning 
3. property values 
4. shadow flicker 
5. natural environment 
Indicated that these concerns were covered by the attached list of Frequently asked Questions. Provided contact 
information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 December 13, 2011 26 Requesting a copy of all public information including the reports, etc. Also 
requesting GPS coordinates of the turbines, and the closest turbine to his 
house (base of substation road). 

Please note that all the information that was at the open house is now available on the Project website. The 
Project website was provided and a copy of the display boards were added. Contact information for the Project 
team to ask further questions was also provided.  

December 6, 2011 March 5 2012 6 Requesting responses to questions regarding measures to protect the 
daytime and nighttime habitat of the at risk short eared owl, strategies to 
prevent bat mortality, strategies to protect bobolink and meadowlark 
habitat on Amherst Island, health effects of erecting the turbines near a 
public school, insurance for health effects suffered by residents of 
Amherst Island, steps to fight the proposed wind turbine moratorium, why 
propose the Project on Amherst Island, compensation for damage to 
property during construction/operation, compensation for loss of view due 
to turbines and dust, and possibility of signing a property value guarantee. 

Thanked the correspondent for questions submitted during the first open house. Summarized her questions into 7 
main categories: 
1. natural environment 
2. health 
3. setbacks 
4. viability of project 
5. property values 
6. visual impacts 
7. construction operations 
Stated that these questions are addressed by the attached list of Frequently asked Questions. Provided project 
contact information for future questions. 

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 182 Requesting responses to a list of questions regarding noise assessment 
procedures and error associated with them, how tonal characteristics or 
cyclic variation in the noise caused by wind turbines is measured and 
taken into account, the possibility of using an unweighted dB scale to 
accurately measure noise, the actual unweighted noise profile for the 

Thanked the correspondent for questions submitted during the first open house. Summarized her questions into 
the following categories:1. Noise;2. Health;3. Setbacks;4. Property values;5. Natural heritage including owls and 
birds; and,6. Potential impacts to water.With respect to your question about the noise model, we assume you 
mean “uncertainty” when you say “error rate”.  The sound modeling is carried out based on standard ISO 9613-2, 
which presents the methodology for evaluating the propagation and attenuation of sound from a source located 
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Project for receptors outside and within 550m, required setbacks when an 
unweighted scale is used, the impact of noise on the enjoyment of 
residents - taking into consideration numerous turbines, taking into 
account annoyance that may cause adverse health effects, how will 
complaints be addressed, will the turbines be operated in a manner that 
will minimize adverse medical effects based on emerging medical 
knowledge, what is the level of annoyance and how many will suffer it, 
explaining the methodology used to determine the provincial setbacks, 
the number of tonnes of carbon will be saved by operation of the 
proposed turbines, the cost per tonne of carbon saved, the likelihood of 
the project without subsidies, compensation for the loss of property value, 
and the consideration of values of the residents on the Island. 

outdoors.  Uncertainty is not added to the predicted sound levels calculated at points of reception.  This is 
consistent with the procedures approved by the Ontario Ministry of Environment.  Likewise, noise emissions from 
the turbines are calculated using methods published in IEC (International Electro technical Commission) 61400-
11.  The equipment manufacturer declares its sound power emissions in statements that will be included in the 
Project’s Noise Assessment Report.  This will present any uncertainty that the equipment vendor believes is 
prudent based on the tests conducted. Additional uncertainty on top of the vendor data is not added.  The 
substation transformer is another sound source modeled as part of the project.  This is consistent with the 
practices approved by the Ontario Ministry of Environment.  With respect to your other questions about noise, we 
provide the following:• The sound power spectra of most wind turbines are not tonal (IEC-61400-11 definitions).• 
In addition to the required setbacks, noise cannot exceed 40.0 dBA at participating points of reception as 
prescribed in the legislation.  The wind farm must have a layout that satisfies both criteria (setback and noise).  • 
A dBA scale is used to measure noise instead of an unweighted dB scale because it reflects the response of the 
human ear to different frequencies. • The wind turbine manufacturer provides octave band data from 65 Hz to 
8000 Hz.  This is typical of industrial equipment: heavy machinery, transformers, fans, pumps, compressors, etc.  
In general, these devices do not provide sound emissions below 65 Hz (20 Hz is the lower frequency humans 
can hear).• Regarding what turbine setback would be required from a receptor to ensure that the noise level 
(measured on an unweighted scale) would not exceed the noise level (also on an unweighted scale) at the site 
prior to installation of turbines, we provide the following response: The performance limit is defined in dBA for an 
overall value.  The answer to this question requires the performance limit to be defined per each frequency, in 
dB.• There is a cumulative effect, and that is assessed in the noise calculations as part of the legislated noise 
impacts at points of reception have to be obeyed considering all the sources around a receptor.  Points of 
reception are defined as either the center of a dwelling (or school/daycare/place of worship/campsites, i.e.. 
anywhere where people may sleep), 4.5 m above the ground (e.g.. a 2nd story bedroom) or 1.5 m above the 
ground anywhere within 30 m of the center of a dwelling.The current project as proposed by Algonquin will meet 
the requirements of Ontario Regulation 359/09 of the Green Energy Act, which ensures a project must be sited at 
least 550 meters from non-participating receptors provided a cumulative sound level does not exceed 40 dB(A). 
Our health consultants have informed us that adhering to these conditions would not result in undue adverse 
health effects for the residents of Amherst Island.  Scientists and medical experts around the world continue to 
publish research in this area. Through our health consultants, Windlectric is committed to keeping informed on 
the most recent findings.The scientific literature suggests that some people living near wind turbines may become 
annoyed. The Chief Medical Officer of Health in Ontario released a review of the literature regarding the potential 
health impact of wind turbines (2010) where it was reported that 4 to 10% of people may experience annoyance 
at sound levels between 35 dB and 45 dB but that the annoyance was strongly correlated with individual attitudes 
toward wind turbines. Overall, annoyance appears to be more strongly related to visual cues and attitude than to 
noise itself and that the self-reported health effects of people living near wind turbines are, therefore, more likely 
attributed to physical manifestation from an annoyed state than from the wind turbines themselves.With respect 
to your questions on the impact of the project on CO2 emissions wind power is a clean, renewable source of 
energy which produces no greenhouse gas emissions or waste products. Just one modern wind turbine will save 
over 4,000 tonnes of CO2 emissions annually.In terms of efficiency a modern wind turbine produces electricity 
70-85% of the time, but it generates different outputs dependent on wind speed. Over the course of a year, it will 
generate about 30% of the theoretical maximum output. A modern wind turbine will generate enough to meet the 
electricity demands of more than a thousand homes over the course of a year (Source: 
http://www.canwea.ca).Windlectric Inc. received a contract from the Ontario Power Authority to supply renewable 
energy to the Province under the Feed-in-Tariff (FIT) program.  The power purchase rate that the program 
provides is for 13.5 cents/kWh.  Windlectric believes the economics of the Project make it viable. 

December 6, 2011 march 5 2012 42 Provided questions regarding the possible disruption of ferry service 
during construction, pre-construction well water report on all wells on the 
Island, the height of the original turbines in which the 550 m setback was 
based , and whether the setbacks or noise have changed with different 
turbine heights. 

Thanked her for her questions submitted during the first open house. Summarized her questions into 4 main 
categories: 
1. Turbine construction transportation and impacts on ferry service 
2. effects on well and ground water 
3. setbacks 
4. noise 
Stated that these questions are addressed by the attached FAQ list. 
Stated that the setbacks required by O. Reg 359/09 are independent of turbine height, and the project 
components will be sited in compliance with this regulation. Provided project contact information for future 
inquiries. 
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December 6, 2011 February 15 2012 126 Noted that questions were not answered about shading by towers for the 
solar array. Loons fly over the property and resident is concerned about 
their survival. Would like to know the real purpose of the steel blade 
attachments. Island resident will be erecting a solar array on property and 
would like to know if compensation will be paid if towers cast shadows 
and reduce the power to the panels.  

Acknowledged correspondence indicating intent to build. Indicated that questions about noise impact assessment 
methodology, waterfowl and turbine blades are covered by the attached frequently asked questions. Stated that a 
response to question about solar panels would be generated shortly. Provided project contact information for 
future questions. 

December 6, 2011 February 15 2012 127 Identified key issues that need to be addressed as health and property 
values. Would like more information about declining property values. 

Thankedcorrespondents for their questions received during the public open house. Stated that questions 
surrounding health, property values and birds were covered by the attached Frequently Asked Questions. Stated 
commitment to the REA process and provided project contact information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 February 15 2012 58 Identified key issues that need to be addressed as the economic realities 
in the location, infrastructure limitations, destruction of the natural 
environment, and the relative remoteness from major power demands.  
Concerned about the possibility of construction affecting groundwater 
quality by infiltration of existing salt water veins into fresh water veins. 
Would like to know what studies will be done on groundwater on the 
island and the possible impact during construction. 

Thanked her for questions submitted during the public openhouse. Stated that the contract received a 75 MW 
contract from the Ontario Power Authority and the turbines to be used are Siemens 2.3 MW units. Questions 
about hydro costs, turbine specifications, impacts to birds bats endangered species and groundwater are found in 
the attached FAQ. Provided contact information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 December 5, 2011 165 Noted that people will likely want to address future comments to the 
individual(s) they spoke with at the open house. Requests a list of the 
names of the Project Team members who attended the open houses be 
posted on the Project website. 

Maps provided Dec 15, 2011 

December 6, 2011 February 29, 2012 114 Provided questions regarding the possibility of the proposed underwater 
cable to emit electromagnetic waves, will the fish spawning in the Sand 
Bay area NE of the Island be disrupted, and will there be a guarantee that 
wells on the island will not be disrupted. 

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted during the first public openhouse. Summarized concerns into the 
following topics: 
1. Electrical interconnection 
2. natural environment 
3. health and safety 
4. ground/well water 
Stated that responses to these concerns could be found in the attached FAQ list. Provided contact information for 
future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 99 Provided questions regarding work offers for islanders vs. non-islanders, 
remuneration for the Township from Windlectric/Algonquin, benefits to 
non-participating landowners, the height of the turbines in which the 550m 
setback was based, the difference in noise between different sized 
turbines, noise effects to mainland waterfront homeowners, mitigation for 
birds, possible effects to migrating birds, land space required for each 
turbine and project components, benefits in cost reductions of home 
electricity rates, the government’s plans for excess energy, the cost 
effectiveness of turbines and the plan of action if health issues arise. 

Thanked the correspondents for questions submitted during the first public openhouse. Summarized concerns 
into the following topics: 
 
1. Community benefits; 
2. Setbacks; 
3. Noise; 
4. Health; 
5. Project economics/viability of the project; 
6. Natural environment and migratory birds; and, 
7. Project construction and operations.  
 
Stated that responses to these concerns could be found in the attached FAQ list. Provided contact information for 
future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 February 15, 2012 110 Would like to know whether the water supply will be replaced to an 
equivalent level if digging and blasting destroys the water table around 
the turbine base? Who will be responsible for replacing the water 
supply?Would also like to know if the roads damaged during construction 
will be replaced to their original conditions? 

Thanked for questions submitted during the public openhouse. Windlectric assumes responsibility and liability for 
the construction of the project and claims will be handled by them on a case by case basis. Questions regarding 
water and roads are covered by the attached FAQ. Provided contact information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 148 Provided a list of questions regarding the location where the turbine parts 
are manufactured, transportation of turbine components to the Island, the 
actual locations of the turbines, the total area required during construction 

Thanked the correspondents for questions submitted during the first public openhouse. Summarized concerns 
into the following topics: 
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and whether it will be permanently altered, results of environmental 
assessments of current installed turbines, and whether a follow-up 
environmental assessment will be conducted and the monitoring that will 
occur to identify and minimize impacts. 

 
1. Environmental assessment; 
2. Need for additional docking facilities; and, 
3. Turbine construction and operations.  
 
 
Stated that responses to these concerns could be found in the attached FAQ list. Provided contact information for 
future inquiries. With respect to the query on a follow up environmental assessment, an environmental 
assessment is not required subsequent to the construction of the project. Windlectric will conduct operational 
monitoring as stipulated by the regulatory authorities and document the results of this monitoring. In the event 
that mitigation is warranted Windlectric will work with the regulators to determine appropriate actions. 
 
Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

December 6, 2011 March 12 2012 220 Resident opposed to the Project. Concerned that any number of turbines 
will destroy the hawks' and other birds habitat and the serenity of this 
beautiful island. Would like to know why Amherst Island was chosen as a 
site when it was not identified as a top 20 'best' location for an industrial 
wind turbine. Identified concerns regarding the whooshing noise, flicker 
effect, the visual 'eyesore' from turbines, the fragile water table, her house 
and the effect on island bats, birds, and short eared owls. Identified 
specific questions regarding possible damage to the water table, 
guarantee that the turbines will not have a negative effect on her house 
and property, ensuring an abundant supply of good, clean and healthy 
water, and ensuring that her house and property are maintained in 
working order. 

Thanked her for comments provided at the open house. Stated that the project is a 75 MW microfit program. 
Summarized her comments into the following main areas: 
1. natural heritage 
2. project viability 
3. noise 
4. flicker effect 
5. visual impacts 
6. impacts to groundwater and geothermal systems 
Indicated that these topics are addressed by an attached FAQ. Provided contact information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 March 12 2012 212 Resident would like to know if there was a legal right in 2008 to include 
properties from landowners that did not sign options on the proposed 
project map to Loyalist Township, OPA, MOE and MNR. Was the map of 
the entire Island (except Stella and Bird Sanctuary) to enhance the 
chances of winning the Project? 
Would also like responses to questions concerning legal rights to include 
properties on the map from landowners that did not sign options, 
trespassing on properties of non-optioned landowners, destroying 
people's health and property values, and the number of employees living 
closer that 3, 280 feet (one km) from a wind turbine.  

Thanked him for comments submitted during the openhouse. Stated that the property maps used in the 2008 
mapping were publically available and could be purchased by consultants. Stated that field staff will not entered 
unoptioned properties without consent from the landowner. Provided a list of FAQ to address the three main 
concerns raised. Provided contact information for future correspondence 

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 161 Identified key issues that need to be addressed as potential damage to 
health and property values for non-participating home owners. Noted that 
the lodge on Amherst Island can be used as a guest house. Would like to 
know what the substation will look like, and how it will be landscaped.  
Requests pictures of previous substations made by the company. How 
are you addressing the issue of "flicker"? 

Thanked her for comments provided at the open house. Stated that the project is a 75 MW microfit program. 
Summarized her comments into the following main areas: 
 
1. Property values; 
2. Project construction; 
3. Health; and, 
4. Shadow flicker.  
 
Indicated that these topics are addressed by an attached FAQ. Provided contact information for future inquiries.                                                                                            
With respect to the query on the substation the specific design, layout and landscaping has not yet been 
completed but will be provided in the Construction Plan report. However for your information we have provided a 
typical substation layout. 
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Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 61 What plans will be in place to protect livestock and sheep dogs from 
accessing the Project location (i.e. access roads, substation, etc.)? 

Provided the following information: 
2. Protection of livestock – Impacts to groundwater; the company is aware of the sheep farming businesses on 
the island and  
• it is anticipated that within the next year further draft project details for planning work on participating private 
property and public road use which would involve discussions with the Township which will include transportation/ 
traffic management planning plus communication and emergency response plans, will be completed. Project 
construction and operation; 
3. Natural environment; 
4. Shadow/Flicker effect; 
5. Impacts to wireless based communications; 
6. Decommissioning; and, 
7. Turbine lighting.  
 
Please find enclosed a Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on the topics listed above.  
Windlectric has created a list of common questions/concerns (similar to your questions) raised by stakeholders 
and has developed general responses to those inquiries.  These responses will be made available on the Project 
website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated 
throughout the Project. 
 
 
With respect to your question on accessibility and land use following completion of the project; farmers will still be 
able to utilize their properties for all agricultural practices carried out prior to construction with exception of those 
lands on which the turbine is located as well as the service pad and access roads. Information on the dimensions 
of these areas are available in the design and operations report once the details have been finalized.  

December 6, 2011 February 29, 2012 159 Resident would like to know if anyone on the senior Algonquin or Stantec 
staffs live or own property in close proximity to one or more industrial 
wind turbines? How many and how close? Would also like to know if 
Algonquin or Stantec staff have slept several nights in a home in 
proximity to an industrial wind turbine?  Provided questions regarding 
reporting of turbine noise or sleep loss, shadow flicker, shadow distances, 
and gag orders imposed on neighbors who sign for turbines. 

Thanked them for their open house comments. Indicated that the comments had been summarized into 13 main 
topic areas which are covered by the attached list of Frequently asked Questions. Provided contact information 
for further inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 June 19, 2012 181 Requests that the following issues be addressed in writing: provision of 
an independent and objective review of potential health impacts for 
nearby residents, impact on birds, bats and other wildlife, provisions of 
the appropriate reviews and approvals to build wind turbines on Amherst 
Island from the Canadian Wildlife Services/Environment Canada or other 
Federal bodies responsible for migratory birds, protection to the 
community after turbines are no longer needed or must be replaced, 
timeline for maintenance activities, dealing with problems of properties 
not selling and the use of radar activated lights. 

Thanked him for correspondence received during the public open house as well as on January 30, February 2 
and 16, May 8 and May 14. Summarized comments and questions into 9 main areas: 
1. property values 
2. decommissioning 
3. impacts to homes and properties 
4. natural heritage 
5. noise assessment 
6. compensation 
7. health 
8. adequacy of size of land mass for project 
9. turbine lighting 
Provided a copy of the project frequently asked questions which addresses the 9 categories listed. Provided 
project contact information for future comments and questions. 
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December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 51 Provided health and economic questions. Concerned about health effects 
due to severe tinnitus exacerbated by low frequency vibration and noise. 
Would like to know the plan to recompense neighbouring landowners 
adjacent to turbines if homes become unsellable. Also concerned with 
potential effects to the bird environment. 

Thanked them for questions and comments submitted at the first public openhouse. Summarized concerns into 
the following main topic areas: 
 
1. Natural heritage including birds, raptors, owls, species at risk, rare and threatened species; 
2. Monitoring during operations; 
3. Health; 
4. Property values; 
5. Lighting; 
6. Noise; and, 
7. Visual impacts. 
 
Indicated that these topics are converged by the attached Frequently asked Questions list.  Provided project 
contact information for future inquiries.                                                                                          Post-construction 
monitoring for bird, bat, and raptor mortality will occur at the Amherst Island Wind facility in accordance with 
standard protocols established by Ministry of Natural Resources.  More information will be provided about 
monitoring in the draft Design and Operations Report.  The report will form part of the complete REA application 
package that will be available for public review at least 60 days before the final open house for the Project   
 
The current project as proposed by Algonquin will meet the requirements of Ontario Regulation 359/09 of the 
Green Energy Act, which ensures a project must be sited at least 550 meters from non-participating receptors 
provided a cumulative sound level does not exceed 40 dB(A). Our health consultants have informed us that 
adhering to these conditions would not result in undue adverse health effects for the residents of Amherst Island.   

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 184 Identified concerns regarding the ability of residents to sell their homes, 
mortality of migrating birds, noise, and red flashing lights causing light 
pollution. Would like to know the plans for financial support to people 
whose homes are unsellable because of the Project. 

Thanked them for questions and comments submitted at the first public openhouse. Summarized concerns into 
the following main topic areas:1. Natural heritage including birds, raptors, owls, species at risk, rare and 
threatened species;2. Monitoring during operations;3. Health;4. Property values;5. Lighting;6. Noise; and,7. 
Visual impacts.Indicated that these topics are converged by the attached Frequently asked Questions list.  
Provided project contact information for future inquiries.                                                                                          
Post-construction monitoring for bird, bat, and raptor mortality will occur at the Amherst Island Wind facility in 
accordance with standard protocols established by Ministry of Natural Resources.  More information will be 
provided about monitoring in the draft Design and Operations Report.  The report will form part of the complete 
REA application package that will be available for public review at least 60 days before the final open house for 
the Project  The current project as proposed by Algonquin will meet the requirements of Ontario Regulation 
359/09 of the Green Energy Act, which ensures a project must be sited at least 550 meters from non-participating 
receptors provided a cumulative sound level does not exceed 40 dB(A). Our health consultants have informed us 
that adhering to these conditions would not result in undue adverse health effects for the residents of Amherst 
Island.   

December 6, 2011 March 5, 2012 195 Provided questions regarding the total height of a turbine (to the tip of the 
blade), the weight of one turbine, the amount of concrete required for 
each turbine, the dimensions of the concrete pad, excavation methods 
that will be used, the disposal of excavated material, the location and 
removal of the temporary dock and the components of the environmental 
impact assessment. 

Thanked them for questions and comments submitted at the first public openhouse. Summarized concerns into 
the following main topic areas: 
1. turbine specifications 
2. construction requirements and activities 
3. roads 
4. project location 
Indicated that these topics are covered by the attached FAQ list. Stated that socioeconomic impacts would be 
covered by the REA Construction Plan Report and Design and Operations Report. Stated that a table of the 
required authorizations and permits could be found as part of the draft project description report. Provided project 
contact information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 March 5, 2012 197 Identified key impacts that need to be considered as the community 
impact. Noted that the small land mass is insufficient to support such an 
industrial installation. Concerned for island roads being incapable of 
supporting proposed loads, turning areas, etc. 

Thanked them for questions and comments submitted at the first public openhouse. Summarized concerns into 
the following main topic areas: 
1. turbine specifications 
2. construction requirements and activities 
3. roads 
4. project location 
Indicated that these topics are covered by the attached FAQ list. Stated that socioeconomic impacts would be 
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covered by the REA Construction Plan Report and Design and Operations Report. Stated that a table of the 
required authorizations and permits could be found as part of the draft project description report. Provided project 
contact information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 April 5,2013 55 Would like more timely notification of Liaison Committee meetings and 
posting notes on the website. Would like to know about meetings in 
advance of the meetings. Asked how the Liaison Committee is chosen, 
and stated that they do not represent her or the APAI. Interested in 
knowing what financial protection is available if the company goes 
bankrupt. Inquired as to why the most recent health information available 
is dated from 2010. 

Provided the following information: 
• Financial security – the project power purchase agreement with the Ontario Power Authority does not require 
any financial security be posted.    
• Project Liaison Committee - the Liaison Committee includes four local community representatives and a Lead 
Facilitator (owner's management representative).  Members of the Liaison Committee were solicited by direct 
invitation to community stakeholders and were appointed by the project proponent.  Local community 
representatives were selected based on their ability and willingness to bring a variety of perspectives from/to the 
local community.  Note that membership on the Liaison Committee does not constitute support, endorsement, or 
opposition of the Amherst Island Wind Energy Project. 

December 6, 2011 February 29 2012 174 Asked questions regarding emergency services access during 
construction and truck delivery blocking roads. Concerned about effects 
to Owl Woods. Asked about the magnitude of the decommissioning 
security, how it is determined and how do we know it is sufficient if the 
company goes away? 

Thanked her for her questions submitted at the first public open house. Summarized concerns into the following: 
1. traffic 
2. emergency response plan 
3. natural environment including birds and the owl woods 
4. visual effects 
5. property values 
6. landowner lease agreements 
7. setbacks 
8.ploughing for the stage 2 archaeological assessment 
9. Decommissioning;                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                     
10. Turbine construction and operations. Stated that responses to the concerns could be found in the attached 
FAQ list. Provided contact information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 February 24 2012 52 Very concerned regarding property values. Would like a guarantee that 
she will not lose the value. 

Thanked her for questions submitted at the first public open house. Stated that a modern wind turbine will 
generate enough electricity to power more than 1000 homes over the course of a year. Summarized concerns 
into the following areas: 
1. noise 
2. decommissioning 
3. property values 
4. shadow flicker 
5. natural environment 
Indicated that these concerns were covered by the attached list of Frequently asked Questions. Provided contact 
information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 30 Would like to know the exponential effects of a wind turbine on the health 
of an already compromised individual. Would like cumulative effects 
considered. 

Provided an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related 
to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns (similar to your comments) brought forward by 
stakeholders was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses 
available on the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The 
comments/responses will be updated throughout the Project. 
 
Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

December 6, 2011 February 15, 2012 Unkn
own 

Seeking GPS coordinates of the turbines. Thanked correspondent for their interest in the project, stated that the UTM coordinates for the proposed turbine 
sites were available on the project website.  

December 6, 2011 February 17, 2013 134 Concerned about the substation and stray voltage affect on humans and Thanked correspondent for her questions submitted at the Open House as well as questions emailed on 
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animals. December 13th and January 2nd. Summarized her main concerns into the topics of stray voltage, public 
consultation and roads. Indicated that these concerns were addressed in the attached frequently asked 
questions. Stated that the minimum period of advance notice for the final Public Open house is 60 days and that 
this Open House will likely occur in August 2012, stated that the locations of REA application materials will be 
made available when the notification for the final public meeting is given. Provided project contact information for 
future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 February 15, 2012 217 Looking for detailed vegetation maps of the Island to assist with 
developing walking trails/biking paths on the island.  

Thanked correspondent for their questions submitted during the first public openhouse.Noted that detailed 
vegetation mapping would be avaiable in the draft NHA to be provided prior to the final open house. 

December 6, 2011 February 24, 2012 63 After studying the numbers and locations of the proposed turbines, we 
suggest that "Amherst Island" be renamed "Turbine Island". Shame. Also 
submitted a number of questions collectively. 

Thanked correspondent for their questions submitted during the first public openhouse. Questions about 
compensation, property values and health effects are covered by the attached list of Frequently asked 
Questions.Provided project contact information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 February 15 2012 31 After studying the numbers and locations of the proposed turbines, we 
suggest that "Amherst Island" be renamed "Turbine Island". Shame. Also 
submitted a number of questions collectively. 

Thanked correspondent for their questions submitted during the first public openhouse. Questions about water 
issues are covered by the attached list of Frequently asked Questions.Provided project contact information for 
future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 February 24, 2012 17 After studying the numbers and locations of the proposed turbines, we 
suggest that "Amherst Island" be renamed "Turbine Island". Shame. Also 
submitted a number of questions collectively. 

Thanked the correspondent for their questions submitted at the Open House and their email sent on January 31. 
Summarized their items of interests into nine categories and indicated that these items were covered by the 
attached list of frequently asked questions. Provided project contact information for future comments and 
inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 February 17, 2013 201 After studying the numbers and locations of the proposed turbines, we 
suggest that "Amherst Island" be renamed "Turbine Island". Shame. Also 
submitted a number of questions collectively. 

Thanked the correspondent for their questions submitted at the Open House and their email sent on January 31. 
Summarized their items of interests into thirteen categories and indicated that these items were covered by the 
attached list of frequently asked questions. Provided project contact information for future comments and 
inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 April 19, 2013 75 Noted that more importance should be given to wildlife issues (bird kills). 
Communicated information to Stantec regarding winter raptors and 
breeding birds. 

Thanked them for questions submitted during the first public openhouse. Summarized them into the following 
categories: 
 
1. Natural environment and migratory birds. 
 
Indicated that these topics are covered by the attached Frequently asked Questions.  Provided contact 
information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 March 5 2012 199 Identified key issues to be addressed as getting it out to the public - 
Canadian and U.S. 

Thanked them for questions submitted during the first public openhouse. Summarized them into the following 
categories: 
 
1. Property values; 
2. Noise; 
3. Shadow flicker; 
4. Setbacks; 
5. Property values; 
6. Visual effects; and, 
7. Natural environment including birds and Owl woods. 
 
Indicated that these topics are covered by the attached Frequently asked Questions.  Provided contact 
information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 February 15, 2012 169 No comments. Attended open house for information on the placement of 
turbines. 

Thanked Paul for his interest in the project. Provided him with the website location where project maps and 
information could be found. Indicated that he had been added to the project mailing list and that his comment 
would be considered during the REA process 

December 6, 2011 March 5 2012 177 Identified key issues that need to be addressed as the effects of wind 
turbines on the community, socio-economic impacts.  Concerned with the 

Thanked them for questions and comments submitted at the first public openhouse. Summarized concerns into 
the following main topic areas: 
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effects to relationships in the community. 1. turbine specifications 
2. construction requirements and activities 
3. roads 
4. project location 
Indicated that these topics are covered by the attached FAQ list. Stated that socioeconomic impacts would be 
covered by the REA Construction Plan Report and Design and Operations Report. Stated that a table of the 
required authorizations and permits could be found as part of the draft project description report. Provided project 
contact information for future inquiries. 

December 6, 2011 February 12, 2012 165 Concerned about the noise from the nacelle upon start up Discuss at February 2012 Liasion committee meeting 

December 6, 2011 February 12, 2012 210 Concerned about the foundation of a log shanty that was occupied during 
the 1830s. The foundation is within a road allowance and part of the 
foundation is touching the road. This building is east of turbine location 
S02 

Discuss at February 2012 Liasion committee meeting 

December 6, 2011 February 12, 2012 222 "depth from foundation?" Discuss at February 2012 Liasion committee meeting 

December 7, 2011 March 5 2012 128 Identified the key issues that need to be addressed as impact to Owl 
population in Owl woods. Requested more information regarding the 
impact this project will have on the native bird populations 

Thanked them for questions submitted during the first public openhouse. Summarized them into six main 
categories: 
1. natural environment 
2. health effects 
3. property values 
4. noise 
5. shadow flicker 
6. setbacks 
Indicated that these topics are covered by the attached Frequently asked Questions. Requested that the name 
and contact information of the construction company that they stated they knew be passed along to the project 
for consideration. Provided contact information for future inquiries. 

December 7, 2011 April 19, 2013 94 Resident felt the open house was unbalanced an pro-wind.  Identified key 
issues that need to be addressed as residents concerns and fears over 
the impact of the project,  the impact to the local Owl population and 
recreational boating in the bays. 

Thanked the correspondent for questions submitted during the first public openhouse. Summarized them into the 
following categories: 
 
1. Natural environment and Owl woods; and, 
2. Project construction and operations.  
 
Indicated that these topics are covered by the attached Frequently asked Questions.  Provided contact 
information for future inquiries. With respect your concern over anchoring in the lake the location of the 
submarine cable between the island and the mainland will be clearly identified where it leaves and enters the 
water from the shore. 

December 7, 2011 March 12 2012 146 Concerned about the decommissioning of the turbines at the end of their 
life cycle and the impact to human health.  Would like to know who would 
be held accountable for remediation of the environment upon 
decommissioning and long term monitoring of the site. 

Thanked them for comments and questions submitted at the public openhouse. Summarized into 9 main 
concerns and indicated that these were addressed by the attached list of Frequently asked Questions. Provided 
details about the power collection and transmission network. Provided contact information for future inquiries. 

December 7, 2011 February 29 2012 199 Identified key issues that need to be addressed as impact to property 
value, aesthetic impact to the community, and impact of noise and flicker 
effects in the vicinity of schools.  Would like to know who will provide 
financial compensation due to negative impacts. 

Thanked them for their questions submitted at the openhouse. Summarized their concerns into the follow topic 
areas: 
1. property values 
2. noise 
3. shadow flicker 
4. setbacks 
5. property values 
6. visual effects 
7. natural environment 
Indicated that these concerns are addressed by the attached FAQ list. Provided contact information for future 
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inquiries. 

December 7, 2011 March 12 2012 101 Concerned about the decommissioning of the turbines, would like to 
review the decommissioning plan.  Provided a list of questions requesting 
information on who is financially responsible for: negative impacts to 
township infrastructure, social, health and economic impacts, reduction in 
property value, remediation of the site if company goes under. 

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted at the public openhouse, on February 3 and February 8. Stated 
that the preliminary layout and other materials shown at the openhouse can be found on the project website. 
Summarized her concerns into 14 main areas and indicated that these are addressed by an attached list of 
Frequently asked Questions. Stated that tax calculations had been recalculated based on information provided by 
Loyalist township. No damages are anticipated to private property relating to project construction, however a 
complaint response protocol will be developed. Stated that the methodology used for natural heritage 
assessment will be described in the report. Stated if the project is located within 120 meters of a significant 
environmental feature a study will be conducted to identify potential impacts and processes for mitigation. 
Provided contact information for future inquiries. 

December 7, 2011 March 12 2012 101 Identified questions during the open house: 
Do residents have the ability to construct new developments on their 
property? 
What is the crystallization process and when does it take place? 
How do you delineate the boundary of the natural heritage features? 
When would an EIS be required? 
In the Project Description Report you document in Appendix  C-3, Section 
2.6 there may be potential impacts to "other wildlife and wildlife habitat", 
why isn't an EIS required for these natural resources? 

Thanked her for questions submitted at the public openhouse, on February 3 and February 8. Stated that the 
preliminary layout and other materials shown at the openhouse can be found on the project website. Summarized 
her concerns into 14 main areas and indicated that these are addressed by an attached list of Frequently asked 
Questions. Stated that tax calculations had been recalculated based on information provided by Loyalist 
township. No damages are anticipated to private property relating to project construction, however a complaint 
response protocol will be developed. Stated that the methodology used for natural heritage assessment will be 
described in the report. Stated if the project is located within 120 meters of a significant environmental feature a 
study will be conducted to identify potential impacts and processes for mitigation. Provided contact information for 
future inquiries. 

December 7, 2011 March 12 2012 163 Provided a list of questions requesting information on the location of the 
turbines, visual impact of the turbines, the distance at which the noise will 
be audible under all conditions, specifically the decibel level.  Concerned 
about the negative impact to native wildlife populations 

Thanked correspondent for their comments and questions submitted during the open house. Stated that the 
project will operate under a FIT program contract and there is reason to believe that it will be economically viable. 
Summarized their questions and concerns into main topic areas and indicated that these are addressed by an 
attached Frequently asked Questions. Stated that potential impacts to recreation would be addressed by the 
Construction Report and Design and Operations Report. Provided project contact information for future 
communication 

December 7, 2011 March 12 2013 163 Resident opposed to the Project. Felt the open house was biased, pro-
wind. Would like to know how information will be provided to the public in 
the future. Requesting additional information on impact to wildlife and 
habitat. 

Thanked correspondent for their comments and questions submitted during the open house. Stated that the 
project will operate under a FIT program contract and there is reason to believe that it will be economically viable. 
Summarized their questions and concerns into main topic areas and indicated that these are addressed by an 
attached Frequently asked Questions. Stated that potential impacts to recreation would be addressed by the 
Construction Report and Design and Operations Report. Provided project contact information for future 
communication 

December 7, 2011 March 12 2012 168 Concerned that the project will divide the community.  Requested 
additional information on generation efficiencies of the turbines in relation 
to their location, and the validation for siting turbines on the North shore. 

Stated that the project will operate under a FIT program contract and there is reason to believe that it will be 
economically viable. Summarized their questions and concerns into main topic areas and indicated that these are 
addressed by the attached FAQ. Stated that potential impacts to recreation would be addressed by the 
Construction Report and Design and Operations Report. Provided project contact information for future 
communication 

December 7, 2011 February 29 2012 174 Resident opposed to the Project.  Identified key issues that need to be 
addressed as impact to human health, wildlife and property values.  
Specific concerns regarding the Owl population and bird migration. 

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted at the first public open house. Summarized concerns into the 
following: 
1. traffic 
2. emergency response plan 
3. natural environment including birds and the owl woods 
4. visual effects 
5. property values 
6. landowner lease agreements 
7. setbacks 
8.ploughing for the stage 2 archaeological assessment 
Stated that responses to the concerns could be found in the attached FAQ list. Provided contact information for 
future inquiries. 

December 7, 2011 April 19, 2013 66 Provided a list of question requesting information on: democratic public Thanked correspondent for questions submitted at the first public open house. Summarized concerns into the 
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input process into the project, impacts to aesthetic impacts on community, 
the impact of the flashing lights on top of the turbines, comparison of 
lighting impacts between the project and Wolfe Island turbines, impacts of 
noise, impacts to property values.  Are there any additional location under 
consideration for this project. 

following: 
 
1. Property values and compensation; 
2. Noise; 
3. Turbine lights; 
4. Visual impacts; and, 
5. Regulatory/environmental process.  
 
Stated that responses to the concerns could be found in the attached FAQ list. Provided contact information for 
future inquiries.                                                                      With respect to your question on the project within the 
context of democratic process, Windlectric is committed to following the Renewable Energy Approval process as 
mandated by the Ministry of Environment and the Province of Ontario. This process includes extensive public 
consultation and communication.  
Regarding turbine lighting, Windlectric has not yet selected a specific type of lighting for the turbines but will 
endeavor to select the best option that will minimize disturbance to the island population while providing the 
appropriate level of operability, durability and compliance with Transport Canada regulations.  
 
In terms of additional/alternative projects planned for the area Windlectric is only involved in the currently 
contracted Amherst Island project and is not considering other projects in other locations under the current 
contract.  

December 7, 2011 February 15 2012 98 Requesting Land Option Contract Thanked her for questions submitted at the Open House, as well as on December 10th and January 27th. 
Summarized the main topic points that she wished to be addressed and indicated that these were covered by the 
attached FAQ list. Provided contact information for future inquiries. 

December 7, 2011 April 19, 2013 188 Concerned about the health impacts of the project between S01 and S29 Provided an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related 
to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns  brought forward by stakeholders was developed to 
provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website 
and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout 
the Project. Additionally, the Archaeological Assessment Report is available for review on the Project website. 

December 7, 2011 April 19, 2013 188 Would like to know the methodology required for the Stage 2 Arch 
Assessment and what artifacts they are looking for. What licenses are 
required by the archaeologists and do they have them with them in the 
field? What is the procedure if artifacts or remains are found during 
construction? Is it possible to see a template for a landowner lease 
agreement? 

Provided an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related 
to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns  brought forward by stakeholders was developed to 
provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website 
and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout 
the Project. Additionally, the Archaeological Assessment Report is available for review on the Project website. 

December 7, 2011 April 19, 2013 186 Concerned about Light Flicker on their residents, specifically the impact 
from turbines S30, S26, S18, S13 and S07.  Would like reassurance that 
the Shadow Flicker Report will be unbiased.  

Provided an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related 
to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns  brought forward by stakeholders was developed to 
provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website 
and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout 
the Project.  
 
Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

December 7, 2011 April 19, 2013 41 Requesting additional information on the use of radar systems instead of 
indicator lights on the tops of the turbines, and impacts of shadows when 
they are at their longest 

Provided an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related 
to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns  brought forward by stakeholders was developed to 
provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website 
and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout 
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the Project.  
 
Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

December 7, 2011 February 21, 20102 176 Requesting additional information on the financial compensation to be 
provided to non-participating residents, and justification of the Project vs. 
the division of the community. 

Thanked correspondent for questions and information submitted at the Public Open house as well as via email on 
December 10, 15, 17, 18;  January 2, 5, 6, 7, 17, 29; and February 15 and 21. Concerns were grouped into 
sixteen main categories and these were addressed by the attached list of frequently asked questions. In addition, 
Windlectric indicated that it stands by the benefits outlined at the openhouse and indicated that a recalculation of 
municipal property tax payments had been made and clarification is available on the project website. Stated that 
with respect to concerns about social impacts, an assessment of these potential impacts will be made as part of 
the REA process. Stated that no pre construction inspection of homes will occur as it is not anticipated that 
damage will be caused to homes during construction. Provided contact information for future inquiries relating to 
the project. 

December 7, 2011 April 19, 2013 129 Requesting additional information on the impacts to bird migration, 
aesthetic impact to residents along South Shore Rd, impact of lighting on 
residents, justification for wind vs. solar, impact on waterways due to 
increased boat travel 

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted at the first public open house. Summarized concerns into the 
following:1. Natural environment specifically migratory birds;2. Turbine lighting;3. Visual impacts; and,4. Project 
construction and operations and increases in trafficStated that responses to the concerns could be found in the 
attached FAQ list. Provided contact information for future inquiries.                                                               
Regarding turbine lighting, Windlectric has not yet selected a specific type of lighting for the turbines but will 
endeavor to select the best option that will minimize disturbance to the island population while providing the 
appropriate level of operability, durability and comply with Transport Canada regulations. Windlectric is 
committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. The work being 
conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports and 
documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, among 
other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide range of 
natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where necessary, the 
documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the natural and 
social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

December 7, 2011 March 12, 2012 2 Provided a list of questions requesting information on: the maintenance 
costs of the turbines, health impacts of vibrations, longevity of the 
technology i.e. will it become obsolete in 10-20 years, financial 
compensation for decreased property value, justification of the efficiency 
vs. the aesthetic and wildlife impacts, possible placement of turbines in 
Provincial Parks and is this project a "done deal" 

Thanked her for her questions submitted at the openhouse. Stated that the project will be funded by a FIT 
contract and that it is believed it will be financially viable. Provided information regarding the estimated efficiency 
of the turbines. Sited studies indicating that noise and vibrations do not cause a health hazard. Provided contact 
information for future questions. 

December 7, 2011 February 17 2012 192 Identified key issues that need to be addressed as birds, land/property 
values and health concerns. Opposed to the Project and requesting a 
written response to questions regarding steps to identify the 
environmental impact, steps to ensure the bird population and migration 
routes are not affected and if they are the mitigation methods that will be 
used, the government approvals required before the Project is approved, 
a local contact office or phone number, the benefit to local employment, 
the location of the power lines crossing the waterway, and possible 
reimbursement for loss of property values. 

Thanked them for their comments and questions submitted during the first public openhouse. Summarized their 
concerns into nine main topics: 
1. environmental effects 
2. birds 
3. government approvals 
4. project contact information 
5. construction costs 
6. community benefits 
7. location of project components 
8. property values 
9. health concerns 
Indicated that these topics were covered by the attached list of Frequently asked Questions. Stated that the draft 
project description report includes a list of required government approvals, permits and authorizations. Provided 
contact information for future inquiries. 
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December 7, 2011 April 19, 2013 122 Identified concerns regarding owl colony, property values.  Thanked them for their comments and questions submitted during the first public openhouse. Summarized their 
concerns into the following opics: 
1. Natural environment and Owl Woods; 
2. Property values; and, 
3. Visual impacts. 
 
Indicated that these topics were covered by the attached list of Frequently asked Questions. Stated that the draft 
project description report includes a list of required government approvals, permits and authorizations. Provided 
contact information for future inquiries. 

December 7, 2011 February 24 2012 216 Identified key issues that need to be addressed as noise levels, setbacks, 
and the protection of birds. Would like to know where these turbines are 
in operation now and the setbacks in those communities? Would like to 
know about possible compensation to the community. 

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted during the first public openhouse. Stated that two prototypes of 
the turbines to be used are being operated in the Netherlands and Denmark, and are undergoing standard testing 
and monitoring. Stated that the first commercial  models of this turbine will be installed in Sweden in 2013 and 
setbacks for this installation are not yet known. Summarized concerns into: 
1. operations 
2. noise 
3. birds and owls 
4. natural heritage features 
5. community benefits  
Stated that these concerns are covered by the attached Frequently asked Questions. Provided contact 
information for additional inquiries. 

December 7, 2011 February 29, 2012 44 Identified key issues to be addressed as economic benefits for non-
participating landowners. Concerned about birds and bats, flashing red 
lights and property values. Would like the facts about effects to birds and 
bats. Would like to know the amount of money each turbine collects per 
year. 

Thanked him for comments received during the first public open house. Summarized concerns into the following 
six areas: 
1. project economics 
2. natural environment 
3. lighting 
4. property values 
5. visual effects 
6. landowner lease agreement 
Stated that these concerns are addressed in the FAQ attached. Thanked him for information provided regarding 
Upper Canada Office Systems and indicated that this would be taken under consideration in the project. Provided 
contact information for future inquiries. 

December 7, 2011 February 29, 2012 159 Provided questions regarding CANWEA's statement about turbines and 
birds, the Island as an Important Bird Area, bird kills on Wolfe Island, 
effects of noise, flicker, bird kill and stress on roads and trees, restoration 
plans, benefits to non-participating Islanders, and the possibility of 
permanent fire-protection facilities. 

Thanked them for their open house comments. Indicated that the comments had been summarized into 13 main 
topic areas which are covered by the attached list of Frequently asked Questions. Provided contact information 
for further inquiries. 

December 7, 2011 April 19, 2013 37 If we install a ground mount solar panel system on our property, will the 
turbines (specifically T13 and T18) cast a shadow and therefore effect 
where we should place the solar panels? 

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted at the first public open house. Summarized concerns into the 
following: 
• Impacts to solar project – in discussion with the project engineering subject matter experts on this subject it is 
believed that there would be minimal (if any) effects on any future solar project on your property.  
 
Stated that these concerns are addressed in the FAQ attached. Provided contact information for future inquiries. 

December 7, 2011 February 15, 2012 26 Why was I not informed of the location of the substation, as I am the 
closest resident to the proposed location?What noise, electricity and 
subsonic vibration impacts/effects will be heard/felt by residents near the 
substation?What is the emergency response plan for the Island during 
construction and operation?Have you considered the potential effect to 
the helicopter pad and the ability for Islanders to use it? 

• The UTM coordinates for the turbines have been provided in the Draft Site Plan report which is posted on the 
project website: www.amherstislandwindproject.com.• The maps which were available for viewing at the Public 
Open Houses and all the information presented at the Public Open House, have been made available on the 
Project website.• With regards to your question about the location of the substation, the proposed location is 
preferred because of the central location for this project component.  The substation is located in accordance with 
O. Reg. 359/09.  As Section 35(2) of O. Reg. 359/09 stipulates,  if a noise assessment is completed following the 
MOEs Noise Guidelines for Wind Farms (October 2008) then the setbacks described in Section 35(1) of O. Reg. 
359/09 do not apply.  The Noise Guideline for Wind Farms (October 2008) requires that noise does not exceed 
40 dBA at the location of non-participating receptors.  • The wind industry does not anticipate any potential effects 
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from vibration or stray electricity from substations during operation.  • For your remaining questions about noise, 
emergency response, the island’s helicopter pad, the land owner lease agreements, community benefits and 
roads, please find enclosed a Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on these topics.  
Windlectric has created a list of common questions/concerns (similar to your questions) raised by stakeholders 
and has developed general responses to those inquiries.  These responses will be made available on the Project 
website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated 
throughout the Project. 

December 7, 2011 February 15, 2012 90 Sent an article supporting his opinion that industrial wind turbines have a 
negative impact on property values and requested response. 

Stated that the turbines are designed to handle extreme winds and that there is no foreseeable damage from 
extreme weather events. Stated that all other questions are covered by the attached Frequently asked Questions 

December 7, 2011 February 15, 2012 90 Sent Sean an article from the CBC "Ontario wind power bringing down 
property values" and stated "I need your input on these allegations" 

Stated that the turbines are designed to handle extreme winds and that there is no foreseeable damage from 
extreme weather events. Stated that all other questions are covered by the attached Frequently asked Questions 

December 7, 2011 December 8, 2011 33 Cannot find the project layout map that was shown at the public meeting 
on the project website. Requested that the correct URL or a PDF be 
provided to her. 

Apologized for not having the project layout map posted to the website yet. Provided her with a pdf attachment of 
the map. 

December 7, 2011 April 19, 2013 55 Denise would like a project map similar to those developed for the NHA 
and water body assessment that shows the proposed turbine locations. 
Denise is concerned that the current format does not adequately identify 
where proposed turbine locations will be. 

Provided comprehensive responses to all queries in April 19, 2013 letter.  Draft Environmental Impact Study 
(EIS):  
• The project EIS is available on the project web site and has been provided to the Kingston Field Naturalists 
(KFN).  In a separate matter the Species at Risk (SAR) report is a separate topic from the Natural Heritage 
Assessment (Environmental Impact Study) and is provided only to the Ministry of Natural Resources and is not a 
public document.  Nevertheless, our consultants have been speaking with KFN representative(s) and there has 
been a discussion about the SAR with them. We will be to continue to consult with the KFN in the future.   
       

December 8, 2011 February 24, 2012 9 Andrea would like to know where the information from public meetings 
that was to be posted to the project website can be found. She would like 
to know when the information, including project maps, would be posted to 
the website. 

Thanked correspondent for comments submitted at the first public open house and on December 8, January 30th 
and February 12th. Stated that maps and all information from the public open house are available on the project 
website. Stated that the project received a 75 MW contract from the OPA and that proposed turbines are 
Siemens 2.3 MW units. Thanked for the recommendation to post notice at the two ferry docks and this will be 
taken into consideration for the second open house. Stated that transport Canada will provide input into 
considerations for lighting of turbines. Summarized concerns into 8 main topics and indicated that these were 
covered by the attached list of FAQ. Provided project contact information for future inquiries. 

December 8, 2011   33 Thanked Stantec for their consideration and for providing the project 
layout map. 

No response necessary. Information only. 

December 9, 2011 February 15, 2012 90 Forwarded an email  with a picture showing a turbine that was reportedly 
toppled due to high winds. Hugh stated that high winds occur on Amherst 
Island as well. 

Stated that the turbines are designed to handle extreme winds and that there is no foreseeable damage from 
extreme weather events. Stated that all other questions are covered by the attached Frequently asked Questions 

December 9, 2011 February 15, 2012 90 James forwarded an email indicating that he had signed a petition with 
the Nature Conservancy to promote regulations that support renewable 
energy while avoiding harm to wildlife. 

Stated that the turbines are designed to handle extreme winds and that there is no foreseeable damage from 
extreme weather events. Stated that all other questions are covered by the attached Frequently asked Questions 

December 10, 
2011 

February 21, 2012 176 Forwarded an email indicating that he had signed a petition with the 
Nature Conservancy to promote regulations that support renewable 
energy while avoiding harm to wildlife. 

Thanked correspondent for questions and information submitted at the Public Open house as well as via email on 
December 10, 15, 17, 18;  January 2, 5, 6, 7, 17, 29; and February 15 and 21. His concerns were grouped into 
sixteen main categories and these were addressed by the attached list of frequently asked questions. In addition, 
Windlectric indicated that it stands by the benefits outlined at the open house and indicated that a recalculation of 
municipal property tax payments had been made and clarification is available on the project website. Stated that 
with respect to concerns about social impacts, an assessment of these potential impacts will be made as part of 
the REA process. Stated that no pre construction inspection of homes will occur as it is not anticipated that 
damage will be caused to homes during construction. Provided contact information for future inquiries relating to 
the project. 



AMHERST ISLAND WIND ENERGY PROJECT 
CONSULTATION REPORT 
Appendix E7 - Public Comment/Response Summary 
April 2013 

31 of 92 

Date of 
Correspondence 

Date of Response From Contents of Correspondence Response 

December 10, 
2011 

February 17, 2012 98 Forwarded an email indicating  signing a petition with the Nature 
Conservancy to promote regulations that support renewable energy while 
avoiding harm to wildlife. 

Summarized the main topic points that she wished to be addressed and indicated that these were covered by the 
attached FAQ list. Provided contact information for future inquiries. 

December 10, 
2011 

  95 James forwarded an email from Mr. Harrison which included an article 
about wind energy from Rex Murphy in The National Post. James stated 
that he would continue to send all types of information like this that he 
could find available for the next two years unless S13 and S18 were 
removed from the proposed project plan. 

No response required. Information only. 

December 11, 
2011 

April 18, 2012 23 Forgot to provide contact information with comment form submitted during 
open house. Followed up with contact information as well as the 
questions asked. 1. Are additional turbines planned to be added to the 
project at a later time?2. Would like details about the archaeological 
studies, how they were conducted and the qualifications of the team that 
performed them3. What step of the process is the project currently at?4. 
What is the purpose of the non disclosure cause of the contracts signed 
with landowners? 

Stated that materials from the open house were available on the project website and information about the REA 
process could be found on slide 12 of 26. Summarized her questions into five main points: 1. archaeological 
assessment2. Shadow flicker3. extreme weather events including lightening4. project schedule 5. land owner 
lease agreementStated that these topics are addressed in the attached frequently asked questions document. 
Provide contact information for the project. 

December 11, 
2011 

April 19, 2013 13 Asked what "decommissioning" means with respect to the project Provided comprehensive responses to all queries in April 19, 2013 letter. Provided a Frequently Asked Questions 
document containing information on topics of interest related to wind power.  This list of common 
questions/concerns (similar to your previous comments) brought forward by stakeholders was developed to 
provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website 
and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout 
the Project. 

December 11, 
2011 

  95 Provided an article discussing accidents experienced by the wind industry 
in the United Kingdom over a five year period. Would like to know why 
these types of statistics were not disclosed or discussed at the open 
houses conducted in December. 

No response required. Information only. 

December 12, 
2011 

February 15, 2012 90 Identified key issues that need to be addressed as profitability from 
intermittent energy and the only people making money are the land 
owners and the construction company. Would like to know the 
decommissioning date for the turbines. Will there be a bond posted to pay 
for the decommissioning? How much will it cost to decommission and is 
there a face value for the bond? Questions if the company will buy 
properties that have suffering owners. What study is being used to prove 
property values do not decline when in close proximity to IWTs (i.e. within 
550m)? 

The correspondent was provided with the following: Project components will be designed to withstand the effects 
from extreme weather events including high winds.  Considering the design features of the turbine which act to 
reduce or eliminate the potential for damage from extreme events, no adverse net effects from extreme weather 
events are anticipated during operation of the Project. 
 
With regards to your request for information about project schedule, decommissioning and property values 
please find enclosed a Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on these topics.  
Windlectric has created a list of common questions/concerns (similar to your questions) raised by stakeholders 
and has developed general responses to those inquiries.  These responses will be made available on the Project 
website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated 
throughout the Project. 

December 12, 
2011 

February 29, 2012 103 Identified key issues that need to be addressed as where to locate this 
project so that it does not destroy the environment, as was done for 
Kingston/Wolfe Island. Would like to know where the project can be 
relocated so that it will not destroy the wonderful environment of Amherst 
Island as well as the Mainland opposite it. Will you provide guaranteed 
property valuation agreements for us an compensation in the event that 
values go down? 

Thanked her for questions received at the first public open house as well as the questionnaire received on 
December 12 2012. Stated that the modern turbines produce electricity 70-80% of the time but that on average 
over the course of a year they generate 30% of their maximum theoretical output. Summarized her concerns into 
11 main topic areas and stated that these are covered by the attached list of frequently asked questions. 
Provided project contact information for future inquiries. 

December 12, 
2011 

February 29, 2012 117 Identified key issues that need to be addressed as: does the project 
justify destroying our local environment; do you really believe there will be 
no impact on property value; and what gives you the right to introduce 
major viewing pollution to our environment? Requests that the full 
economics of this project be presented to her. Concerned about loss of 

Thanked her for questions received at the first public open house as well as the questionnaire received on 
December 12 2012. Stated that the modern turbines produce electricity 70-80% of the time but that on average 
over the course of a year they generate 30% of their maximum theoretical output. Summarized her concerns into 
11 main topic areas and stated that these are covered by the attached list of frequently asked questions. 
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property value, and negative effects to the environment, view, birds, 
people, noise, etc. 

Provided project contact information for future inquiries. 

December 12, 
2011 

February 15 2012 201 Identified key issues to be addressed as the cost. Noted information 
about the local environment, including that there are 26 species of birds 
that are at risk and that the water table will be affected by the blasting. 
Would like to know if when property values go down, will our taxes go 
down as well? Will we be reimbursed for our loss of property value? What 
can be done if residents are affected by the noise and flicker? If residents 
become seriously ill, where do they go? What happens when the turbines 
break down with only a temporary dock? Who is responsible when 
accidents happen? 

Thanked the Friesens for their questions submitted at the Open House and their email sent on January 31. 
Summarized their items of interests into thirteen categories and indicated that these items were covered by the 
attached list of frequently asked questions. Provided project contact information for future comments and 
inquiries. 

December 12, 
2011 

February 24 2012 86 Requests that a formal sit-down meeting be held so that the residents can 
ask intelligent, probing questions and hear the responses. Identified key 
issues that need to be addressed as setbacks of the turbines, and the 
form of the information session. Would like the consultation to be able to 
result in the relocation of turbines.  Not satisfied with the responses 
provided during the Open House. 

Thanked for questions submitted at the public open house and on January 30th via email. Summarized their 
concerns into 11 main topic areas and indicated that these are addressed by the attached list of frequently asked 
questions. Stated that the noise model is based on ISO 9613-2 which is a procedure approved by the Ontario 
Ministry of Environment. Provided contact information for future inquiries.  

December 12, 
2011 

March 12 2012 198 Identified key issues to be addressed as needing more open "discussion" 
with those involved and present at the meeting re impact on the 
community (both pro and con), and that the Project Team should not be 
quoting statistics if the resources are not available to present to the 
public. Noted that it is a very small but sensitive eco-system and that 
many species of birds and their natural habitats will be impacted. Would 
like to know about the economic cost of building the project, leasing land 
costs and the return on electricity provided. How many years will it take to 
see a profit and will hydro bills decrease? Stated that the short-term 
construction jobs created are not the best solution for a community. 

Thanked her for questions received from the first open house. Stated that layout material and all information 
posted at the public openhouse are available on the project website. Indicated that the project is intended to be a 
75 MW capacity and be part of the FIT program. Summarized major concerns into: 
1. natural heritage 
2. hydro costs 
3. community benefits 
Indicated that these concerns are addressed by the attached FAQ. Provided contact information for future 
communication 

December 12, 
2011 

February 21, 2012 35 Requests that all the information at the Open House be put online. 
Identified that the undermining of community health needs to be 
addressed and that the approval process needs to abide by federal 
migratory bird regulation. Notes that qualified biologists need to be 
consulted to protect the birds. Would like to know if there is a guarantee 
that the turbines project will not adversely affect water volume/quality in 
any existing island wells. Who is liable if there is damage to property from 
the turbines? Would like to know if you can guarantee that the Project will 
not adversely affect the bird and bat populations. Concerned about the 
owls in Owl Woods and what will be done to protect and preserve this 
environment.  

Thanked for providing comments at public openhouse #1 as well as via letter on December 19, 2011. Stated that 
all open house material was posted to the project website. The proposed project is a 75 MW contract from the 
OPA and turbines will be 2.3 MW Siemens model. Responses to questions about hydro costs, turbine specs and 
impacts to birds bats and groundwater can be found in the attached FAQ. Stated that communication between 
construction personnel and livestock owners would ensure a minimum level of impact to livestock during 
construction. Temporary fencing and gates may be necessary around work sites. Stated that following 
construction all land will be restored to preconstruction conditions. Provided contact information for future 
inquiries. 

December 12, 
2011 

February 24, 2012 21 Would like to know why there is no concern about increased bird and bat 
kills. Noted that there was no real info about bad health effects. Identified 
key issues that need to be addressed as health, water supply, destruction 
of beauty and bird migration routes. 

Thanked her for her questions submitted at the open house as well as on December 12, 2011. Stated that her 
correspondence raise the following main points and concerns:1. turbine specifications2. construction and 
operations3. roads4. employment opportunities5. health effects6. water7. natural environment8. life of the 
projectStated that these concerns are addressed by the attached FAQ document. Provided contact information 
for future inquiries. 

December 14, 
2011 

April 19, 2013 77 Identified key issues that need to be addressed as noise and health 
impacts, property values and impact to migratory birds. Would like 
additional information on cost of total project, individual turbine, average 
rent paid to land owner, impact to property value on Wolfe Island, length 
of contract with Ontario Hydro, price paid by Ontario Hydro per kWh 

Thanked the correspondent for the questions submitted at the open house. Stated that her correspondence raise 
the following main points and concerns: 
 
1. Natural environment and migratory birds; 
2. Project cost and economics; 
3. Landowner lease agreements; 
4. Property values; and, 
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5. Health. 
 
Stated that these concerns are addressed by the attached FAQ document. Provided contact information for 
future inquiries. 

December 15, 
2011 

February 21, 2012 35 Identified key issues that need to be addressed as impact to bird 
population, and all reg and leg requirements are met.  Concerned about 
the tension this project has created within the community.  Doesn't feel 
the REA process is transparent, would like to know who makes the 
decisions regarding the approval of this project.  Would also like to know 
the efficiency levels of the turbines, if there will be an impact to their hydro 
bills, what is the actual capacity of the turbines. 

Thanked for providing comments at public openhouse #1 as well as via letter on December 19, 2011. Stated that 
all open house material was posted to the project website. The proposed project is a 75 MW contract from the 
OPA and turbines will be 2.3 MW Siemens model. Responses to questions about hydro costs, turbine specs and 
impacts to birds bats and groundwater can be found in the attached FAQ. Stated that communication between 
construction personnel and livestock owners would ensure a minimum level of impact to livestock during 
construction. Temporary fencing and gates may be necessary around work sites. Stated that following 
construction all land will be restored to preconstruction conditions. Provided contact information for future 
inquiries. 

December 16, 
2011 

March 5 2012 12 Identified key issue that needs to be addressed as the impact to the bird 
populations, especially owls.  Would like a guarantee that there will be no 
impacts to health, property values, or bird and wildlife populations.  
Concerned about the negative effect the project has had on the 
community.   

Thanked them for questions submitted during the first public openhouse. Summarized them into six main 
categories: 
1. natural environment 
2. health effects 
3. property values 
4. noise 
5. shadow flicker 
6. setbacks 
Indicated that these topics are covered by the attached Frequently asked Questions. Requested that the name 
and contact information of the construction company that they stated they knew be passed along to the project 
for consideration. Provided contact information for future inquiries. 

December 16, 
2011 

April 19, 2013 147 Not in support of the project.  Identified key issues that need to be 
addressed as impact to Owl population, property values, aesthetics, 
placement of turbines in relations to homes and schools.  Concerned 
about impacts from vibrations, noise and flicker, impact to property 
values, and aesthetics of the turbines 

Thanked the correspondent or questions submitted during the first public openhouse. Summarized them into the 
following categories: 
 
1. Property values; 
2. Noise; 
3. Shadow flicker; 
4. Setbacks; 
5. Property values; 
6. Visual effects; and, 
7. Natural environment including birds and Owl woods. 
 
Indicated that these topics are covered by the attached Frequently asked Questions.  Provided contact 
information for future inquiries. 

December 16, 
2011 

February 29 2012 174 Not in support of the project.  Identified key issues that need to be 
addressed as impact to Owl population, bird migration paths and property 
values. Feels the island is too small for turbines.  Would like to know if 
Client will purchase their property at current market value as concerned 
about the impact to property value.  

Thanked her for her questions submitted at the first public open house. Summarized concerns into the following: 
1. traffic 
2. emergency response plan 
3. natural environment including birds and the owl woods 
4. visual effects 
5. property values 
6. landowner lease agreements 
7. setbacks 
8.ploughing for the stage 2 archaeological assessment 
Stated that responses to the concerns could be found in the attached FAQ list. Provided contact information for 
future inquiries. 

December 16, 
2011 

February 29, 2012 114 Identified issues that need to be addressed as impacts to health and the 
environment.  Concerned about the impacts to bird populations and 
migratory paths.  Concerned about the proximity of turbines S30, S26, 
S18 & S13 to the Owl Woods.   

Thanked them for questions submitted during the first public openhouse. Summarized concerns into the following 
topics: 
1. Electrical interconnection 
2. natural environment 
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3. health and safety 
4. ground/well water 
Stated that responses to these concerns could be found in the attached FAQ list. Provided contact information for 
future inquiries. 

December 19, 
2011 

March 12, 2012 183 Would like regular communication and updates on the project Thanked them for comments submitted during the openhouse and provided a list of Frequently asked Questions 
and project contact information 

December 19, 
2011 

March 12 2012 153 Not in support of the project.  Concerned about the aesthetic impact of 
the turbines on the community and the proximity of the turbines to the 
community and residents.  Upset about the impact of the project to the 
community dynamic. 

Thanked her for questions and comments submitted during the public openhouse. Summarized main themes of 
correspondence into natural heritage and setbacks. Indicated that these themes are addressed by attached 
frequently asked questions. Provided contact information for future correspondence. 

December 23, 
2011 

April 19, 2013 16 Resident of Amherst Island noted that the public meeting did not meet his 
information needs, as it had no info on effects on flora or fauna nor on 
shadow effect. Identified that the key issues that need to be addressed 
are setbacks and spacing. Noted that Amherst Island is an Important Bird 
Area, and there are only four in Ontario. Requests that a sun and moon 
study be conducted with specific parameters that he outlined. Asked 
questions about the power consumption of one turbine as well as the 
power requirements for the complete Project installation on Amherst 
Island. He would also like to know about how the turbines will be serviced 
once cranes and the barge are gone and which four turbines are planned 
to be deleted from the Project. 

Thanked the correspondent for the questions submitted during the first public openhouse. Summarized concerns 
into the following topics: 
 
1. Natural environment, migratory birds, IBA; 
2. Construction and operations; 
3. Power consumption 
4. Setbacks; and, 
5. Shadow flicker.  
 
Stated that responses to these concerns could be found in the attached FAQ list. Provided contact information for 
future inquiries. With respect to your query on turbine power consumption, typical power consumption of a turbine 
while it is not yawing is 0.8kW. During the brief period that it is yawing, the power consumption increases to 
20kW.   

January 3, 2012 April 19, 2013 175 She noted that not all questions were answered satisfactorily. Identified 
the key issues to be addressed as distance from residents, health 
concerns/issues, efficiency, and cost effectiveness. Provided information 
about the Important Bird Area on the Island and the ability to find 8 
different species of owl in one day. Identified questions on reducing bird 
and bat mortality, reducing noise from turbines, involvement with the 
turbines in 5, 10 and 15 years, the projected profit from turbines in 
Ontario, and whether any of the Project Team live near a turbine. 

Please find enclosed an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of 
interest related to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns (similar to your comments) brought 
forward by stakeholders was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also 
responses available on the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The 
comments/responses will be updated throughout the Project 

January 3, 2012 April 19, 2013 150 Concerned about the visual obstruction of the turbines and the impact on 
sight-seeing and wildlife photography on the Island. Concerned that the 
Project will jeopardize his enjoyment of the area. 

All of the material that was on display at the public open houses, including maps, display boards and literature, is 
available on the project website: www.amherstislandwindproject.com  

January 3, 2012 April 19, 2013 82 He is not pleased about hearing the plans late in the process. Identified 
key issues to be addressed as birds and bats, etc., aesthetics, noise, 
economic impacts, government subsidies, social implications, agricultural 
and other concerns. Provided information on the local environment: major 
migration flyway, habitat for endangered species, groundwater concerns, 
property values in real terms. Concerned about property values and wind 
turbines putting habitat in jeopardy. 

Please find enclosed an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of 
interest related to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns (similar to your comments) brought 
forward by stakeholders was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also 
responses available on the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The 
comments/responses will be updated throughout the Project.  

February 2, 2012 April 19, 2013 32 Noted that she does not want to look out of her window and see turbines, 
not does she want to hear them and feel them.  Concerned that all the 
experts that have been quoted have been hired/approached by 
Windlectric, as they have hired them, their findings will reflect what the 
company wants them to say/find. Key issues that need to be addressed 
were identified as setbacks (schools, shorelines at least 1000 m), and 
health (ADHD, autism & epilepsy) conditions intensifying. Provided 
information about the local environment, including shore wells, wells, 

Please find enclosed an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of 
interest related to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns (similar to your comments) brought 
forward by stakeholders was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also 
responses available on the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The 
comments/responses will be updated throughout the Project.  
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septic systems, Parrots Bay, heated cables from wells to property. Had 
questions regarding where temporary docks would be located, traffic 
studies, property values, compensation, vibrations and noise from the 
turbines, expert reports from the township, and safety during construction 
for people on the Island. 

February 2, 2012 April 19, 2013 78 He stated that he was unable to attend the meeting as he was at work. 
He heard that the public open house was sales people selling a product 
with no drawbacks discussed. Key issues to be addressed were noted as 
the placement of turbines in view of residences. Concerned about noise 
and vibration from turbines. Also concerned regarding disruption of traffic 
and how property values will be affected. 

Please find enclosed an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of 
interest related to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns (similar to your comments) brought 
forward by stakeholders was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also 
responses available on the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The 
comments/responses will be updated throughout the Project.  

     

     

December 13, 
2011 

February 15, 2012 26 Requested GPS coordinates of all proposed turbine locations, as well as 
copies of all photos including those available at the centre table during 
the open house. Indicated that he would prefer digital copies of this 
information. 

Stated that UTM coordinates for turbine sites could be found on the project website, as well as maps for public 
viewing and all information from the open houses. Stated that the substation is located in accordance with O.Reg 
359/09. There is no anticipated stray voltage or vibration issues associated with the transformer substation. 
Stated that the remainder of his questions are covered by the attached FAQ 

December 13, 
2011 

February 17, 2012 134 Would like to know how far in advance of Public Meeting #2 notification 
must be given. Would also like clarification about how far in advance of 
Public Meeting #2 revised documents must be available and how 
stakeholders will be notified of the availability of this material. Would like 
confirmation that the earliest the second stakeholder meeting could be 
held is May 2012, Would like to know how many kilometers of roads 
would be built on the island as a result of the project, according to the 
current plan. 

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted at the Open House as well as questions emailed on December 
13th and January 2nd. Summarized her main concerns into the topics of stray voltage, public consultation and 
roads. Indicated that these concerns were addressed in the attached frequently asked questions. Stated that the 
minimum period of advance notice for the final Public Open house is 60 days and that this Open House will likely 
occur in August 2012, stated that the locations of REA application materials will be made available when the 
notification for the final public meeting is given. Provided project contact information for future inquiries. 

December 13, 
2011 

April 19, 2013 95 James requested records of the noise tests for the type of IWT that are 
planned for Amherst Island. 

Provided the correspondent with  an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on 
topics of interest related to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns (similar to your comments) 
brought forward by stakeholders was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document 
is also responses available on the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  
The comments/responses will be updated throughout the Project. You can also find the complete Noise 
Assessment Report on the Project website within the Draft Design and Operations Report. 

December 15, 
2011 

December 16 2011 70 Stantec contacted the correspondent to request permission to conduct a 
winter raptor survey on her property on December 20th or 21st. Stantec 
apologized for the short notice and stated that they understood that the 
correspondent preferred to have a KFN representative in attendance.  

Replied to Stantec and stated that the apology for short notice was inadequate. She also stated that the presence 
of a KFN representative was not a preference it is a requirement. Requested that AP representatives ask for 
permission each time they would like to enter her property. Stated that she must consult with KFN before allowing 
project representatives on her property, and stated that until her consent is given if a project representative is 
found on the property she will press criminal charges. Stated that she is disgusted with plans to site turbines 
close to Owl Woods. 

December 15, 
2011 

February 21, 2012 176 Emailed  to discuss property values in relation to the information 
presented on storyboards at the December Open Houses. Stated that the 
information presented asserted that there would be no impact on value of 
properties within the view shed of the project or between properties a 
variety of distances from turbine locations. Contrasted this information 
with information presented by the CBC on October 1, 2011. This 
information stated that real estate associations have found a reduction in 
the number of interested buyers for properties in the view shed of turbines 
and that this has reduced the price of these homes. It also discussed 
families who were forced to abandon their homes because there were no 
interested buyers. Also referred to documents showing property value 

Thanked correspondent for his questions and information submitted at the Public Open house as well as via 
email on December 10, 15, 17, 18;  January 2, 5, 6, 7, 17, 29; and February 15 and 21. His concerns were 
grouped into sixteen main categories and these were addressed by the attached list of frequently asked 
questions. In addition, Windlectric indicated that it stands by the benefits outlined at the open house and 
indicated that a recalculation of municipal property tax payments had been made and clarification is available on 
the project website. Stated that with respect to concerns about social impacts, an assessment of these potential 
impacts will be made as part of the REA process. Stated that no pre construction inspection of homes will occur 
as it is not anticipated that damage will be caused to homes during construction. Provided contact information for 
future inquiries relating to the project. 
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loss of properties near wind projects which were purchased and resold by 
hydro companies. Peter discussed the statement by MP Scott Reid that 
the property values of homes situated near wind developments will 
decrease. Requested that the Company sign agreements with 
landowners guaranteeing the value of their homes. 

December 17, 
2011 

February 21, 2012 176 Emailed to seek clarification regarding a story board from the open house 
entitled "benefits of the project". Does not believe that energy created by 
the project is insignificant in contributing to the forecasted energy 
demands of the province both due to the  size of the project and the level 
of efficiency  of wind turbines. Feels that the project does not support 
being good neighbours because he feels there is too much secrecy 
imposed on participating landowners. Feels that the project does not 
present an opportunity for local employment and states that the Wolfe 
island project employs three people. Sates that the majority of taxes 
collected from the project will go to the county and the value is lower than 
what has been estimated. Would like to know what roadway 
improvements are being proposed and if these are to be considered 
benefits. Concluded by stating that he feels the benefits attributed to the 
project are trivial, insubstantial, misleading and wrong. Would like to know 
when AP will be issuing a revised statement about the benefits to the 
public. 

Thanked correspondent for his questions and information submitted at the Public Open house as well as via 
email on December 10, 15, 17, 18;  January 2, 5, 6, 7, 17, 29; and February 15 and 21. His concerns were 
grouped into sixteen main categories and these were addressed by the attached list of frequently asked 
questions. In addition, Windlectric indicated that it stands by the benefits outlined at the open house and 
indicated that a recalculation of municipal property tax payments had been made and clarification is available on 
the project website. Stated that with respect to concerns about social impacts, an assessment of these potential 
impacts will be made as part of the REA process. Stated that no pre construction inspection of homes will occur 
as it is not anticipated that damage will be caused to homes during construction. Provided contact information for 
future inquiries relating to the project. 

December 17, 
2011 

  95 James forwarded a video about a landowner who participated in an 
industrial wind project and became opposed to the project after it was in 
operation, the title of the video is "The truth about wind turbines noise and 
flicker" 

No response required. Information only. 

December 18, 
2011 

February 21, 2012 176 Wrote to question the information provided in an Open House storyboard 
entitled "Site Selection". He quoted statements by CANWEA President 
Sean Whittaker that turbines cannot be sited near endangered species or 
migratory bird areas. Questions why the project has selected Amherst, as 
he says it is home to many endangered species and is a migratory bird 
area. Questions the statement by Algonquin Power that the island has a 
good wind regime, citing information from the Ontario Wind Map. 
Questions the statement that there is landowner interest, stating that most 
island residents do not want the wind farm on the island. He feels the 
island does not offer a compatible land use for turbines, and that the road 
infrastructure will not support the project. 

Thanked correspondent for questions and information submitted at the Public Open house as well as via email on 
December 10, 15, 17, 18;  January 2, 5, 6, 7, 17, 29; and February 15 and 21. His concerns were grouped into 
sixteen main categories and these were addressed by the attached list of frequently asked questions. Provided 
contact information for future inquiries relating to the project. 

December 18, 
2011 

  95 James forwarded an article titled "The Bruce McPherson infrasound and 
low frequency noise study" which study the noise and health effects from 
a Vestas V82 turbine. 

No response required. Information only. 

December 18, 
2011 

April 19, 2013 209 Would like for someone at Algonquin Power to provide measurements of 
the distance to each of the six turbines located near their house. 

Provided an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related 
to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns brought forward by stakeholders was developed to 
provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website 
and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout 
the Project. Scaled maps showing the location of turbines relative to surrounding features can be found in the 
Project Description Report.. 

December 19, 
2011 

February 15, 2012 26 Requested that GPS coordinates of all turbines and areas of special 
interest as well as JPEG images of the images in open house photo 
books for specific proposed turbine sites be sent to him as per his 
previous request.  Indicated that plans show a transformer substation to 
be placed within 300 meters of his house, and has concluded that this will 

Stated that UTM coordinates for turbine sites could be found on the project website, as well as maps for public 
viewing and all information from the open houses. Stated that the substation is located in accordance with O.Reg 
359/09. There is no anticipated stray voltage or vibration issues associated with the transformer substation. 
Stated that the remainder of his questions are covered by the attached FAQ 
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be sited based on noise restrictions rather than distance restrictions. 
States that the noise testing methods used by the project are flawed and 
would like to know if the project will relocate the substation to a greater 
distance if it is built and exceeds acceptable noise levels. Stated that he 
would be commissioning an independent noise assessment once the 
substation has been built. 

December 19, 
2011 

February 21, 2012 36 Sheep farmers with a flock of 1500 currently, projected to grow to 3500 
within a year. Concerned about the grazing of their animals on 
approximately 500 acres of land with which the landowners have signed 
turbine lease agreements. Concerned about disruption during the 
construction phase, and the need for them to construct additional fences. 
Concerned about the need for biosecurity protocols to prevent diseases 
from entering their flock from off island sources. Requested a protocol to 
prevent weeds and seeds from being transferred between construction 
properties, as some plant species on the island are poisonous to sheep. 
Concerned with the potential that the project could negatively effect the 
size of their flock, which is their only source of income. 

Thanked correspondent for providing comments at public open house #1 as well as via letter on December 19, 
2011. Stated that all open house material was posted to the project website. The proposed project is a 75 MW 
contract from the OPA and turbines will be 2.3 MW Siemens model. Responses to questions about hydro costs, 
turbine specs and impacts to birds bats and groundwater can be found in the attached FAQ. Stated that 
communication between construction personnel and livestock owners would ensure a minimum level of impact to 
livestock during construction. Temporary fencing and gates may be necessary around work sites. Stated that 
following construction all land will be restored to preconstruction conditions. Provided contact information for 
future inquiries. 

December 19, 
2011 

April 19, 2013 39 Sent a number of follow up questions relating to her attendance of the 
December 7th Open house. The letter was sent due to her concern for 
the people, wildlife and birds in the project area and a general concern for 
the future of Amherst Island.  Christie believes that no turbines should be 
located east of Marshall 40 feet road in order to protect the Owl Wood.  
Christie believes that bird and bat kill ratios are not acceptable by any 
standard.  

Please find enclosed an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of 
interest related to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns (similar to your comments) brought 
forward by stakeholders was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also 
responses available on the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The 
comments/responses will be updated throughout the Project. You can also find the complete Natural Heritage 
Assessment Report on the Project website which should address your concerns in significant detail. 

December 19, 
2011 

  95 James forwarded  an article from the Kingston Whig in which John 
Harrison is quoted extensively refuting the findings of an Ontario 
government report which states there are no direct health effects to 
humans from turbines. The article is called "Wind farm report hot air" 

No response required. Information only. 

December 20, 
2011 

- 221 Algonquin Power distributed emails and mailed letters thanking attendees 
of two public open houses in December for participating in the REA 
process. Both forms of communication stated that all information 
presented at the open house would be available on the project website 
and that individual comments and questions which had been submitted 
would be considered and addressed in a timely manner. Project contact 
information was provided for any further comments or questions about the 
project. 

No response required. Information only. 

December 21, 
2011 

December 21, 2011 158 Mati responded to an email that was distributed to all attendees of the 
December open houses. Mati asked to be directed to a map of all 
proposed turbine sites.  

Stantec responded to provide a hyperlink to the location of a map illustrating proposed turbine sites. 

December 22, 
2011 

April 19, 2013 156 Stated that they appreciated the prompt reply to their question posed at 
the open house (the reply to which they are referring was the 
acknowledgement of attendance sent December 20th by Algonquin 
Power). Stated that the response did not sufficiently address their 
questions. Would like to know if the proposed turbine locations near their 
property are permanent or may be moved elsewhere as this will impact 
their decision to continue renovating their property for use as  summer 
vacation rental property. 

Provided comprehensive responses to all queries in April 19, 2013 letter. Appreciated comments and concern 
about the effect wind turbines may have on  health condition.  As presented in the recent public open houses 
health and medical agencies agree that when sited properly, wind turbines are not causally related to adverse 
effects. This information was discussed with many stakeholders during the meetings by the subject matter 
experts from Intrinsik Consulting.  Note:  the proposed Amherst Island wind project will adhere to the provincial 
regulations for setbacks related to non-participating residents  
 
The current project as proposed will meet the requirements of Ontario Regulation 359/09 of the Green Energy 
Act, which ensures a project must be sited at least 550 meters from non-participating receptors (residences) 
provided a cumulative sound level does not exceed 40 dB(A).  
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Other correspondence listed the following items of interest: 
1. Project location; 
2. Setbacks; 
3. Shadow flicker; 
4. Construction activities and impacts; 
5. Noise; 
6. Traffic; 
7. Visual Effects; 
8. Landowner lease agreements; and, 
9. Complaint response protocol. 
 
Enclosed a Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on the topics listed above.  Windlectric 
has created a list of common questions/concerns (similar to your questions) raised by stakeholders and has 
developed general responses to those inquiries.  These responses will be made available on the Project website 
and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate. 

December 30, 
2011 

February 17, 2012 72 Concerned about the truck traffic related to the transport cement for the 
project construction. Would like to know if provisions have been made so 
that residents can travel to the ferry unencumbered by this traffic. 
Concern about the need for trucks to cross Front Road. 

Thanked correspondent for comments submitted during the Open House as well as on December 30th, January 
30th and February 6th. Thanked her for forwarding the CRCA report. Summarized concerns into 11 main areas 
and indicated that they were addressed by the attached set of frequently asked questions. Responded to a 
question about uncertainty in noise modelling by stating that ISO 9613-2 is the methodology used for this 
calculation, as is approved by the Ontario Ministry of the Environment. Provided the definition for a water body as 
stated in O.Reg 359/09. Provided contact information for the project for future inquiries. 

January 2, 2012 February 21, 2012 176 Had several questions related to the story board shown at the open 
house titled "Project Components". The questions were: 
1. What is the plan for providing concrete for turbine foundations? Where 
will the water for the concrete come from? What volume of truck traffic, 
especially cement trucks, will be expected on the island during 
construction? 
2. What is the plan for disposal of surplus excavated material?  
3. What is the plan for dust control during construction? If water is to be 
used to control dust what is the planned water source? 
4. Would like for the project to provide a written guarantee to Loyalist 
Township that culturally significant Irish stone walls will remain in situ and 
not be disturbed by project construction. 
Suggests that Algonquin Power take into consideration that many 
landowners do not want this project, and withdraw from the proposed 
area. 

Thanked correspondent for questions and information submitted at the Public Open house as well as via email on 
December 10, 15, 17, 18;  January 2, 5, 6, 7, 17, 29; and February 15 and 21. His concerns were grouped into 
sixteen main categories and these were addressed by the attached list of frequently asked questions. Stated that 
with respect to concerns about social impacts, an assessment of these potential impacts will be made as part of 
the REA process. Provided contact information for future inquiries relating to the project. 

January 2, 2012 February 17, 2012 134 Forwarded an invitation to a presentation about the adverse health effects 
of industrial wind to be held on the island on January 8th, 2012.Invited 
Algonquin Power and Intrinsic representatives to attend and indicated that 
the event was sponsored by the Association to Protect Amherst Island. 

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted at the Open House as well as questions emailed on December 
13th and January 2nd. Summarized her main concerns into the topics of stray voltage, public consultation and 
roads. Indicated that these concerns were addressed in the attached frequently asked questions. Stated that the 
minimum period of advance notice for the final Public Open house is 60 days and that this Open House will likely 
occur in August 2012, stated that the locations of REA application materials will be made available when the 
notification for the final public meeting is given. Provided project contact information for future inquiries. 

January 2, 2012   106 Provided a summary of the question and answer resulting from his 
attendance at the open houses. He also provided a report on noise for the 
project. Indicated that he does not believe that the project will be 
approved on the basis of non-compliance with noise requirements.  

No response required. Information only. 

January 3, 2012 January 5, 2012 150 Was unable to attend open house and sent comment form to the project 
mailing address. Believes that the presence of turbines on Amherst Island 
will be an injustice, visual and otherwise. Does not want the project to 
jeopardize enjoyment of wildlife on the island and sightseeing 
opportunities.  

Sent response letter thanking for his open house comments and indicating that information displayed at the open 
houses is available on the project website. 
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January 4, 2012   100 Provided an excel document detailing the results of a Christmas bird 
survey conducted on the island. 

No response required. Information only. 

January 5, 2012 February 21, 2012 176 Referenced a letter he had sent to the project dated December 18, 2011. 
He inquired about why Amherst Island has been determined a good site 
for this project. Quoted testimony from Sean Whittaker stating that 
turbines can not be sited near bird migration areas. Stated that Amherst 
Island has been designated an Important Bird Area. Would like know  
what Algonquin Power considers to be a significant enough protected 
area as described by Mr. Whittaker's statement. 

Thanked correspondent for questions and information submitted at the Public Open house as well as via email on 
December 10, 15, 17, 18;  January 2, 5, 6, 7, 17, 29; and February 15 and 21. His concerns were grouped into 
sixteen main categories and these were addressed by the attached list of frequently asked questions. In addition, 
Stated that with respect to concerns about social impacts, an assessment of these potential impacts will be made 
as part of the REA process. Provided contact information for future inquiries relating to the project. 

January 6, 2012 February 21, 2012 176 Forwarded a hyperlink to an article regarding wind turbines in Britain that 
have been destroyed or caught fire during storms with high winds. Peter 
stated that he would be sending questions to Algonquin shortly regarding 
their plans for responding to turbine fire emergencies. 

Thanked correspondent for questions and information submitted at the Public Open house as well as via email on 
December 10, 15, 17, 18;  January 2, 5, 6, 7, 17, 29; and February 15 and 21. His concerns were grouped into 
sixteen main categories and these were addressed by the attached list. Provided contact information for future 
inquiries relating to the project. 

January 6, 2012 June 19, 2012 37 Stated that they have plans to construct a house near the back of their lot 
on South Shore Concession of Amherst Island (Lot 12, 78 acres). Also 
plan to construct solar panels and potentially a small wind turbine on the 
property. Indicated that they will be pursuing these ideas with the 
municipality. Requested comments from the project team and would be 
happy to discuss the plan with Algonquin Power 

Thanked them for correspondence received on January 9, 20, February 14 and June 11. Indicated that at the 
time of creation of the draft site plan no permits had been filed or approved for the construction planned by the 
Papertzians at Lot 12 South Shore Concession. Stated that proposed turbine location S13 will remain static, in 
accordance with O. Reg 359/09. Summarized additional items of interest:1. ground vibrations during operations2. 
shadow flicker3. setbacks4. owls and important bird areas5. turbine sound levelProvided project frequently asked 
questions to address these areas of interest. Stated the project commitment to the REA process and provided 
project contact information for future inquiries. 

January 7, 2012 February 21, 2012 176 Notice that Algonquin Power will shortly be receiving a letter with a 
question about what protection from fire Algonquin will be building into the 
industrial wind‐turbine complex proposed for Amherst Island 

Thanked correspondent for questions and information submitted at the Public Open house as well as via email on 
December 10, 15, 17, 18;  January 2, 5, 6, 7, 17, 29; and February 15 and 21. His concerns were grouped into 
sixteen main categories and these were addressed by the attached list of frequently asked questions. Stated that 
with respect to concerns about social impacts, an assessment of these potential impacts will be made as part of 
the REA process. Provided contact information for future inquiries relating to the project. 

January 7, 2012 February 21, 2012 176 Concerned about the proximity of proposed turbine locations to homes on 
the island, and the possibility of nacelle fires in turbines. He is concerned 
that there may be potential for turbine fires to damage property and 
endanger residents. Peter would like to know if fire extinguishing systems 
will be built into the nacelle of each turbine. Peter is also concerned that 
local fire fighting crews and equipment would be inadequate to address 
potential turbine fires, he would like to know what plans are being made 
to address turbine fire emergencies from the ground. Peter would like to 
know what measures will be taken to ensure that old tree growth is not 
damaged during project construction. Will an arborist be provided by 
Algonquin to assess the extent to which trees on the island must remain 
untouched by the project? In the event that trees must be removed, will 
Algonquin replace these trees with mature indigenous trees immediately 
following construction? 

Thanked correspondent for questions and information submitted at the Public Open house as well as via email on 
December 10, 15, 17, 18;  January 2, 5, 6, 7, 17, 29; and February 15 and 21. His concerns were grouped into 
sixteen main categories and these were addressed by the attached list of frequently asked questions. Stated that 
with respect to concerns about social impacts, an assessment of these potential impacts will be made as part of 
the REA process. Provided contact information for future inquiries relating to the project. 

January 9, 2012 June 19, 2012 37 Concerned about ground vibrations due to operation of wind turbines in 
thinly bedded limestone. 
 
Would also like to know why the setback distance that was quoted for 
their property at the recent Open House was to a receptor close to the 
shore road. Stated that  this setback (according to their reading of 
O.Reg.359/09) should have been to the centre of our 78 acre lot. 

Thanked them for correspondence received on January 9, 20, February 14 and June 11. Summarized additional 
items of interest: 
1. ground vibrations during operations 
2. shadow flicker 
3. setbacks 
4. owls and important bird areas 
5. turbine sound level 
Provided project frequently asked questions to address these areas of interest. Stated the project commitment to 
the REA process and provided project contact information for future inquiries. 
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January 10, 2012 April 19, 2013 144 Advising the project of intentions to build three homes on building lots 
they own on Amherst Island. Indicated that the homes directly north of 
Gary Osborne's lot would be sited as close as is permitted to Front Road 
due to the grade of the lots. Requested assurance that siting of turbines 
will not affect their intent to build these homes. 

Thanked the correspondent for questions and information submitted at the initial public open house and provided 
a copy of an updated Frequently asked Questions pertaining to his comments.  

January 17, 2012 January 31, 2012 74 Representing the Association to Protect Amherst Island, Eric provided 
information regarding potential health effects relating to Industrial Wind 
Turbines. Quoted evidence and expert testimony from the 2011 Ontario 
Environmental Tribunal Review as well as the World Health Organization, 
supporting the position that indirect health and psychological effects can 
be caused by wind turbines located close to residents. Stated that 
Algonquin could be viewed as negligent if this information is not disclosed 
to stakeholders through the REA process. 

Acknowledged receipt of the letter and stated that the information provided would be taken into consideration 
during the REA process. 

January 17, 2012 February 15, 2012 83 Would like more public information to be available on the project website, 
specifically items such as access and transportation plans. 

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted at public open house and on January 17 2012. Indicated that 
potential effects on traffic and roads will be covered by the Construction Plan Report and Design and Operations 
Report. Stated that considerations in the design of turbines account for high wind events and no adverse effects 
of high winds are expected. Questions about traffic, hydro prices, migratory birds and project schedule are 
covered by the project FAQ attached. Provided project contact information for future inquiries. 

January 17, 2012 February 21, 2012 176 Expressed dissatisfaction with the meetings of December 6th and 7th. 
Indicated that subsequent to the meetings, several letters have been 
written to Algonquin Power with no response. This email is intended to 
summarize the deficiencies identified. With respect to meeting style, 
would have preferred a group format so that everyone could ask 
questions and hear the same response. In regards to consultation, feels 
that consultants conducted themselves in a way that gave the impression 
that all project decisions had already been made. Indicated that they feel 
that Algonquin Power has not sufficiently or accurately addressed the 
issue of human health at the meeting. Felt that information regarding 
property values was also false and misleading. Felt that when speaking 
with representatives from Hatch there was a lack of previous knowledge 
about the status of well water on the island. Also provided a list of 
questions to which responses have not been provided in past 
correspondence from Algonquin Power. 

Thanked correspondent for questions and information submitted at the Public Open house as well as via email on 
December 10, 15, 17, 18;  January 2, 5, 6, 7, 17, 29; and February 15 and 21. Concerns were grouped into 
sixteen main categories and these were addressed by the attached list of frequently asked questions. Stated that 
with respect to concerns about social impacts, an assessment of these potential impacts will be made as part of 
the REA process. Provided contact information for future inquiries relating to the project. 

January 19, 2012 June 19, 2012 116 Stated that she attended the open house and is concerned that the 
project will destroy the serene rural nature of the island and disrupt bird 
migration. Asked a number of questions including: 
1. Will turbines be shut down twice annually during bird migrations? 
2. What guarantees are being provided to residents living within the 
vicinity of turbines that there will be no health effects 
3. What is the distance from turbines to the school? 
4. What guarantees are being provided that property values will not be 
impacted by the project? 
5. What proof is there that turbines do not have an impact on human 
health? 
6. What is the net carbon reduction that will result from this project? 
7. How many jobs will be created for construction? What will be the total 
number of paid man hours for construction? What is the average rate of 
pay? 
8. How many permanent jobs will be created? At what hourly rate? 
9. What are the plans for dismantling and disposal of turbines once they 
have reached their end of life? 

Thanked correspondent for letters submitted on December 6th and May 11. Summarized  comments and 
concerns into 10 main areas: 
1. health and safety 
2. setbacks 
3. property values and compensation 
4. noise 
5. natural environment 
6. decommissioning 
7. community benefits 
8. project economics 
9. traffic management 
10. turbine to close to school 
Provided project frequently asked questions to address these areas, and indicated the project commitment to the 
REA process. Provided contact information for future inquiries. 
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January 19, 2012 June 19, 2012 55 Stated that this question had been sent to Algonquin previously with no 
response. Quoted statements made by Mr. Whittaker relating to siting of 
turbines near endangered species. Would like to know what Algonquin 
defines as a significant enough protected area as CANWEA's V.P. Policy 
has described? Would like to know why Amherst has been selected for 
this project, taking into consideration the above information. 

Thanked correspondent for comments submitted on January 19th. Indicated that she was interested in comments 
made by Mr. Whittaker and considerations of the natural environment and the IBA. Provided the project 
frequently asked questions to address her comments. Indicated the project commitment to the REA process. 
Provided contact information for future inquiries 

January 20, 2012 June 19, 2012 37 Requested response to previous questions. Additional question regarding 
setback distances. Quoted REA statement that turbines with a noise level 
of 105 dBA are required a setback of 850 meters, would like to know why 
project setbacks are 550 meters. Also inquired as to why the hunting 
grounds beside owl woods are not considered when calculating the 
setback distance from the woods. 

Thanked them for correspondence received on January 9, 20, February 14 and June 11. Summarized additional 
items of interest: 
1. ground vibrations during operations 
2. shadow flicker 
3. setbacks 
4. owls and important bird areas 
5. turbine sound level 
Provided project frequently asked questions to address these areas of interest. Stated the project commitment to 
the REA process and provided project contact information for future inquiries. 

January 21, 2012 April 19, 2013 137 Inquired as to whether the project was still accepting open house 
comments. Would like to know whether horizontal axis or vertical axis 
turbines are being considered for the project. Stated that vertical axis 
turbines are preferable because they cause fewer bird deaths.  

Provided a updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related to 
wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns brought forward by stakeholders was developed to provide 
general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website and sent 
directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout the 
Project. Additionally, the Turbine Specification Report, available on the project website provides a detailed 
description of the wind turbines proposed for the Project. 

January 22, 2012   107 Offered to rent their house at 6550 3rd Concession to the project for use 
during construction. The price per day for the rental was quoted at $300. 

No response required. Information only. 

January 25, 2012 April 19, 2013 81 Concerned about their solar panels in the field west of S15 and S24. 
Indicated that they have plans to build in that field in the future. 
Requested a meeting be scheduled in the near future to discuss these 
issues. 

Provided the correspondence with the following information: Impacts to solar project – in discussion with the 
project engineering subject matter experts it is believed that there would be minimal (if any) effects on your solar 
panels. Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are 
developed. The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the 
suite of reports and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA 
documents, among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project 
on a wide range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

January 27, 2012 February 17, 2012 98 Requested that four turbines near owl woods and the turbine located near 
the school be taken into consideration. Indicated that these turbines will 
be detrimental to  community and to the species that live in the owl 
woods. 

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted at the Open House, as well as on December 10th and January 
27th. Summarized the main topic points to be addressed and indicated that these were covered by the attached 
FAQ list. Provided contact information for future inquiries. 

January 27, 2012 February 17, 2012 194 Feels that the project will ruin the beauty and threaten birds and bats. 
Stated that the health effects of the turbines are unknown and that they 
are too noisy and cause flicker. 

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted at the Open House as well as questions emailed on January 
27th. Summarized questions into nine main subject categories and indicated that they were addressed by the 
attached frequently asked questions. Provided project contact information for future inquiries. 

January 27, 2012 February 21, 2012 176 Referenced letter from solicitor Mr. Gillespie, and used the turbine sited 
nearest the school as an example. Requested that the turbines sited 
within 2 kilometers of the school be removed from the project.  

Thanked correspondent for his questions and information submitted at the Public Open house as well as via 
email on December 10, 15, 17, 18;  January 2, 5, 6, 7, 17, 29; and February 15 and 21. His concerns were 
grouped into sixteen main categories and these were addressed by the attached list of frequently asked 
questions. Stated that with respect to concerns about social impacts, an assessment of these potential impacts 
will be made as part of the REA process. Provided contact information for future inquiries relating to the project. 

January 27, 2012 August 24, 2012 81 As a follow up to discussions with Sean Fairfield regarding his intent to 
build on his property, Provided more detailed descriptions of his plans to 
build on his property. This email included a satellite image of their 
property and the probable build locations. Requested that these plans be 

Stated that there was a delay in responding due to the need for environmental assessment field work to 
determine if the turbines could be moved further from the proposed building site, and discussion with the Ministry 
of the Environment for the planned movement of the two turbines. Indicated that the turbines have been moved to 
comply with the minimum setback requirements. Provided project contact information for future concerns or 
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considered in turbine siting. Stated that turbine shadows will block 
existing solar panels on their property, and cause them to lose income 
from their micro FIT contract.  

questions. 

January 28, 2012   49 Indicated that there are five specific turbine locations which significantly 
increase community dissatisfaction with the project. These are:  
the location closest to the school (S06), and the locations north and south 
of the owl woods (S26, S30, S13, S18). Stated that these turbine 
locations will be detrimental to the bird species living in the owl woods. 
Requested that these sites be removed from the project.  

No response required. Information only. 

January 28, 2012   171 Stated that health concerns have not been adequately addressed and 
that siting turbines on the island will have negative effects on the bird 
population. Strongly objects to the locations of turbines S06, S26, S30, 
S1 and S18.  

No response required. Information only. 

January 29, 2012 April 19, 2013 13 Would like to know:  
1. How much oil is in each turbine? 
2. How often must oil be changed? 
3. What is done with the used oil? 
4. If oil is spilled, who cleans it up and how? 
5. If an oil spill damages people's land will Algonquin Power provide 
compensation? 

Provided a Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related to wind 
power.  This list of common questions/concerns brought forward by stakeholders was developed to provide 
general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website and sent 
directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout the 
Project. 

January 29, 2012 April 19, 2013 13 Would like to know:1. What amount of concrete is in each turbine base?2. 
What are the dimensions of the concrete pad?3. What method will be 
used to excavate the rock for the concrete pads?4. What will be done with 
the rock and earth that has been excavated? 

Provided a Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related to wind 
power.  This list of common questions/concerns brought forward by stakeholders was developed to provide 
general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website and sent 
directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout the 
Project. 

January 29, 2012 April 19, 2013 13 Would like to know: 
1. What is the life expectancy of one turbine for the project? 
2. How was this life expectancy determined? 
3. Who is responsible for taking turbines down at the end of their useful 
life? 

Provided a Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related to wind 
power.  This list of common questions/concerns brought forward by stakeholders was developed to provide 
general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website and sent 
directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout the 
Project. 

January 29, 2012 April 19, 2013 13 Stated that information about existing road infrastructure on the island is 
false. Would like to know what Algonquin Power intends to do about 
clarifying this information for the public. Would like to know what type of 
changes are planned for roadways in order to allow transportation of 
turbine components. 

 Provided a Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related to wind 
power.  This list of common questions/concerns brought forward by stakeholders was developed to provide 
general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website and sent 
directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout the 
Project. 

January 29, 2012 April 19, 2013 13 Requested that information be provided about how Algonquin Power 
plans to ensure there are no detrimental effects from construction on the 
island groundwater and wells. 

 Provided a Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related to wind 
power.  This list of common questions/concerns  brought forward by stakeholders was developed to provide 
general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website and sent 
directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout the 
Project. 

January 29, 2012 April 19, 2013 13 1. What would be the volume of truck traffic, especially cement mixers, on 
the island during the project? 
2. What are Algonquin's planned mitigation measures for dust and noise 
during construction and where will Algonquin obtain water for those 
measures? 
3. How many construction related trucks will be on the island at one time? 
4. Is Algonquin planning to have turbines installed at one time or in 
groups? 

Provided a Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related to wind 
power.  This list of common questions/concerns (similar to your previous comments) brought forward by 
stakeholders was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses 
available on the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The 
comments/responses will be updated throughout the Project. 
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5. What will be the hours of construction activity? 
6. Will islanders be notified of plans for blasting? 
7. How many months will construction take? 

January 29, 2012 April 19, 2013 13 1. What method will be used to gauge the amount of sound emitted from 
single and multiple turbines? 
2. Will monitoring of sound levels in all homes be constant? 
3. What measures will be taken by the project if the sound exceeds 40 
dB? 
4. If sleep is disturbed due to the turbines, will AP turn off the turbines that 
are causing a disturbance? 
5. How tall were the turbines upon which the original setbacks were 
based? Will these setbacks be longer since the turbines are taller? Is 
noise emitted from larger turbines louder than that from smaller ones? 
Does their noise travel further? 
6. How does the pitch of the turbine blade effect the noise emitted? 
7. Does ice on the blades effect the noise they make? 
8. Can AP guarantee that stray voltage is not an issue or concern? 
9. If you are in a house can you hear noise from a turbine 550 meters 
away? 
10. What measures will be taken to help residents effected by light 
flicker? 
11. What is the longest distance these turbines will cast their shadow? 
12. What is the project definition of mitigation? 

Provided comprehensive responses to all queries in April 19, 2013 letter. Provided a Frequently Asked Questions 
document containing information on topics of interest related to wind power.  This list of common 
questions/concerns brought forward by stakeholders was developed to provide general responses to those 
inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website and sent directly to individual 
stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout the Project. 

January 29, 2012 February 15, 2012 126 Indicated that they have plans to build a home at North Shore Rd. of 
Amherst Island at civic number 2570, reference pin 451360141 with a ten 
meter setback from North Shore Concession Road. Request that 
Algonquin Power provide confirmation of receipt. 

Acknowledged correspondence indicating intent to build. Indicated that questions about noise impact assessment 
methodology, waterfowl and turbine blades are covered by the attached frequently asked questions. Stated that a 
response to question about solar panels would be generated shortly. Provided project contact information for 
future questions.  

January 29, 2012   106 Indicated that a list of questions has been formulated, to which he has 
requested a response be provided for each question. 

No response required. Information only. 

January 29, 2012 April 19, 2013 172 Indicated that a list of questions has been formulated, to which he has 
requested a response be provided for each question. 

Provided a updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related to 
wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns (similar to your comments) brought forward by stakeholders 
was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on 
the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be 
updated throughout the Project.  

January 29, 2012   172 Stated that health concerns have not been adequately addressed and 
that siting turbines on the island will have negative effects on the bird 
population. Strongly objects to the locations of turbines S06, S26, S30, 
S1 and S18.  

No response required. Information only. 

January 30, 2012 February 24, 2012 88 Objection to location of Industrial Wind Turbines near Owl Woods (S26, 
S30,S13 &S18) & Amherst Island Public School (S06) 
 
Requested contact information for additional parties that should be 
contacted with this message. 

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted at the public open house and on January 30th via email. 
Summarized their concerns into 11 main topic areas and indicated that these are addressed by the attached list 
of frequently asked questions. Stated that the noise model is based on ISO 9613-2 which is a procedure 
approved by the Ontario Ministry of Environment. Provided contact information for future inquiries.  

January 30, 2012 February 24, 2012 9 Come to the conclusion that Algonquin Power cannot be considered a 
"Good Corporate Citizen" based upon review of the project. 
 
Concerned about the proximity of turbine sites to the public school and 
community centre. 
 

Thanked correspondent for comments submitted at the first public open house and on December 8, January 30th 
and February 12th. Stated that maps and all information from the public open house are available on the project 
website. Stated that the project received a 75 MW contract from the OPA and that proposed turbines are 
Siemens 2.3 MW units. Thanked for the recommendation to post notice at the two ferry docks and this will be 
taken into consideration for the second open house. Stated that transport Canada will provide input into 
considerations for lighting of turbines. Summarized concerns into 8 main topics and indicated that these were 
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Would like the four turbines sited nearest to the Owl Woods to be 
removed from the project because of concern that these will cause high 
bird mortality. Indicated that a request to have the test tower removed due 
to its cause of an owl death had been ignored. 
 
Stated that they do not feel it is acceptable to have six turbines within 1.5 
km of their house. Concerned that this will cause cumulative noise effects 
and that it will result in lower efficiency of the turbines sited closely 
together. 
 
Would like to know why some landowners are receiving payments from 
the project yet do not have turbines sited for their property. Concerned 
that this is a retainer and that a second phase of the project is planned. 

covered by the attached list of FAQ. Provided project contact information for future inquiries. 

January 30, 2012 February 17, 2012 72 A list of questions:1. Will the hydro poles along 2nd concession have to 
be moved during construction? Will this cause power disruptions? For 
what duration?2. Will trees at the edge of the road on 2nd Concession 
have to be removed?3. If 2nd Concession must be widened, how wide 
will it be made?4. What will happen to the stone fences at the edge of 
Emerald 40 and Concession 2?5. What measures will be taken to 
mitigate dust on 2nd Concession during construction?6. Will drilling and 
digging during the nesting season for ground nesting birds be avoided?7. 
Have underground vibrations beneath turbines been investigated? Will 
any underground vibrations cause disturbance to voles upon which owls 
and raptors depend? Is there scientific, peer reviewed data to 
substantiate this claim? 

Thanked correspondent for comments submitted during the Open House as well as on December 30th, January 
30th and February 6th and forwarding the CRCA report. Summarized concerns into 11 main areas and indicated 
that they were addressed by the attached set of frequently asked questions. Responded to a question about 
uncertainty in noise modelling by stating that ISO 9613-2 is the methodology used for this calculation, as is 
approved by the Ontario Ministry of the Environment. Provided the definition for a water body as stated in O.Reg 
359/09. Provided contact information for the project for future inquiries. 

January 30, 2012 February 17, 2012 72 Forwarded a copy of the Cataraqui Region Conservation Authority Report 
relating to the project. 

Thanked her for comments submitted during the Open House as well as on December 30th, January 30th and 
February 6th. Thanked her for forwarding the CRCA report. Summarized concerns into 11 main areas and 
indicated that they were addressed by the attached set of frequently asked questions. Responded to a question 
about uncertainty in noise modelling by stating that ISO 9613-2 is the methodology used for this calculation, as is 
approved by the Ontario Ministry of the Environment. Provided the definition for a waterbody as stated in O.Reg 
359/09. Provided contact information for the project for future inquiries. 

January 30, 2012 June 19, 2012 181 The sound/ 40 dB zones do not appear to have been set with defensible 
scientific rigour, what model of turbine was used for these studies? 
How will the sound be independently monitored when the IWTs become 
operational? 
What recourse will residents have if the noise requirements are not met? 
What process must be undertaken for reimbursement of damages by 
Algonquin Power? 
Does not believe that the island has sufficient wind to support the project, 
indicated that the letter from Eric Gillespie be read before the project 
proceeds. 

Thanked him for correspondence received during the public open house as well as on January 30, February 2 
and 16, May 8 and May 14. Summarized comments and questions into 9 main areas: 
1. property values 
2. decommissioning 
3. impacts to homes and properties 
4. natural heritage 
5. noise assessment 
6. compensation 
7. health 
8. adequacy of size of land mass for project 
9. turbine lighting 
Provided a copy of the project frequently asked questions which addresses the 9 categories listed. Provided 
project contact information for future comments and questions. 

January 30, 2012 February 24, 2012 9 Come to the conclusion that Algonquin Power cannot be considered a 
"Good Corporate Citizen" based upon review of the project. 
 
Concerned about the proximity of turbine sites to the public school and 
community centre. 
 
Would like the four turbines sited nearest to the Owl Woods to be 
removed from the project because of concern that these will cause high 

Thanked correspondent for comments submitted at the first public open house and on December 8, January 30th 
and February 12th. Stated that maps and all information from the public open house are available on the project 
website. Stated that the project received a 75 MW contract from the OPA and that proposed turbines are 
Siemens 2.3 MW units. Thanked for the recommendation to post notice at the two ferry docks and this will be 
taken into consideration for the second open house. Stated that transport Canada will provide input into 
considerations for lighting of turbines. Summarized concerns into 8 main topics and indicated that these were 
covered by the attached list of FAQ. Provided project contact information for future inquiries. 
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bird mortality. Indicated that a request to have the test tower removed due 
to its cause of an owl death had been ignored. 
 
Stated that they do not feel it is acceptable to have six turbines within 1.5 
km of their house. Concerned that this will cause cumulative noise effects 
and that it will result in lower efficiency of the turbines sited closely 
together. 
 
Would like to know why some landowners are receiving payments from 
the project yet do not have turbines sited for their property. Concerned 
that this is a retainer and that a second phase of the project is planned. 

January 31, 2012 February 8, 2012 11 Concerned about the project and provided questions grouped under the 
topics of setbacks, health and safety, and homeowners. 

Responded to thank Ann for her correspondence to date and to indicate that her contact information for Sean 
Fairfield is correct. 

January 31, 2012 April 19, 2013 34 Would like Algonquin Power to consider removing several turbines from 
the site plan including: S06, S26, S30, S13 and S18. Since these turbines 
are taller than the ones originally proposed, will the noise emitted from 
these be louder than from the smaller ones? If so, will the noise travel 
farther, in which case should this not have been taken into account when 
determining the setback distance? 

Provided a updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related to 
wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns (similar to your comments) brought forward by stakeholders 
was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on 
the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be 
updated throughout the Project.  

January 31, 2012 August 24, 2012 81 Provided clarification that the 'guest house' that was referred to in a 
previous email is actually intended to be a 3-4 person dwelling with 
washroom facilities that will be used year round during the construction of 
their farm house. Requested that the closest turbine be moved back to 
the appropriate setback distance. 

Stated that there was a delay in responding due to the need for environmental assessment field work to 
determine if the turbines could be moved further from the proposed building site, and discussion with the Ministry 
of the Environment for the planned movement of the two turbines. Indicated that the turbines have been moved to 
comply with the minimum setback requirements. Provided project contact information for future concerns or 
questions. 

January 31, 2012 June 19, 2012 121 Request that consideration be given to removing turbine S06, which is 
planned to be located behind the public school. Requested that the 
turbine be removed from the plan completely, or moved to a setback 
distance of 2 kilometers. Concerned about potential accidents with ice 
throw and turbine collapse. Worried about effects on children within the 
autism spectrum. 

Thanked correspondent for emails submitted on January 31 and February 1. Summarized her comments into 5 
main areas of interest: 
1. Distance of turbines from school 
2. Draft site plan 
3. Emergency response plan 
4. ice throws 
5. health and safety 
Provided the project frequently asked questions to address these areas of interest. Stated the project 
commitment to the REA process and provided contact information for future inquiries. 

January 31, 2012 February 17, 2012 201 Concerned about turbine locations in the vicinity of the owl woods and the 
school.  Concerned that turbines in these locations will kill birds and harm 
children.  

Thanked correspondents for their questions submitted at the Open House and their email sent on January 31. 
Summarized their items of interests into thirteen categories and indicated that these items were covered by the 
attached list of frequently asked questions. Provided project contact information for future comments and 
inquiries. 

January 31, 2012 March 5, 2012 130 Identified specific turbine sites of concern in the draft plan. These 
included: S06 - the turbine nearby the school, S13 S18 S26 and S30 - 
turbines located adjacent to the Owl Woods. Additionally, object to S04 
on lot 21 as it is the minimum distance from their house. Feel that their 
property should be treated as a Significant Wildlife Habitat because it is 
naturalized and provides good hunting habitat for raptors, as such have 
requested a setback of 120 meters from their property line. 

Thanked correspondent for questions received at the first public open house as well as on January 30th. 
Summarized concerns into 14 main areas and indicated that these were addressed by the attached list of 
Frequently asked Questions. Regarding project effects on hunters, access roads and turbines are not fenced off 
and so long as hunters have agreements with landowners they will be able to hunt in properties with turbines. 
Provided contact information for future inquiries regarding the project. 

January 31, 2012 April 19, 2013 47 Concerned about the survival of threatened species of birds. Would like to 
know if the project is prepared to abandon project sites that threaten bird 
species. Would like to know how many bird kills are considered within 
acceptable limits. How have the number of at risk species been 
assessed? 

Provided the following information: 
 
• Removal of S06 - Comments about removing turbine S06 from the project layout will be included in the project 
Renewable Energy Approval consultation report.   
• Health Effects - Health and medical agencies agree that when sited properly, wind turbines are not causally 
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related to adverse effects. This information was discussed with many stakeholders during the meetings by the 
subject matter experts from Intrinsik Consulting.  Note:  the proposed Amherst Island wind project will adhere to 
the provincial regulations for setbacks related to non-participating residents.    
• Property Values - Windlectric acknowledges public comments and concerns related to potential property value 
impacts.  Based upon the published reports reviewed to date based on data from other areas with established 
wind plants, there is little evidence of a material negative effect on property value as a result of the presence of a 
wind project.  A recent decision in 2012 by the Ontario Assessment Review Board ruled that there is no evidence 
that the presence of a wind farm affected the value of a waterfront property on Wolfe Island located in the 
Township of Frontenac Islands on Lake Ontario. As a result of their review and subsequent findings, the Board 
concluded that there was nothing to indicate that the value of the property had been negatively affected by the 
creation or operation of the wind farm and confirmed the Municipal Property Assessment Corporation’s (MPAC) 
assessment of the property. To date, MPAC’s analysis of sales has not indicated that the presence of wind 
turbines that are either abutting or in proximity to a property has either a positive or negative impact on its value. 
Enclosed an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related 
to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns  brought forward by stakeholders was developed to 
provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website 
and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.   

January 31, 2012 April 19, 2013 156 Stated that they are waiting for an answer to their previous questions. 
Would like to know what Algonquin Power is doing to ensure that they 
can still rent their home on 11100 Front Road as a summer rental 
property. Requested a reply so that they can proceed. 

Provided the following information: Appreciated comments and concern about the effect wind turbines may have 
on  health condition.  As presented in the recent public open houses health and medical agencies agree that 
when sited properly, wind turbines are not causally related to adverse effects. This information was discussed 
with many stakeholders during the meetings by the subject matter experts from Intrinsik Consulting.  Note:  the 
proposed Amherst Island wind project will adhere to the provincial regulations for setbacks related to non-
participating residents The current project as proposed will meet the requirements of Ontario Regulation 359/09 
of the Green Energy Act, which ensures a project must be sited at least 550 meters from non-participating 
receptors (residences) provided a cumulative sound level does not exceed 40 dB(A). Other correspondence 
listed the following items of interest:1. Project location;2. Setbacks;3. Shadow flicker;4. Construction activities 
and impacts;5. Noise;6. Traffic;7. Visual Effects;7.8. Property values;8.9. Landowner lease agreements; 
and,9.10. Complaint response protocol.Enclosed a Frequently Asked Questions document containing information 
on the topics listed above.  Windlectric has created a list of common questions/concerns (similar to your 
questions) raised by stakeholders and has developed general responses to those inquiries.  These responses will 
be made available on the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate. 

February 1, 2012   13 Shocked to learn that turbines have been sited in the proximity of the Owl 
Woods. Specifically concerned about turbines S26, S30, S13 and S18. 
Stated that the average bird kill per turbine on Wolfe island is 13.4 birds 
per year. Would like to know how AP can contemplate siting turbines on 
the island. 

No response required. Information only. 

February 1, 2012 April 19, 2013 25 Concerned about bat mortalities relating to wind farms. Stated that 1270 
bats were killed in a six month period at Wolfe island wind farm. 
Concerned about an epidemic of "white noise syndrome" in bats. 
Provided suggestions for strategies to reduce bat mortalities at IWT 
facilities. Would like to know what the company is doing to reduce bat 
mortalities. Encouraged them to join the Bats and Wind Energy 
Cooperative. 

Provided a updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related to 
wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns (similar to your comments) brought forward by stakeholders 
was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on 
the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be 
updated throughout the Project.  

February 1, 2012 June 19, 2012 121 Stated that they were under the assumption that crystallization for the 
project would not happen until the spring. Were supposed to receive 
information about the crystallization process from a project representative 
they met at the open house but have not received it. Believe that it was 
intentionally deceitful  that the project crystallization has already occurred. 

Thanked correspondent or emails submitted on January 31 and February 1. Summarized comments into 5 main 
areas of interest: 
1. Distance of turbines from school 
2. Draft site plan 
3. Emergency response plan 
4. ice throws 
5. health and safety 
Provided the project frequently asked questions to address these areas of interest. Stated the project 
commitment to the REA process and provided contact information for future inquiries. 
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February 1, 2012   96 Listed main categories of concern: 
1. impact that adjacent property owners will experience 
2. Noise and flicker effects and the related health impacts 
3. Well water issues from construction 
4. Impact of turbines on flora and fauna 
Requested that the project be cancelled immediately. 

No response required. Information only. 

February 2, 2012 April 19, 2013 13 Devastated that their retirement home will be surrounded by wind 
turbines. Would like to know how landowners will be compensated for 
loss of enjoyment of property. Would like to know if AP will pay for a pre-
construction home inspection. Would like to know how loss of property 
value would be compensated. Will properties damaged by the project be 
compensated by AP? Is AP willing to sign a property value guarantee?   

Provided comprehensive responses to all queries in April 19, 2013 letter. Provided a Frequently Asked Questions 
document containing information on topics of interest related to wind power.  This list of common 
questions/concerns (similar to your previous comments) brought forward by stakeholders was developed to 
provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website 
and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout 
the Project. 

February 2, 2012 April 19, 2013 32 1. Where will the temporary dock be located? 
2. Have construction traffic studies been done? 
3. Is the project prepared to compensate property owners for lost value of 
properties? 
4. Why is compensation only given to property owners with turbines on 
their land? 
5. Will residents be able to be airlifted from the island during and after 
construction? 

Provided a updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related to 
wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns (similar to your comments) brought forward by stakeholders 
was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on 
the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be 
updated throughout the Project.  

February 2, 2012 June 19, 2012 181 Feels that the 40 dB threshold was not set with a defensible scientific 
rigour. How will sound levels be monitored once the project is 
operational? What recourse do citizens have if noise thresholds are 
exceeded? Requested that the company have a careful look at the letter 
from Eric Gillespie before the project proceeds. 

Thanked correspondent for correspondence received during the public open house as well as on January 30, 
February 2 and 16, May 8 and May 14. Summarized comments and questions into 9 main areas: 
1. property values 
2. decommissioning 
3. impacts to homes and properties 
4. natural heritage 
5. noise assessment 
6. compensation 
7. health 
8. adequacy of size of land mass for project 
9. turbine lighting 
Provided a copy of the project frequently asked questions which addresses the 9 categories listed. Provided 
project contact information for future comments and questions. 

February 2, 2012 April 19, 2013 78 Concerned about noise levels and vibrations from turbines. Would like to 
know how much traffic disruption will be caused by construction and how 
much property values may decrease. 

Provided a updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related to 
wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns brought forward by stakeholders was developed to provide 
general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website and sent 
directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout the 
Project.  

February 2, 2012 April 19, 2013 196 Provided a 17 page letter regarding the project to which they would like to 
have their concerns addressed. Concerned about the lack of openness, 
the haste with which the project is proceeding and the superficial manner 
in which health concerns appeared to have been addressed during the 
first public open house. Major topic concerns were: health and safety, 
wildlife and habitat, heritage impacts, economic impacts for non-
participating residents, turbine and ancillary structures, delivery and 
installation of turbines and road construction, maintenance and 
decommissioning, fulfillment of legal obligations, open house concerns, 
loss of wind subsidies. 

Provided a updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related to 
wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns brought forward by stakeholders was developed to provide 
general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website and sent 
directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout the 
Project. Additionally, all of the Draft Renewable Energy Approval reports are available on the Project website and 
should provide further explanations related to the concerns raised in your letter. 

February 3, 2012 March 12, 2013 101 Provided questions at open house and requested information about the 
crystallization process. Would like to know why they have not received 

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted at the public open house, on February 3 and February 8. Stated 
that the preliminary layout and other materials shown at the open house can be found on the project website. 
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answers or requested information. Recently heard that crystallization has 
occurred. Believes that they have received false information and that 
comments and concerns are being ignored by the project. Would like to 
know when concerns will be addressed.  

Summarized her concerns into 14 main areas and indicated that these are addressed by an attached list of 
Frequently asked Questions. Stated that tax calculations had been recalculated based on information provided by 
Loyalist township. No damages are anticipated to private property relating to project construction, however a 
complaint response protocol will be developed. Stated that the methodology used for natural heritage 
assessment will be described in the report. Stated if the project is located within 120 meters of a significant 
environmental feature a study will be conducted to identify potential impacts and processes for mitigation. 
Provided contact information for future inquiries. 

February 5, 2012   56 Opposed to the installation of the project on the island. Concerned about 
the potential for turbines to obstruct views and create noise and vibration 
pollution. Believe the property values will decline, would like to know how 
residents will be compensate for this loss of value. Concerned that the 
installation will kill birds and bats and result in an increased threat of West 
Nile Virus.  

No response required. Information only. 

February 6, 2012 April 19, 2013 43 Close friends of two families that live on the island. Concerned about the 
health risks to their friends as well as themselves and their children when 
visiting friends. Would like to know what steps are being taken to protect 
human health. Would like to know what recourse is available to them 
should they develop health problems as a result of the project. 

Provided a updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related to 
wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns (similar to your comments) brought forward by stakeholders 
was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on 
the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be 
updated throughout the Project.  

February 6, 2012 June 19, 2012 87 Response to publication of Notice of Draft Site Plan posted in the 
Kingston Whig on February 2, 2012. Stated that if the project proceeds it 
will be in his view shed from his waterfront property. Believes that this 
project will depreciate the value of his property and his quality of life, as 
well as his enjoyment of his property. Would like to know: 
1. what studies have been done to determine adverse impacts to shore 
front property owners? 
2. what compensation is proposed for shore front owners? 
3. how will property tax appraisals be adjusted? 
4. who else can be contacted with concerns? 
5. will the governing bodies of approval for this project have liability for 
injurious affection inflicted on owners? 
Will be organizing similarly affected residents so that  views can be 
collectively expressed.  Propose to call this collective “Shore Owners of 
the City of Kingston and Area., “Shock”. 

Thanked correspondent for email sent on February 6. Summarized main areas of concern: 
1. visual impacts 
2. property values and compensation 
3. complaint response protocol 
Provided the project frequently asked questions to address these areas of concern. Stated commitment to the 
REA process and provided contact information. 

February 6, 2012 June 19, 2012 11 Would like a reference provided supporting the WHO statement regarding 
noise thresholds. Believes this threshold was for road, rail and aircraft 
noise not wind turbine noise. Would like to know if Algonquin Power is 
willing to act on most recent health data which shows that setbacks of 
1000 to 2000 meters are appropriate. If not, why not? Believe that 
information surrounding health effects was omitted and is misleading. 

Thanked her for her correspondence sent on February 6 and 7. Summarized into 5 main areas: 
1. Health and safety 
2. Setbacks 
3. Property values and compensation 
4. Noise 
5. Interference to TV and/or internet signals and service. 
Provided frequently asked questions to address concerns. Stated the project commitment to the REA process 
and provided contact information for future inquiries. 

February 6, 2012 June 19, 2012 11 How will property owners be compensated for loss of property value due 
to the siting of turbines within their view shed? Is AP willing to sign a 
property value guarantee agreement with landowners? Quoted property 
value compensation information from Danish Energy Agency 
Energinet.dk. Is there a guarantee that turbines will not interfere with 
satellite, cell phone or internet reception, and if there is interference how 
will it be mitigated? If a non-participating landowners home is damaged 
as a result of turbine operations who will compensate them?  

Thanked correspondent for her correspondence sent on February 6 and 7. Summarized into 5 main areas: 
1. Health and safety 
2. Setbacks 
3. Property values and compensation 
4. Noise 
5. Interference to TV and/or internet signals and service. 
Provided frequently asked questions to address concerns. Stated the project commitment to the REA process 
and provided contact information for future inquiries. 

February 6, 2012 April 18, 2012 23 Received notice of draft site plan and read it in the paper as well. Thanked correspondent for questions submitted at the public open house as well as on February 6, March 23 
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Concerned that questions posed at the open house had not yet been 
responded to and wondered when a response could be expected.  

and April 17th. Indicated that materials from the open house were available on the project website and 
information about the REA process could be found on slide 12 of 26. Summarized her questions into five main 
points:  
1. archaeological assessment 
2. Shadow flicker 
3. extreme weather events including lightening 
4. project schedule  
5. land owner lease agreement 
Stated that these topics are addressed in the attached frequently asked questions document. Provide contact 
information for the project. 

February 6, 2012 June 19, 2012 11 Concerned that setback distances are inadequate and would like to know 
how new information is being incorporated into consideration of these 
distances. 

Thanked correspondent for her correspondence sent on February 6 and 7. Summarized into 5 main areas: 
1. Health and safety 
2. Setbacks 
3. Property values and compensation 
4. Noise 
5. Interference to TV and/or internet signals and service. 
Provided frequently asked questions to address concerns. Stated the project commitment to the REA process 
and provided contact information for future inquiries. 

February 6, 2012 February 17, 2012 72 Would like to know:1. When can an answer to questions sent on January 
30th be expected?2. What is a REA water body?3. Who determines what 
is and isn't a REA water body?4. What requirements must be met when 
placing a turbine in an Important Bird Area?5. Do you have to gain 
regulatory permission to kill birds?6. What will the exact distance between 
turbine S06 and A.I.P.S. be? 

Thanked correspondent for comments submitted during the Open House as well as on December 30th, January 
30th and February 6th. Thanked her for forwarding the CRCA report. Summarized concerns into 11 main areas 
and indicated that they were addressed by the attached set of frequently asked questions. Responded to a 
question about uncertainty in noise modelling by stating that ISO 9613-2 is the methodology used for this 
calculation, as is approved by the Ontario Ministry of the Environment. Provided the definition for a water body as 
stated in O.Reg 359/09. Provided contact information for the project for future inquiries. 

February 6, 2012 February 8, 2012 11 Requested that the contact information for Sean Fairfield be confirmed. Responded to thank for correspondence to date and to indicate that her contact information is correct. 

February 6, 2012 June 19, 2012 72 Confused that a second draft plan has been release, as it appears to be 
the same as the first draft plan. Believe that the concerns raised during 
the open house were not taken into consideration and the concerns of the 
CRCA were not considered either. Confused that the number make and 
location of turbines have not yet been confirmed.  Concerned about the 
location of turbines S30, S26, S18, S13, S28, S33, S12, and S06. 

Thanked correspondent for correspondence sent on February 6, 19, 24 and April 21. Summarized 
correspondence into 6 main areas of interest: 
1. community benefits 
2. impacts to homes and property 
3. decommissioning 
4. vibration 
5. transportation plans 
6. natural heritage 
Provided the project frequently asked questions to address these areas of interest. Stated the project 
commitment to the REA process and provided contact information for future comments and questions 

February 6, 2012   98 Angry that project crystallization occurred rapidly. Believes many property 
owners will not be able to build now due to insufficient funds at this time. 
Accused AP of having a lack of transparency with respect to the project. 
Stated that the liaison committee does not represent the interest of the 
majority of landowners and does not liaise with the community. 

No response required. Information only. 

February 7, 2012   15 Provided an article regarding residents suffering from negative health 
effects from turbines. 

No response required. Information only. 

February 7, 2012 April 19, 2013 22 Would like clarification as to whether or not power lines for the electrical 
power collection system will be buried. When will this decision be made? 

Provided a updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related to 
wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns brought forward by stakeholders was developed to provide 
general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website and sent 
directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout the 
Project.  

February 7, 2012 January 22, 2013 188 Would like to know when responses to questions asked at the open Thanked correspondents for their correspondence and apologized for the lateness of the reply.  Indicated that 
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house could be expected their potential receptor number is R222. Provided information regarding where the design and operations report 
and noise report could be found. Gave the methodology for receptor identification used for the project. Indicated 
that their other concerns included project setbacks and health and safety and stated that these were addressed 
in the attached project FAQ. 

February 7, 2012 June 19, 2012 11 Outraged by the project plans. Deliberate siting of turbine at the 40 dB 
contour of the island school. Concerned about the health effects of 
turbines. Believes that it is irresponsible to site turbines this close to 
children, and stated that this constitutes a form of child abuse. Would like 
to supply sources by McPherson, Salt, Nissenbaum and Pierpont should 
the project be interested in them. 

Thanked correspondent for correspondence sent on February 6 and 7. Summarized into 5 main areas: 
1. Health and safety 
2. Setbacks 
3. Property values and compensation 
4. Noise 
5. Interference to TV and/or internet signals and service. 
Provided frequently asked questions to address concerns. Stated the project commitment to the REA process 
and provided contact information for future inquiries. 

February 7, 2012 January 22, 2013 188 Received a response to her November 2 and 3rd questions and is 
responding to express her dissatisfaction with those answers provided. 
Stated that she did not believe that the responses she received were 
meaningful. Would like to know why there is secrecy surrounding the 
project. 

Thanked them for their correspondence and apologized for the lateness of the reply.  Indicated that their potential 
receptor number is R222. Provided information regarding where the design and operations report and noise 
report could be found. Gave the methodology for receptor identification used for the project. Indicated that their 
other concerns included project setbacks and health and safety and stated that these were addressed in the 
attached project FAQ. 

February 8, 2012   15 Algonquin Power was CC'd on a letter to the Ontario Power Authority 
appealing to them that the FIT contract for the project is not advisable due 
to what they believe is an unprofitable site for the generation of wind 
energy. 

No response required. Information only. 

February 8, 2012 June 19, 2012 11 Questions the siting of 4 turbines in the vicinity of Owl Woods. Indicated 
that at least 7 owl species are either resident or breed in these woods. 
Requested that this be corrected. 

Thanked correspondent for correspondence sent on February 6 and 7. Summarized into 5 main areas: 
1. Health and safety 
2. Setbacks 
3. Property values and compensation 
4. Noise 
5. Interference to TV and/or internet signals and service. 
Provided frequently asked questions to address concerns. Stated the project commitment to the REA process 
and provided contact information for future inquiries. 

February 8, 2012 March 12 2012 101 Provided questions at open house and requested information about the 
crystallization process. Would like to know why they have not received 
answers or requested information. Recently heard that crystallization has 
occurred. Believes that they have received false information and that 
comments and concerns are being ignored by the project. Would like to 
know when concerns will be addressed.  

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted at the public open house, on February 3 and February 8. Stated 
that the preliminary layout and other materials shown at the open house can be found on the project website. 
Summarized concerns into 14 main areas and indicated that these are addressed by an attached list of 
Frequently asked Questions. Stated that tax calculations had been recalculated based on information provided by 
Loyalist township. No damages are anticipated to private property relating to project construction, however a 
complaint response protocol will be developed. Stated that the methodology used for natural heritage 
assessment will be described in the report. Stated if the project is located within 120 meters of a significant 
environmental feature a study will be conducted to identify potential impacts and processes for mitigation. 
Provided contact information for future inquiries. 

February 9, 2012 January 22, 2013 188 Requested clarification regarding Appendix B of the Draft Report 
regarding the UTM coordinates of noise receptors. Is confused about the 
coding system relating to noise receptors and would like to know which 
receptor code belongs to her house. Would like the system for 
designation to be explained and would like to know why the system was 
not made more clear so that the information could be used by the 
residents of the island. 

Thanked them for their correspondence and apologized for the lateness of the reply.  Indicated that their potential 
receptor number is R222. Provided information regarding where the design and operations report and noise 
report could be found. Gave the methodology for receptor identification used for the project. Indicated that their 
other concerns included project setbacks and health and safety and stated that these were addressed in the 
attached project FAQ. 

February 10, 2012   118 Offered their Café's services in feeding workers for the project. Indicated 
that a sandwich truck could be arranged. 

No response required. Information only. 

February 10, 2012   170 Wrote a letter to Mr. Chris Huskilson of Emera Inc., appealing that they No response required. Information only. 
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persuade Algonquin Power not to build turbines on Amherst Island. Sited 
reasons for the project to be discontinued including: 
1. hatred of AP by residents 
2. the green energy act 
3. difficulty for AP to profit 
4. bird and bat kills 
5. owl woods 
6. health of families 
7. property devaluation 

February 11, 2012 April 19, 2013 10 Expressed objection to siting of turbines near the school, the owl woods 
and significant raptor habitat areas. Stated that they feel the company has 
not been diligent with respect to responding to these concerns. 
Requested that a response show scientific evidence to suggest that the 
locations sited for turbines are acceptable near sensitive environments. 

Provided a updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related to 
wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns brought forward by stakeholders was developed to provide 
general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website and sent 
directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout the 
Project.  

February 11, 2012 June 19, 2012 72 Provided a list of all questions she has sent to date that have not yet 
received a response. 

Thanked correspondent for correspondence sent on February 6, 19, 24 and April 21. Summarized 
correspondence into 6 main areas of interest: 
1. community benefits 
2. impacts to homes and property 
3. decommissioning 
4. vibration 
5. transportation plans 
6. natural heritage 
Provided the project frequently asked questions to address these areas of interest. Stated the project 
commitment to the REA process and provided contact information for future comments and questions 

February 12, 2012 February 24, 2012 9 Would like to know when answers to open house questions will be 
received. Indicated that two months have passed since questions were 
submitted. 

Thanked correspondent for comments submitted at the first public open house and on December 8, January 30th 
and February 12th. Stated that maps and all information from the public open house are available on the project 
website. Stated that the project received a 75 MW contract from the OPA and that proposed turbines are 
Siemens 2.3 MW units. Thanked for the recommendation to post notice at the two ferry docks and this will be 
taken into consideration for the second open house. Stated that transport Canada will provide input into 
considerations for lighting of turbines. Summarized concerns into 8 main topics and indicated that these were 
covered by the attached list of FAQ. Provided project contact information for future inquiries. 

February 13, 2012 February 13, 2012 105 Provided the new mailing address for the Quinte Community Pasture Thanked Johanne for the updated contact information and indicated that the project mailing list would be updated 
accordingly. 

February 13, 2012 April 19, 2013 156 Indicated that by 2013 they expect to be renting their property full time 
during the summers. Believe that because they were renting their 
property out prior to the project commencement that they have legal 
grounds against the project, but have not confirmed this belief. Would like 
a formal response from the project to their questions posed in  November. 
Indicated that they cannot wait indefinitely for a response. 

Provided the following information. Appreciated comments and concern about the effect wind turbines may have 
on  health condition.  As presented in the recent public open houses health and medical agencies agree that 
when sited properly, wind turbines are not causally related to adverse effects. This information was discussed 
with many stakeholders during the meetings by the subject matter experts from Intrinsik Consulting.  Note:  the 
proposed Amherst Island wind project will adhere to the provincial regulations for setbacks related to non-
participating residents  
 
The current project as proposed will meet the requirements of Ontario Regulation 359/09 of the Green Energy 
Act, which ensures a project must be sited at least 550 meters from non-participating receptors (residences) 
provided a cumulative sound level does not exceed 40 dB(A).  
 
Other correspondence listed the following items of interest: 
1. Project location; 
2. Setbacks; 
3. Shadow flicker; 
4. Construction activities and impacts; 
5. Noise; 
6. Traffic; 
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7. Visual Effects; 
7.8. Property values; 
8.9. Landowner lease agreements; and, 
9.10. Complaint response protocol. 
 
Enclosed a Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on the topics listed above.  Windlectric 
has created a list of common questions/concerns (similar to your questions) raised by stakeholders and has 
developed general responses to those inquiries.  These responses will be made available on the Project website 
and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate. 

February 14, 2012 June 19, 2012 37 Indicated that they asked to receive a response to their letter informing 
AP of their intention to build sent on January 6th. Stated that they did not 
receive a response and have received notice of a final draft plan. Stated 
that they will continue to pursue the construction of their home and hope 
that AP will honour the set back distance. 

Thanked correspondents for correspondence received on January 9, 20, February 14 and June 11. Indicated that 
at the time of creation of the draft site plan no permits had been filed or approved for the construction planned by 
the Papertzians at Lot 12 South Shore Concession. Stated that proposed turbine location S13 will remain static, 
in accordance with O. Reg 359/09. Summarized additional items of interest: 
1. ground vibrations during operations 
2. shadow flicker 
3. setbacks 
4. owls and important bird areas 
5. turbine sound level 
Provided project frequently asked questions to address these areas of interest. Stated the project commitment to 
the REA process and provided project contact information for future inquiries. 

February 15, 2012 February 15, 2012 70 Does not wish to obstruct the environmental survey and would like 
Stantec to contact her if they are interested in performing a survey on her 
property so that she can arrange for a KFN representative to accompany 
them. Indicated that if it is too late in the season to undertake a winter 
raptor study, KFN has objective data available that may be useful 

Thanked correspondent and stated that information would be passed to the Natural Heritage group. Stated that 
she would be contacted if arrangements were required 

February 15, 2012 February 21, 2012 176 Does not believe that the Liaison committee is within the requirements of 
the GEA and believes that the MOE disallow the legitimacy of public open 
house #1 should  and it should be redone 

Thanked correspondent for questions and information submitted at the Public Open house as well as via email on 
December 10, 15, 17, 18;  January 2, 5, 6, 7, 17, 29; and February 15 and 21. His concerns were grouped into 
sixteen main categories and these were addressed by the attached list of frequently asked questions. Stated that 
with respect to concerns about social impacts, an assessment of these potential impacts will be made as part of 
the REA process. Provided contact information for future inquiries relating to the project. 

February 15, 2012   200 Would like to be sent a copy of all responses sent to the APAI No response required. Information only. 

February 16, 2012   65 Would like to be added to the contact list. Interested in information about 
setbacks, bird and bat migration, and economic reasoning for the project. 

No response required. Information only. 

February 16, 2012 February 21, 2012 176 Does not believe that the Liaison committee is within the requirements of 
the GEA and believes that the MOE disallow the legitimacy of public open 
house #1 should  and it should be redone 

Thanked correspondent for questions and information submitted at the Public Open house as well as via email on 
December 10, 15, 17, 18;  January 2, 5, 6, 7, 17, 29; and February 15 and 21. His concerns were grouped into 
sixteen main categories and these were addressed by the attached list of frequently asked questions. Provided 
contact information for future inquiries relating to the project. 

February 16, 2012 June 19, 2012 181 Cited information given to him at public open houses that the next public 
meetings would not be held until July or August. Concerned that the 
project schedule had accelerated and would like to know how this affects 
the timing of the next community meeting. Requests a response to his 
questions submitted at the public open houses. Concerned that 
information provision has slowed but project crystallization and other 
project aspects have increased in speed. 

Thanked correspondent for correspondence received during the public open house as well as on January 30, 
February 2 and 16, May 8 and May 14. Summarized comments and questions into 9 main areas:1. property 
values2. decommissioning3. impacts to homes and properties4. natural heritage5. noise assessment6. 
compensation7. health8. adequacy of size of land mass for project9. turbine lightingProvided a copy of the 
project frequently asked questions which addresses the 9 categories listed. Provided project contact information 
for future comments and questions. 

February 18, 2012 April 19, 2013 110 Not satisfied with the list of frequently asked questions received, would 
like a specific answer to the questions sent. Would like a specific 
geological answer to questions about how foundations of turbines will 
affect his drinking well.  

Provideded the following information:. 
 
Impacts of Turbine foundations on domestic wells: 
• There should be no impact (on drinking water / to groundwater) as a result of the project. Before excavation 
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commences, a geotechnical study is completed at all potential sites for ground water depth as well as to 
determine necessary parameters required for foundation design. For stability reasons, turbine foundations cannot 
be built in areas where the ground water is too close to the surface. If water is encountered at any time, good 
construction practices will be used such as minimizing the length of time that the excavation is open and 
monitoring seepage during excavation. Should pumping be required to dewater excavated areas, water will be 
directed to the closest drain or spread across the construction area and appropriate energy dissipation 
techniques will be used to reduce the potential for erosion and sourcing. It is unlikely that quantities withdrawn 
will exceed the threshold for the MOE’s requirement for a Temporary Permit to Take Water (i.e. >50,000 L per 
day) let alone negatively affect off-site groundwater quality, quantity, or movement. Concrete used during the 
building process becomes inert once it is cured and should cause no damage to the water table. 

February 19, 2012 June 19, 2012 72 Provided a list of questions including: 
1. Why are Liaison Committee meeting minutes sketchy or non existent, 
why? 
2. Are Siemens prototype turbines still being considered? 
3. Why aren't Ontario built turbines being used? 
4. Why was inaccurate tax information initially given? When will these 
taxes begin being paid? 
5. Are projected tax payments considered equitable? 
6. Why does Windlectric consider itself to be a good corporate citizen? 
7. Is Loyalist Township being compensated for additional workload 
associated with the project? 
8. Will a local craftsman be used to rebuild stone fences? 
9. Is it possible for the company to 'walk away' from the project when it is 
nearing the end of its productivity? 
10. What percentage of the project profit/value will be put in the 
decommissioning fund? 
11. What assurance is given that Windlectric will be involved in the project 
after ten years, when she alleges she was told the deposit into the 
decommissioning fund will be made. 
12. What mitigation steps will be taken to protect owls? 
13. Will turbines be shut down at night when owls are active? Would 
Windlectric expect compensation for this down time? 
14. Do or would your staff live within 750 meters of a wind turbine? 
15. When can she expect an answer? 

Thanked the correspondent for correspondence sent on February 6, 19, 24 and April 21. Summarized 
correspondence into 6 main areas of interest: 
1. community benefits 
2. impacts to homes and property 
3. decommissioning 
4. vibration 
5. transportation plans 
6. natural heritage 
Provided the project frequently asked questions to address these areas of interest. Stated the project 
commitment to the REA process and provided contact information for future comments and questions 

February 20, 2012   62 Upset that turbines will affect her view shed. Concerned that the project 
has divided the community. Concerned about migratory bird kills. 

No response required. Information only. 

February 21, 2012 February 21, 2012 176 Would like to know if Algonquin has informed the Amherst Island 
residents who make up part of the Liaison Committee about Mr. 
Gillespie's letter, and has Algonquin described 'fully and accurately' the 
health issues related to the proposed Amherst Island project, in 
accordance with obligations as part of the Renewable Energy Approval 
process? 

Thanked the correspondent for his questions and information submitted at the Public Open house as well as via 
email on December 10, 15, 17, 18;  January 2, 5, 6, 7, 17, 29; and February 15 and 21. Stated that with respect 
to concerns about social impacts, an assessment of these potential impacts will be made as part of the REA 
process. Provided contact information for future inquiries relating to the project. 

February 24, 2012 June 19, 2012 72 Thanked Mr. Fairfield for attempting to answer her questions. Feels that 
some responses are too general or have not been addressed. Resent her 
previous questions in hopes that they will be answered more 
satisfactorily. 

Thanked the correspondent for correspondence sent on February 6, 19, 24 and April 21. Summarized 
correspondence into 6 main areas of interest: 
1. community benefits 
2. impacts to homes and property 
3. decommissioning 
4. vibration 
5. transportation plans 
6. natural heritage 
Provided the project frequently asked questions to address these areas of interest. Stated the project 
commitment to the REA process and provided contact information for future comments and questions 
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February 25, 2012 June 19, 2012 1 Concerned about the project and the future of her home on the island. 
Asked how homeowners loss of peace and quiet will be addressed as 
well as the safety of animals and the road widening process. Would like 
her questions submitted in November to be answered. 

Thanked the correspondent for her letter submitted on February 25. Indicated that a response to open house 
questions submitted had been provided on March 5. Provided a list of frequently asked questions. Stated 
commitment of the project to the REA process. Provided contact information for future inquiries. 

February 26, 2012   24 Concerned about wildlife, property values, human health, and economic 
impacts. 

No response required. Information only. 

February 27, 2012 February 27, 2012 70 Requested ability to come on her property for a bird survey on March 2nd Correspondent stated that she would contact Kingston Field Naturalists to see if anyone is available and would 
let Stantec know as soon as possible. 

February 27, 2012 February 27, 2012 126 Provided him with a map of the nearest turbine to his house, S30, and the 
500 meter setback surrounding it. 

No response required. Information only. 

February 29, 2012 February 29, 2012 89 Could not view the pdf file sent to them. Requested that it be sent in a 
different format. 

Provided pdf file again, requested that if the document still could not be opened that they send their mailing 
address so that they may receive a hard copy. 

February 29, 2012   207 Do not believe that wind energy benefits anyone. Object to the turbines 
and do not want them in their neighbourhood. Believe that the turbines 
are ugly and noisy, are a waste of land, make people sick and kill wildlife. 
Stated that the Ontario Federation of Agriculture is also opposed to 
turbines. Provided documentation regarding the position of the Ontario 
Federation of Agriculture on wind turbines 

No response required. Information only. 

March 2, 2012 April 19, 2013 156 Still waiting for a response. Provided the following information: Appreciated comments and concern about the effect wind turbines may have 
on  health condition.  As presented in the recent public open houses health and medical agencies agree that 
when sited properly, wind turbines are not causally related to adverse effects. This information was discussed 
with many stakeholders during the meetings by the subject matter experts from Intrinsik Consulting.  Note:  the 
proposed Amherst Island wind project will adhere to the provincial regulations for setbacks related to non-
participating residents  
 
The current project as proposed will meet the requirements of Ontario Regulation 359/09 of the Green Energy 
Act, which ensures a project must be sited at least 550 meters from non-participating receptors (residences) 
provided a cumulative sound level does not exceed 40 dB(A).  
 
Other correspondence listed the following items of interest: 
1. Project location; 
2. Setbacks; 
3. Shadow flicker; 
4. Construction activities and impacts; 
5. Noise; 
6. Traffic; 
7. Visual Effects; 
8. Landowner lease agreements; and, 
9. Complaint response protocol. 
 
Enclosed a Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on the topics listed above.  Windlectric 
has created a list of common questions/concerns (similar to your questions) raised by stakeholders and has 
developed general responses to those inquiries.  These responses will be made available on the Project website 
and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate. 

March 2, 2012   173 Stated that does not believe that the responses received were 
satisfactory or correct. Would like the project to update their information 
regarding health issues. Would like greater disclosure regarding the 
contracts that have been signed. 

No response required. Information only. 
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March 3, 2012   165 Faxed an article pertaining to the position of farm organizations on wind 
energy 

No response required. Information only. 

March 5, 2012   151 Algonquin Power representative spoke with  correspondent regarding the 
fencing of construction areas. Explained that no construction activity 
would be happening in 2012. Stated that prior to construction the project 
would work with Mark and landowners to arrange for fencing around 
construction areas. Committed to providing more detailed plans as they 
are developed. 

No response required. Information only. 

March 5, 2012   88 Was not satisfied with the frequently asked questions provided as a 
response to open house questions. Is not satisfied that Windlectric deems 
some turbine noise as acceptable and that he and his wife will have to 
endure it. Would like to register their disappointment with the method in 
which the project consultation and consideration of stakeholder input has 
been conducted. 

No response required. Information only. 

March 6, 2012   88 Believe that the requirements for the first public open house were not 
met. Not satisfied that they were supplied with a list of FAQ in response to 
their specific questions.  

No response required. Information only. 

March 9, 2012   29 Interested in catering for the work crews that will be working on the island No response required. Information only. 

March 21, 2012   104 Stated that she feels it is unfair to construct a wind farm in the area. 
Stated that as a tourist she loves the owls and natural areas. Insinuated 
that there was bribery involved. 

No response required. Information only. 

March 23, 2012 April 18, 2012 23 Provided address and indicated that proposed turbine sites are northwest 
and northeast of her home. Is concerned about potential for shadow 
flicker. Quoted a statement from another province's wind development 
website stating that shadow flicker areas could be predicted. Requested a 
timely response predicting the shadow flicker for her home. 

Thanked correspondent for her questions submitted at the public open house as well as on February 6, March 23 
and April 17th. Indicated that materials from the open house were available on the project website and 
information about the REA process could be found on slide 12 of 26. Summarized her questions into five main 
points:  
1. archaeological assessment 
2. Shadow flicker 
3. extreme weather events including lightening 
4. project schedule  
5. land owner lease agreement 
Stated that these topics are addressed in the attached frequently asked questions document. Provide contact 
information for the project. 

March 26, 2012 June 19, 2012 134 Requested information about which side of Second Concession and the 
Stella Forty-Foot the cable will be laid 

Thanked correspondent for correspondence received on March 26. Further detail is not yet available surrounding 
where the collection line on Second Concession Road and Forty Foot Road will be located. This will be finalized 
after more consultation with the township. Provided frequently asked questions document, stated commitment to 
REA process and provided contact information for future correspondence. 

March 28, 2012 March 28, 2012 177 Indicated that the proposed site for a turbine would severely limit, or 
inhibit, the construction of their retirement home on the property opposite 
their home on 8420 Front Road. Requested that Algonquin Power not be 
permitted to build the turbine at that proposed location. 

Municipality responded to say that the zoning bylaw had been amended so that no new dwelling or house can be 
built within 500 meters of a waste disposal site and that this will affect their building plans. Also indicated that 
another of the proposed locations did not fit the road setback common to the planning layout of the area 

March 29, 2012 June 19, 2012 152  Concerned that as a large property owner he was not contacted by the 
proponents or the consultant. Indicated that in the absence of this 
engagement he will not be cooperating in the construction of turbines on 
properties adjacent to his. Indicated that he is the owner of the ROW at 
the front of his property and stated that he will not give consent for a 
transmission line to be installed there. Indicated that he wishes for the 
project map to be redrawn to correct this error. Stated that he will not 

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted on March 29th. Stated that public consultation will continue to 
occur for the project through mechanisms including public open houses, liaison committee, website postings and 
local newspapers. Public consultation will occur regarding use of public roadways and road allowances, and 
regulations will be followed. Provided the project frequently asked questions.  Provided project contact 
information for future comments and questions 
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permit the use of this roadway for any purpose other than transportation 
purposes prescribed by law. 

April 2, 2012 - 15 A letter from APAI to dispute and clarify statements made by Michael 
Gravel of the MNR in a letter to the APAI in March. This included 
clarifications surrounding public consultation, bird and bat mortality, 
biodiversity, and habitat degradation. APAI also asked several questions 
including: 
1. Since mitigation is out of the question, will the ministry now recommend 
that no turbines be built on the island? 
2. Why would such a recommendation not be made? 
3. What reasons would be sufficient to stop construction of turbines on 
the island? 

No response required. Information only. 

April 12, 2012   15 Submitted concerns about ice throws and provided a report entitled 
"Report on Potential Ice Throw by Siemens 2.3-113 Wind Turbines". 
Indicated that they do not believe that  the setbacks for the project are 
adequate based on the information provided in the report. 

No response required. Information only. 

April 13, 2012 April 19, 2013 212 In response to correspondence sent by Algonquin Power following up 
with questions from the Open House, indicated that he would like to have 
his questions answered specifically and a list of similar frequently asked 
questions is not acceptable. Would like his property excluded from the 
project map. Provided copies of previous correspondence where he 
requested his property be removed from the map. Would like to know who 
trespassed on his property at 3710 
South Shore Road on March 20th , 2011. Stated that if the identity of the 
person and their purpose for trespassing is not provided he will use other 
legal means to determine this information. Also provided copies of the 
questions he submitted during the public open house, a copy of the 
project map that he is contesting and a copy of his letter to Samit Sharma 
in October 2008. 

Provided the following information: 
1. 2008 mapping: 
• The information provided illustrated the Project Study Area which was delineated, at that time, in order to 
comply with the Provincial Environmental Assessment process (note: in September 2009 the government 
instituted the Green Energy Act which amended the assessment process for renewable energy projects).   
2. Current Project Study Area mapping that has been presented to the public:  
• This map illustrates project boundaries which are publicly available and illustrates the Project Study Area.   
3. Number of employees living within one kilometer of wind turbines: 
• I do not know this level of information; however, I am aware of at least one employee of our contract operator, 
working at a company wind project (i.e. “St. Leon Wind Project”) that lives within one kilometer of a wind turbine.   
4. Health concerns: 
• Please find enclosed an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on the topic 
listed above.  Windlectric has created a list of common questions/concerns (similar to your questions) raised by 
stakeholders and has developed general responses to those inquiries.  These responses will be made available 
on the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will 
be updated throughout the Project.   
• A copy of the Health information board panel that was presented at the March 5th and March 6th open house is 
attached (note: all of the information panels have been uploaded to the project web site – 
www.amherstislandwindproject.com.)  
• Repowering wind projects – the following examples are provided: 
o  Vattenfall’s Nørrekær Enge project was originally constructed with 77 small turbines in the late 1980’s in 2009, 
the project was repowered by removing the small turbines and replacing them with 13 larger turbines which 
produce significantly more energy each year. More information can be found here: 
http://powerplants.vattenfall.com/node/251  
o The Delabole wind farm in North Cornwall UK was constructed as a 10 turbine site with 4MW of capacity in 
1991 and we repowered with 4 turbines for a total of 9.2MW of capacity in 2011. 
http://www.goodenergy.co.uk/our-wind-and-solar-farms/delabole-wind-farm-redevelopment  
o Please see the web links below for general repowering information: 
§ http://www.farmrenewableenergyoptions.co.uk/farmrenewableenergyoptions/sustainability/repowering-wind-
turbines.html 
§ http://www.juwi.com/wind_energy/repowering.html 
§ http://www.grontmij.com/highlights/water-and-energy/Pages/Repowering-of-wind-turbines-in-the-Netherlands-
produces-more-sustainable-energy.aspx 

April 17, 2012 April 18, 2012 23 Stated that they have sent many questions that date back to the open 
house and have not yet received a response. Stated that they have 
requested flicker information for their civic address. Would like details 

Thanked correspondent for questions submitted at the public open house as well as on February 6, March 23 
and April 17th. Indicated that materials from the open house were available on the project website and 
information about the REA process could be found on slide 12 of 26. Summarized her questions into five main 
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regarding protection of turbines from fires resulting from lightning strikes. 
Requested a timely response and a response to her question about 
shadow flicker at the same time. 

points:  
1. archaeological assessment 
2. Shadow flicker 
3. extreme weather events including lightening 
4. project schedule  
5. land owner lease agreement 
Stated that these topics are addressed in the attached frequently asked questions document. Provide contact 
information for the project. 

April 21, 2012 June 19, 2012 72 Feels that the proposed community benefit agreement is not adequate 
compensation for the loss of property values and natural heritage assets 
due to the project. Also feels that this fund will come at the cost of higher 
hydro bills.  

Thanked her for correspondence sent on February 6, 19, 24 and April 21. Summarized correspondence into 6 
main areas of interest: 
1. community benefits 
2. impacts to homes and property 
3. decommissioning 
4. vibration 
5. transportation plans 
6. natural heritage 
Provided the project frequently asked questions to address these areas of interest. Stated the project 
commitment to the REA process and provided contact information for future comments and questions 

April 22, 2012   7 Contesting the statement that wind turbines on Amherst Island will bring 
community benefits and improvements. Believes that the presence of 
wind turbines on the island will be detrimental to the health of children 
living there. Quoted a study stating that there is a probability of adverse 
health effects for all humans living within 2 kilometers of turbines.  

No response required. Information only. 

April 23, 2012   138 Stated that the project is not welcomed by the majority of landowners and 
is seen as a "disgusting money grab". Stated that the project has 
destroyed the once vibrant community. Also stated that the most recent 
press release is a "joke". 

No response required. Information only. 

April 25, 2012 April 19, 2013 41 Stated that he has not yet received responses to his questions submitted 
during the open houses. Requested an estimate of when he can expect to 
receive these responses. 

Thanked the correspondent for questions and information submitted at the initial public open house.  A summary 
of the items of interest were listed and provided a copy of an updated Frequently asked Questions document 
regarding these topics. 

April 25, 2012   208 Stated that their comments provided to date have been as landowners 
and not as an agency. Wish to separate interactions in an agency role 
from those as a landowner as they are trying to keep these roles distinct. 
As a landowner, requesting updates for the Board meeting in May or June 

No response required. Information only. 

April 27, 2012   15 Contacted Emera, an investor with Algonquin Power, to give their opinion 
that the Amherst Island wind project is not financially viable. Provided 
supporting information surrounding their predicted capacity factors and 
generation values for the project. Also predicted a number of other factors 
that may negatively impact project revenues such as noncompliance with 
noise regulations and complications arising from construction on the 
island. 

No response required. Information only. 

April 27, 2012 June 19, 2012 23 Concerned about the ability of helicopters to land on the island during 
emergency situations. Would like to know what considerations have been 
made regarding the flight path of emergency helicopters and the turbines. 
Would also like a response to her previous question regarding the 
potential for shadow flicker at her home. 

Thanked correspondent for comments submitted on April 27, March 23, and April 17. Summarized comments: 
1. Emergency helicopter pad 
2. Shadow flicker 
3. Lightning strikes 
Provided project frequently asked questions to address her comments. Stated commitment to the REA process 
and provided contact information for future inquiries. 

April 27, 2012   106 Quoted the premier in saying that the communities who are not in favour No response required. Information only. 
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of wind projects will be placed at the back of the line and be less likely to 
receive them. Stated that Amherst Island residents, as well as the county, 
have indicated that they do not want the project to proceed. Stated that 
they believe that the cost of the transmission cable will be prohibitive, that 
the density of turbines is too high, that the noise contours are too close to 
many homes, there is danger of ice throw, and that the project will harm 
birds and other species. Would like the premier to stop the project, 
believes it is justifiable that it should be stopped for a number of reasons. 

April 30, 2012   184 Stated that the island is known for its birds and people come from around 
the world to see them. Stated that if the birds are harmed by the project it 
will be on the proponent's conscience forever. Enclosed a picture of 
geese in a yard during winter. 

No response required. Information only. 

April 30, 2012   184 Stated that the island is known for its birds and people come from around 
the world to see them. Stated that if the birds are harmed by the project it 
will be on the proponent's conscience forever. Enclosed a picture of 
geese in a yard during winter. This letter was sent to the Algonquin Power 
CEO as well as the President. 

No response required. Information only. 

May 1, 2012 June 19, 2012 155 Concerned about the possibility of turbine fires from malfunction or 
lightning strikes. Worried about potential for damage to property and 
people, and about the difficulty the volunteer fire department may 
experience in fighting turbine fires. Would like to know of special 
provisions Algonquin Power has in place for turbine fires on the island. 

Thanked correspondent for the letter submitted on May 1st. Addressed concerns about turbine fires by indicating 
that an emergency response plan for the turbines will be developed in collaboration between the operations and 
maintenance contractor and  the township and county's emergency services department. Provided project 
frequently asked questions. Stated project commitment to the REA process. Provided contact information for 
future inquiries. 

May 1, 2012 June 19, 2012 191 Stated that greater than 90 percent of landowners on the island oppose 
the project. Concerned about turbine related fires and fire response. 
Concerned about potential for damage to infrastructure relating to project 
construction. Concerned that her health will be disrupted by energy fields 
from the project. Concerned about the impacts to wildlife, birds and bats. 

Thanked correspondent for letter sent on May 1st. Summarized correspondence into three areas of interest:1. 
health and safety2. damage to roads and properties3. concerns about wildlife and the natural 
environmentProvided project FAQ. Stated commitment to REA process. Provided contact information for future 
inquiries. 

May 2, 2012   17 Stated that the majority of residents are opposed to the project and that 
they do not want turbines near their homes. Stated that there is no local 
ownership of the project. Stated that the impact upon climate change from 
these initiatives is negligible and that green energy is a ploy by the 
McGuinty government to lull voters into thinking the government is 
interested in alternative energy.  

No response required. Information only. 

May 2, 2012   205 Concerned about the potential for property value decreases. Stated that 
research in Europe shows that this technology does not reduce carbon 
emissions and destroys communities and negatively effect animals and 
human health. Believes that proposed setback distances are insufficient. 
Requested that AP offer homeowners who would like to sell a fair market 
price for their homes. 

No response required. Information only. 

May 5, 2012   110 Writing to indicate opposition to the wind farm. States that wind turbines 
are inefficient at producing energy. States that wind turbines have been 
shown to have irreversible effects on the environment and on bird and 
bad populations and human health. Requested that the project be 
cancelled. 

No response required. Information only. 

May 7, 2012   13 Stated that they understand May 11 is the last day that the project can be 
withdrawn without penalty. Indicated that the majority of residents of the 
island oppose the project and are retired professionals willing to dedicate 
their time to stopping the project. Stated that if the project does proceed, 

No response required. Information only. 
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they will make it their duty to sue the project for all actionable items. 
Stated that as 'old hippies' they know how to protest and will be the story 
the media will love to follow. 

May 7, 2012   157 Investigated legal action against the placement of turbine S29 across 
from their property. Believe they have cause for action based on the fact 
that they were there first and have renters on the books for their vacation 
rental business. Requested that this turbine be relocated so that this legal 
action would not be necessary. 

No response required. Information only. 

May 8, 2012   73 Opposes the project. Believes it will disturb the natural beauty of the 
island and damage its ecology. Feels that the project has divided the 
community. Appeal to cancel the project. 

No response required. Information only. 

May 8, 2012 June 19, 2012 181 Stated their opposition to the proposed project, and that they believe the 
majority of residents and landowners on the island are also opposed to 
the project. Requested that the project be stopped, stated that May 11th 
is the date at which the project can be aborted with minimal cost to the 
company. Stated that the island is poorly suited to the project. Believes 
that the project will not provide financial return required by shareholders. 
Stated that the Green Energy Act is a fiasco. Stated that if the project 
proceeds there is a strong possibility that the residents will take litigative 
action 

Thanked correspondent for correspondence received during the public open house as well as on January 30, 
February 2 and 16, May 8 and May 14. Summarized comments and questions into 9 main areas:1. property 
values2. decommissioning3. impacts to homes and properties4. natural heritage5. noise assessment6. 
compensation7. health8. adequacy of size of land mass for project9. turbine lightingProvided a copy of the 
project frequently asked questions which addresses the 9 categories listed. Provided project contact information 
for future comments and questions. 

May 10, 2012 January 22, 2013 188 Indicated that she opposes the project. Concerned about the potential for 
negative health impacts from the turbines. Concerned for her health, the 
health of her husband, and the health of all of the children on the island. 
Does not believe that the turbines will reduce carbon emissions. Gave 
examples to show that the project has divided the community. Requested 
that the project be stopped. 

Thanked correspondents for their correspondence and apologized for the lateness of the reply.  Indicated that 
their potential receptor number is R222. Provided information regarding where the design and operations report 
and noise report could be found. Gave the methodology for receptor identification used for the project. Indicated 
that their other concerns included project setbacks and health and safety and stated that these were addressed 
in the attached project FAQ. 

May 11, 2012 June 19, 2012 116 Stated that understands the need for renewable energy but is distressed 
by the proposed Amherst project. Opposed to the proximity of the 
turbines to schools and homes, does not believe that turbines should be 
put in anyone's backyard. Requested that the project be reconsidered 
and not proceed. 

Thanked correspondent for letters submitted on December 6th and May 11. Summarized her comments and 
concerns into 10 main areas: 
1. health and safety 
2. setbacks 
3. property values and compensation 
4. noise 
5. natural environment 
6. decommissioning 
7. community benefits 
8. project economics 
9. traffic management 
10. turbine to close to school 
Provided project frequently asked questions to address these areas, and indicated the project commitment to the 
REA process. Provided contact information for future inquiries. 

May 14, 2012 May 25, 2012 141 Writing on behalf of the Amherst Island Recreation Association. 
Requesting a donation to the fireworks fund for the Community Canada 
Day Celebration. Stated that they would display the company logo and 
information as part of the event if donations were given. 

Responded to donate 1000 dollars to the Canada Day celebration event. 

May 14, 2012 June 19, 2012 181 Disagree with the project and believe that it is harmful to: 
-Community (over 90% of landowners do not want this project to proceed)  
-local residents. 
-extensive bird/bat population & many other species at risk 
-environment, peace, tranquility of this small agrarian island. 

Thanked correspondent for correspondence received during the public open house as well as on January 30, 
February 2 and 16, May 8 and May 14. Summarized comments and questions into 9 main areas: 
1. property values 
2. decommissioning 
3. impacts to homes and properties 
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Stated that all companies associated with the project are unfavourably 
regarded by the community. 

4. natural heritage 
5. noise assessment 
6. compensation 
7. health 
8. adequacy of size of land mass for project 
9. turbine lighting 
Provided a copy of the project frequently asked questions which addresses the 9 categories listed. Provided 
project contact information for future comments and questions. 

May 14, 2012   174 Concerned about potential for health effects. Concerned about impacts to 
wildlife. 

No response required. Information only. 

May 14, 2012   215 Feels that the project has divided the community. Concerned about 
potential health effects. Frustrated about building restrictions. Concerned 
about potential impact on migratory birds. Concerned about the potential 
for turbine fire and the response rate of emergency crews in the event of 
an incident. Believes that there should be a moratorium on industrial wind 
projects until more research has been done and there is a provincial plan 
for acceptable wind development areas. 

No response required. Information only. 

May 17, 2012   8 Opposes the project because he believes that turbines will have negative 
health effects on residents. Does not think the island is windy enough to 
make the project economically feasible. Feels that the island is not large 
enough to support the project and that the land uses are not compatible. 
Opposed to placement of turbines in an Important Bird Area and is 
concerned about the potential for a high bird kill to turbine ratio. 

No response required. Information only. 

May 17, 2012   15 A postcard requesting a moratorium on wind projects, minimum setbacks 
of 2 kilometers from schools and residences, and a ban on turbines in 
Important Bird Areas. Stated that they do not believe their fire protection 
on the island is adequate on the island. Stated concern for raptors and 
bird populations. Does not believe the island is large enough to support 
the project. 

No response required. Information only. 

June 1, 2012   14 Worried that the project will turn the island into an industrial park. Stated 
that they do not want the project. 

No response required. Information only. 

June 1, 2012   177 Provided a draft of the report he generated, "An Assessment of Social 
and Economic Impacts from an Island-wide Wind Energy Generating 
System on Amherst Island, Ontario" 

No response required. Information only. 

June 11, 2012 June 19, 2012 37 Provided full address for their property on the island. Indicated that they 
have not received responses to their correspondence sent on January 6 
or February 14. Provided UTM coordinates for the location at which they 
would like to build, and requested that turbine setbacks be adjusted 
accordingly. 

Thanked correspondents for correspondence received on January 9, 20, February 14 and June 11. Indicated that 
at the time of creation of the draft site plan no permits had been filed or approved for the construction planned by 
the Papertzians at Lot 12 South Shore Concession. Stated that proposed turbine location S13 will remain static, 
in accordance with O. Reg 359/09. Summarized additional items of interest: 
1. ground vibrations during operations 
2. shadow flicker 
3. setbacks 
4. owls and important bird areas 
5. turbine sound level 
Provided project frequently asked questions to address these areas of interest. Stated the project commitment to 
the REA process and provided project contact information for future inquiries. 

June 14, 2012 August 13, 2012 38 Would like to know how the significance of the Owl Woods were 
considered if there are plans to open a road allowance through them 

With regard to KFN concern of the use of unopened road allowances; the design of the project layout and the 
significance of Owl Woods were considered. The only portions of the unopened road allowance that are being 
assessed for the project, on the eastern end of the island, are the small portion that intersects with the Marshall 
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Forty Foot Road moving immediately west to access the proposed turbines S18 and S13 and a small section 
west of Lower Forty Foot Road to access the proposed turbines S28, S33 and S12. There are no plans to utilize 
the portion of the unopened road allowance that travels through Owl Woods east of Marshall Forty Foot Road to 
where it intersects with the portion being proposed to access turbines S28, S33 and S12. The information from 
Stantec biologists indicates that the specific areas, in this unopened road allowance, could be used without 
significant concerns from an environmental or regulatory perspective.    

June 15, 2012   133 Further discussion of Chris Hargreaves' email regarding road allowances 
in the Owl Woods. Concerned that this will require removal of hardwood 
trees and digging in the woods. Also concerned about the potential for 
road allowances bordering the Kingston Field naturalist property and who 
will be liable if someone hurts themselves on those allowances 

No response required. Information only. 

June 19, 2012   72 Does not feel that the project response sent to her on June 19th was 
satisfactory. Listed the questions that she had posed in the area of 
decommissioning:1.Does Algonquin have a decommissioning plan in 
place?2 Could you describe it?3. Have you set aside funds for 
decommissioning?4. Do you have a plan for decommissioning during the 
construction period if necessary?5 How will you remove the concrete 
base?6. What would be the estimated time to remove transformer station, 
transmission lines, access roads etc.?7. Will you build temporary docking 
facilities to remove this equipment by barge?8. Will Algonquin foot the bill 
for building this temporary dock?9. Will Algonquin foot the bill for 
removing the temporary dock after decommissioning takes place.10. Will 
you compensate landowners for the loss of use of their land while 
decommissioning takes place.She then quoted the response she received 
and stated that it did not adequately address her questions. 

No response required. A response was sent out June 19 by AP same day as this was received. Thanked the 
correspondent for correspondence sent on February 6, 19, 24 and April 21. Summarized correspondence into 6 
main areas of interest:1. community benefits2. impacts to homes and property3. decommissioning4. vibration5. 
transportation plans6. natural heritageProvided the project frequently asked questions to address these areas of 
interest. Stated the project commitment to the REA process and provided contact information for future 
comments and questions 

June 19, 2012   72 Not satisfied with the project response she received on June 19. Stated 
that she did not feel there were enough specific details in the response. 
Upset that specific turbine numbers and capacities have not yet been 
determined. Does not feel that her concerns are being taken seriously. 

No response required. Information only. 

June 27, 2012   93 Resident of Bath who has been a turbine technician for a few years and 
has experience with the Siemens 2.3 MW turbines. Would like to discuss 
the potential for job opportunities. 

No response required. Information only. 

July 2, 2012   152 Was not satisfied with the response that he received. Which to clarify that 
the road in front of his property is a right of way and not a road allowance. 
Stated that he will not authorize Algonquin Power to use his lands for the 
placement of turbines or the transmission of power, also stated that the 
roadway in front of his property will not be used. Stated that in the 
movement of equipment his property shall not be damaged. Stated that if 
a detailed response to this communication is not provided, and if further 
consultation with him is not made, he will take legal action. Stated that if 
his property is damaged he will seek an injunction to stop all traffic related 
to the project passing by his property. Indicated that as a major 
landowner on the island he is disappointed in the consultation process so 
far. 

No response required. Information only. 

July 15, 2012 October 5, 2012 46 Purchased property on Amherst Island with the intention of building a 
retirement home. Are not opposed to wind energy but are opposed to 
having industrial wind turbines in their 'back yard'/ 

Stated that in summary their correspondence had three main concerns: 
1. health 
2. rationale for project location on Amherst island 
3. concerns about wildlife and natural environment 
Provided a list of frequently asked questions to address these concerns. 
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July 16, 2012 April 19, 2013 155 Concerned that a response received with respect to her questions about 
emergency fire response did not adequately consider factors relating to 
emergency response. Reiterated these factors including the composition 
of the volunteer fire fighters, isolation from the mainland and equipment 
constraints. 

Provided a updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related to 
wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns brought forward by stakeholders was developed to provide 
general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website and sent 
directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout the 
Project.  

July 17, 2012 January 22, 2013 188 A letter written in response to a Kingston Whig article in which 
Honourable John Gerretsen, the Attorney General for Ontario was quoted 
as saying that new health studies regarding exposure to wind turbines 
would not likely find any new conclusions. APAI took the opportunity to 
refute these claims by citing setback changes in Australia and noise 
research in Germany 

Thanked correspondents for their correspondence and apologized for the lateness of the reply.  Indicated that 
their potential receptor number is R222. Provided information regarding where the design and operations report 
and noise report could be found. Gave the methodology for receptor identification used for the project. Indicated 
that their other concerns included project setbacks and health and safety and stated that these were addressed 
in the attached project FAQ. 

July 23, 2012 August 30, 2012 106 Would like to know why a meteorological tower is being constructed on 
Art McGinn Road, and the time lines for the data it is to be used for. 

Thanked correspondents for their emails on July 23 and August 3. Stated that the MET tower is 100 meters tall 
and is being used for future performance tests and wind forecasting.  

July 23, 2012 August 13, 2012 38 Following up with an email sent on June 14th. Indicated that he had not 
yet received a response and requested that either a response be sent or 
confirmation of receipt and an expected date of response are given. 

With regard to KFN concern of the use of unopened road allowances; the design of the project layout and the 
significance of Owl Woods were considered. The only portions of the unopened road allowance that are being 
assessed for the project, on the eastern end of the island, are the small portion that intersects with the Marshall 
Forty Foot Road moving immediately west to access the proposed turbines S18 and S13 and a small section 
west of Lower Forty Foot Road to access the proposed turbines S28, S33 and S12. There are no plans to utilize 
the portion of the unopened road allowance that travels through Owl Woods east of Marshall Forty Foot Road to 
where it intersects with the portion being proposed to access turbines S28, S33 and S12. The information from 
Stantec biologists indicates that the specific areas, in this unopened road allowance, could be used without 
significant concerns from an environmental or regulatory perspective.    

August 3, 2012 August 30, 2012 72 Would like to know the height of the anemometer that has just been 
erected on David and Betty Wemp's property 
adjoining Art McGinn Road. Is interested in comparing it with the height of 
the turbine planned for construction in that area. 

Thanked them for their emails on July 23 and August 3. Stated that the MET tower is 100 meters tall and is being 
used for future performance tests and wind forecasting.  

August 19, 2012 March 4, 2013 46 Indicated that they are a property owner on the island and requested that 
they be mailed a document showing clear locations where the turbines 
have been proposed to be sited. 

Summarized that the content of their email submitted February 28th was concerned with Health and Safety and 
wildlife and the natural environment. Provided a frequently asked questions to address these concerns. Provided 
information regarding the final public open houses for the project. 

August 24, 2012 August 24, 2012 81 Indicated that he had been sent the wrong response letter. Followed up to provide him with the correct response letter. 

August 27, 2012 November 2, 2012 22 Would like to know the lighting requirements for turbines. Indicated that 
they had seen the turbines at Shelburne and they did not all have lights. 
Also stated that they would prefer lights that shine up and not out. 

No response required. Letter provided to query on November 2, 2012. 

September 4, 2012 - 1 Stated that they spoke with Stantec representatives at the first public 
open house. Shocked that despite all of the public resistance to the 
project it is still proceeding.  

No response required. Information only. 

September 11, 
2012 

September 11, 2012 106 Asked Hatch to distribute the attached documents to the team members 
of the joint study.  The first is a letter and comment sent to the Minister of 
Health concerning the recently announced Health Canada study.  Of 
particular note is the section on recent studies of the wind turbine noise 
problem.  The second concerns the propagation of wind turbine sound 
over water, submitted some time ago to the Ministry of the Environment.  
However, the discussion of the shift from spherical to cylindrical 
spreading of sound is also relevant to propagation over land, particularly 
in winter when ground cover is covered by wind-blown snow and many 
trees have shed their leaves. 

Indicated that the information would be forwarded along to the rest of the project team for consideration. 
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October 2, 2012  October 6, 2012  130 Provided a letter objecting to the placement of turbines T04 and T29. 
Requested the Property Line Assessment Report be provided to them for 
T04 as they believe that the setback distance from their property line 
appears to be reduced. Would like to know why the turbine has been 
sited 700 meters from their house when they believe that a greater 
amount of property is available for this turbine to be sited further. 

Stated that email was receivedResponded on October 6, 2012 to say that the setback distance used is the height 
of the turbine as per regulations. Provided project contact information for future correspondence. 

October 25, 2012 November 2, 2012 22 Would like to know if lights on top of wind turbines will be oriented up, or 
out? Would like to know what the regulated orientation is 

Stated that lighting requirements are stipulated by Transport Canada, and Windlectric is consulting with them to 
determine how many and which turbines will require lighting as well as lighting specifications. Indicated that 
lighting would likely be similar to the type used on Wolfe Island but specifications have not yet been finalized. 
Provided list of project frequently asked questions.  

October 25, 2012 November 2, 2012 134 Would like a list of the aboriginal groups that have been consulted with. Thanked correspondent for questions regarding archaeology and aboriginal consultation. Stated that the stage 2 
archaeological study was conducted by an archaeologist licensed with the ministry of tourism and culture who 
holds a professional archaeology license. Provided a list of the aboriginal communities being consulted with. 
Provided project contact information for future questions and concerns 

October 25, 2012 November 2, 2012 134 In conducting the archaeological survey, have the archaeologists spoken 
to locals to identify archaeological sites that exist on the Island but may 
not be formally recorded? 
 
Are the four members of the archaeological team licensed 
archaeologists? Could you please provide the names of these individuals. 

Thanked correspondent for questions regarding archaeology and aboriginal consultation. Stated that the stage 2 
archaeological study was conducted by an archaeologist licensed with the ministry of tourism and culture who 
holds a professional archaeology license. Provided a list of the aboriginal communities being consulted with. 
Provided project contact information for future questions and concerns 

November 7, 2012 November 19, 2012 106 Found that in the recent liaison committee minutes a reference was made 
to a final public meeting in January 2012. Asked if this was meant to be 
January 2013, in which case Loyalist township would have received the 
draft REA reports in October and the public can expect them in 
November. Asked if the date was meant to be January 2014. 

Thanked correspondents for their question submitted by email on November 7. Summarized that they were 
inquiring regarding the recent liaison committee meeting records. Stated that as of the week of November 12 the 
liaison committee meeting minutes for September had not yet been finalized and this was why they were not yet 
available on the project website. Also stated that there was an error in the draft document which listed January 
2012 as the date for the final open house, when it should have been January 2013. Stated that the draft REA 
documents had not yet been provided to Loyalist Township, and that the plan is to ensure that the public has 60 
days to review the draft documents prior to the final public open house as per REA regulations.  

December 7, 2012 December 7, 2012 9 Would like to know why the municipal consultation package has not yet 
been posted to the project website. Stated that it was supposed to be 
available to the public as of December 3rd. Would like to be notified when 
information has been posted to the project website. Requested that the 
documents be emailed to them directly. 

Look forward to the correspondents participation in the public consultation process. Indicated that draft REA 
documents had been submitted to the Loyalist Township on December 3rd for the 90 day review period. Stated 
that documents have not yet been released to the public, but a minimum 60 day review period would be given 
prior to the final public open house. When the documents are released to the public, notification and directions on 
how to access these documents will be provided in a letter to residents as well as information posted in local 
newspapers.  

January 2, 2013 January 2, 2013 106 Stated that there have been no changes to the health report written by Dr. 
Ollsen since the initial open house even though there have been 
substantial developments in this area. Stated that they intend to challenge 
this original work based on the bias in the work as well as new material. 

 
The draft Design and Operation Technical Report assesses adverse environmental effects of the proposed 
project (section 5.0) - including Environmental Noise as well as Public Health and Safety.  Algonquin continues to 
retain Intrinsk Environmental to keep us upraised of the latest science with respect to wind turbines and health 
effects.   Our plan is to have representative(s) from Intrinsik Environmental Sciences (either Dr. Ollson or Dr. 
Knopper) in attendance at the final open house(s) that could answer questions with respect to health effects and 
will address any up to date information. 

January 2, 2013 January 4, 2013 106 Thanked Algonquin Power for their previous response. Requested a copy 
of the shadow flicker report as soon as it becomes available. Stated that 
they have estimated that 50 homes and home-sites would be subject to 
more than 30 hours of shadow-flicker per annum, the internationally-
accepted limit 

Stated that the results of the shadow flicker report will be made available at the final public open house. The 
company will be working with the engineering consultant on this item and prior to the open house (March 5 & 6) 
the final the shadow flicker map results will be completed and incorporated on an open house board panel for 
presentation.  A copy of the information can be given to you at the initial open house (March 5th). 
 
Please note:  the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) requirements do not prescribe that a shadow flicker 
analysis be completed and therefore is not required for the REA submission (the plan will not be to include this 
study mapping with the project REA submission). 
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January 6, 2013   106 Provided a story from the Hamilton Spectator regarding the removal of a 
tree holding an eagle nest as part of the Nextera Corp. wind project. 
Asked what might the project has in mind for the Owl Woods. Asked how 
they feel being associated with the wind industry in Ontario. Asked how 
they sleep at night. 

No response required. Information only. 

January 7, 2013   106 Is looking to receive a health report at least 60 days prior to the final 
public meeting so that he can have it reviewed by an expert reviewer. Is 
also looking for a shadow flicker report. Stated that he will be contacting 
the MOE to request that the REA process for the project be put on hold 
until he and his reviewer have been given 60 days to respond to the 
reports.  

No response required. Information only. 

January 13, 2013 January 22, 2013 178 Interested in :  
Project Viability 
Approval Process 
Setbacks 
Property Values 
Land Use 
Visual Impacts 
Community Benefits 

Indicated that their concerns involved: 
Project Viability 
Approval Process 
Setbacks 
Property Values 
Land Use 
Visual Impacts 
Community Benefits 
Stated that these were addressed in the attached project Frequently asked Questions. 

January 21, 2013   72 Letter to indicate that she believes the dates for the second public 
meeting are not suitable as they are set during mid week in the winter. 
Believes that this schedule will cause people to be unable to attend as 
many of the residents spend the winter months in warmer areas. 
Requested that they ask Algonquin Power to set the meetings during the 
spring and summer months so that more residents may attend. 

Letter sent to MOE. No response required. Information only. 

January 25, 2013 January 25, 2013 3 Would like a ball park estimate of the installation of one turbine for the 
project. 

Responded to state that the estimated cost had been projected to be $230 million per turbine for the project. 

January 25, 2013 January 25, 2013 92 Would like an update regarding where the project is in the provincial 
approval process. 

Indicated that the draft REA technical documents had been provided to Loyalist Township and the final public 
openhouse had been scheduled for March 5th, 2013. Stated that the submission of the final REA would happen 
several weeks after the final open house. 

January 29, 2013 February 28, 2013 170 Provided a list of 10 questions pertaining to the project: 
clarification of reference to Hatch, will Stantec take place in the meeting, 
which consultant will be retained for road design, what is the relationship 
between consultants, road design footing, construction traffic, liability of 
engineering consultants, length of public meeting. 
 
Additional questions were provided by Loyalist Township, which were 
received from Mr. Moody on February 11. These included : who are the 
registered professional engineers responsible for safety of the public on 
the project, how will safety of children be assured, do designs meet 
building codes, which parties will be liable for mistakes, attitude of 
professionals at Cataraqui Conservation Centre to construction, effects of 
weather on construction timing, windmill collapse due to high winds, 
blasting during construction, excavation during construction. 

Letter sent to Loyalist Township. Algonquin Power responded on February 28, and CC'd Loyalist Township. All 
21 questions were addressed in this email.  

January 29, 2013   50 Proponent attended a municipal lead Public Town Hall Meeting on 
January 29th, 2013.  The presentation they made at the meeting and 
Q/As was provided. 

No response required. Information only. 
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February 1, 2013 February 8, 2013 134 Corresponded provide thanks for information provided at Amherst Island 
Roads meeting. Feels that questions have been unanswered relating to 
staging area locations and construction routing near school. Asked  if at 
least one more public meeting on the roads agreement could be held. 
Asked if Algonquin Power would use a Town Hall format for the March 5 
and 6 meetings. 

Stated that Algonquin has been reviewing transportation route options for the project and operational plans will 
be developed and reviewed with Town staff. Indicated that if the Council determines that another meeting should 
be held Algonquin would participate. Stated that the format for the public information sessions will be open 
house, drop ion style. 

February 5, 2013 February 21, 2013 72 Concerned about the number of truckloads required to transport 
aggregate for the project, and the road use agreement for the project. 
Concerned about safety of children walking to school. Concerned about 
the setback distance of a proposed turbine site from the school.  

In response to correspondence received on February 5 regarding the coordinated island road infrastructure town 
hall meeting. Indicated that the project considers public safety seriously and emphasized this during the meeting. 
Stated that the information gathered during the meeting will be part of the development of appropriate 
transportation, safety and communications plans for Township review.  

February 8, 2013 February 12, 2013 157 Would like to know the meaning of the term 'rea water' as this area seems 
to include part of their property. 

Indicated that as part of the project a Water Body Assessment was done for the project's 120 meter zone of 
investigation. The mapping indicates what consultants deemed to be a REA water body as defined by Reg 
359/09 

February 11, 2013 February 12, 2013 92 Asked if any provincial approvals still need to be granted for the project Indicated that the draft PDR has a list of provincial authorizations required for the project, and that the company 
is working on these in communication with the appropriate provincial agencies. Provided a link to the draft PDR. 

February 12, 2013 February 21, 2013 176 Provided an extract from an APAI newsletter regarding the public meeting 
concerning the proposed road-use agreement. 

Indicated that the format for the upcoming public information sessions would be open house (drop in style) similar 
to the meetings conducted for the initial public openhouses. 

February 14, 2013 February 21, 2013 176 Provided a letter from APAI  regarding risks of turbine fires, and the 
requirement of fire departments to develop response safety plans to 
address related issues. Asked if Algonquin Power has prepared these 
plans in conjunction with local firefighting services. Another letter from 
APAI, dated the same day, requests a change to the format of the final 
public meeting to a town hall format. 

In response to correspondence received on February 14 regarding the coordinated island road infrastructure 
town hall meeting. Indicated that the project considers public safety seriously and emphasized this during the 
meeting. Stated that the information gathered during the meeting will be part of the development of appropriate 
transportation, safety and communications plans for Township review. Stated that there will be an emergency 
response plan including fire preparedness for use during construction and operations, which it is anticipated the 
Township's emergency fire services would participate in discussion of.  

February 15, 2013 February 25, 2013 72 Requested an alternate format to the open house on March 5. In response to correspondence received on February 15. Indicated that the format for the upcoming public 
information sessions would be open house (drop in style) similar to the meetings conducted for the initial public 
openhouses. 

February 17, 2013 - 72 Request for guidelines from the MOE for meetings mandated by the 
Green Energy Act. Believes that the date of the meeting should be 
changed, and the 'story board' format do not lead to open and recorded 
discussion of issues. 

No response required. Information only.  

February 18, 2013 February 25, 2013 36 Correspondents have reviewed the draft protected properties report and 
find it to be incomplete. Asked: 1) What are you prepared to do to protect 
my house and barn during the construction? 
2) Will you revisit our community and identify properties that may be 
impacted by the construction phase of your project and reassure property 
owners that their homes will be not be damaged? 
3)What steps are you prepared to take to protect the Historic village of 
Stella, it's buildings and it's inhabitants? 
4)What are the dotted lines on our property on either side of Front Road? 
5)Will you agree to a meeting between  the community, the heritage 
consultants and Algonquin Power to address these concerns? 

Thanked them for correspondence sent February 19th. Responded to indicate that project construction activity is 
not anticipated to affect their barn or home. Indicated that the detailed plan for the construction phase of the 
project has not yet been completed. Stated that future traffic plans for the project will consider the safety and 
protection of the public, and that the Draft Heritage Assessment report has proposed mitigation strategies for 
construction. Stated that the dotted lines on either side of Front Road illustrates the zone of investigation for the 
project. Indicated that a public open house will be conducted on march 5 and 6 to address public concerns. 

February 19, 2013 February 25, 2013 72 A letter concerning the Draft Heritage Assessment for the project. 
Concerned about the length of time the individuals conducting the study 
were present on the island. Concerned about: lack of tree cover for 
mitigation, representation of turbines and hedgerows on diagrams, 
reinforcement of fence around Pentland Cemetery, aesthetics of views, 
light emitted from turbines, damage to trees, native encampment, ferry 

 Summarized the items of interest provided in the correspondence including a visual survey of the island, 
plantings around turbines, the pentland cemetery stone fence and navigation lighting. 
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landscape 

February 22, 2013 April 19, 2013 110 President of BOD of the Neilson Store Museum and Culture Centre, finds 
the Draft Heritage Assessment for the project unacceptable. Reasons: 
Front road too close to the entrance of the building to allow construction 
traffic, vibrations resulting from construction could damage the foundation 
of the heritage building, shadow flicker, concerns regarding other heritage 
sites on the island. 

•Provided the following information: The project consultant,(Stantec Consulting Ltd.) undertook a detailed 
assessment of heritage resources compliant with the Ontario Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) 
regulations and guidelines.  Stantec has also provided monitoring recommendations in their draft report 
pertaining to those buildings identified in their analysis.   
 
The company has will commit to these recommendations as discussed and presented at the Loyalist tow ship 
town hall meeting January 29, 2013 (copy of the information – which also discuss items for public safety – can be 
found at the project web site  www.amherstislandwindproject.com)  

February 23, 2013 February 28, 2013 7 Concerned that  the playground area of the school is within the 550 meter 
setback of a proposed turbine site. Concerned about traffic volume 
relating to the construction phase of the project. Concerned about health, 
and provided links to articles regarding impacts on health. Feels that her 
previous questions have not been properly addressed.  

Thanked correspondent for correspondence on February 23, 2013. Stated that the placement of proposed 
turbines adheres to the siting requirements of the regulations.  Indicated that the project considers public safety 
seriously and emphasized this during the meeting. Stated that the information gathered during the meeting will be 
part of the development of appropriate transportation, safety and communications plans for Township review. 
Stated that the final public meeting would be an open house format. 

February 23, 2013   176 A response to Algonquin Power Report: Construction and Operations Use 
of Loyalist Township Roads and Right of Way Space on Amherst Island . 
The response registers opposition to the project an they do not believe it 
is economically viable. Require a viable road use agreement for the 
project. Raised issues of: use of present island roads, the school and 
Stella, the batch plant, ownership of the island roads, environmental 
impact, noise bylaw, tree bylaw, transmission lines, ferry use, extended 
hours, dispute resolution, and traffic management. 

No response required. Information only. Correspondence directed to Loyalist Township Mayor. 

February 24, 2013 - 7 Feels that the information in the Heritage Assessment report disregards 
community heritage. Feels that the dry stone fence in front of Poplar Dell 
should be mentioned in the report. Feels that Poplar Dell's significance 
was not properly considered. Request that the minister not sign off on the 
report due to inaccuracies regarding Poplar Dell and other heritage 
buildings in the village of Stella which were not mentioned. 

No response required. Information only. Comments covered under ongoing revisions and discussions with 
MTCS. 

February 27, 2013 March 1, 2013 134 Requested clarification regarding the deadline for submission of 
comments and questions following the final public meeting. 

All comments received by March 15th will be included in the consultation report to be submitted to the MOE. 

February 28, 2013   80 Indicated that he is a participating landowner who has not received mail 
outs. Provided his contact information. 

No response required. Information only.  

February 28, 2013 March 4, 2013 46 Purchased a property on the island with intent of retiring there. 
Concerned about health and impacts to wildlife resulting from the project. 

Summarized that the content of their email submitted February 28th was concerned with Health and Safety and 
wildlife and the natural environment. Provided a frequently asked questions to address these concerns. Provided 
information regarding the final public open houses for the project. 

March 2, 2013   9 Feels that a baseline survey of the health of residents should be 
conducted prior to the commencement of the project. Concerned that the 
project may force people to leave their homes. 

No response required. Information only.  

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 36 Feels that there needs to be a pre and post construction inspection of 
heritage properties to determine that no damage has occurred to these 
properties. Requesting a change in meeting format as many people are 
overwhelmed by the project and thrown off by the poster board format. 
Would like an open forum style meeting like the one held on January 
29th. 

 Response provided indicated that at this time there is no plan to pre-inspect specific property structures, 
however, the decision on this item is not final and may be considered by the project management team and 
contractor. The open style information board format that  was used at the recent March 5th and 6th public open 
houses with respect to updating the public on the project (complying with the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) 
requirements) allows for more in depth one on one discussion of items of interest to individuals as well as 
allowing those less comfortable with speaking publically to voice their opinions and concerns to the subject 
matter experts. In addition this format allows individuals the opportunity to effectively obtain the information 
related to the subject matter they are interested in and formally submit questions and comments which become 
part of the public record without requiring them to attend the entire session.  There is no upcoming future plan to 
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coordinate another meeting to update the public on the project prior to the submission of REA application.   

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 101 Provided a letter with comments and questions for Algonquin 
Power/Windlectric Inc.  Questions were in regards to: expected answers 
for questions submitted on December 6 & 7; format of the public meeting 
and ability for community to have question/answer session; information 
included in Heritage Assessment report in regards to property is incorrect; 
research completed on the local power grid ability to support turbines; 
community benefits and Vibrancy fund; the non-support for the project by 
most islanders; jobs for the project;  supplemental income for participating 
landowners; damages encountered during construction/operations and 
the procedure or process in place for compensation; protection of the 
Village of Stella/ children /businesses and the plans in place; and when 
the consultation report is available and can be reviewed? 

Provided the following information: • Public Open House format – as mentioned in the January 29th Loyalist 
Township town hall meeting the format for the public information sessions was an open house (drop in style) 
meetings similar to what was coordinated for the initial public open houses. This method is accepted by the 
Ministry of Environment for consultation. The open style format allows for more in depth one on one discussion of 
items of interest to individuals as well as allowing those less comfortable with speaking publically to voice their 
opinions and concerns to the subject matter experts. In addition this format allows individuals the opportunity to 
effectively obtain the information related to the subject matter they are interested in and formally submit questions 
and comments which become part of the public record without requiring them to attend the entire session..  • 
Estimated permanent employment – there could be approximately 4-6 full time jobs related to the operation of the 
project. These individuals will live in the area and will be at the site during normal business hours. Detailed 
qualifications for the Windlectric positions have not yet been developed but individuals would likely require, 
among other things, experience in facilities management preferably in the energy sector.• Draft Heritage 
Assessment Report:o The project consultant (Stantec Consulting Ltd.) subject matter expert assessed the island 
and determined (based on Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport requirements and guidelines) which buildings 
should be designated as Heritage Resources.  On a case by case basis we will consider requests for assessing 
residences potentially impacted by construction, in coordination with advice from a qualified and competent 
engineer with previous experience working with heritage buildings under similar circumstances.o The project 
consultant met with the local Heritage Committee and on March 5th and 6th toured the island with local residents 
to discuss the report and potential heritage resources.  These comments have been incorporated into the reports 
where applicable. • As described in the Draft Design and Operation report a Complaint protocol will be developed 
and presented public when completed.  In general any damage should be brought to the attention of Windlectric’s 
site manager who will be on site and available throughout the construction process. The site manager with 
support from head office in Oakville will coordinate with the landowner to assess any damage caused by the 
construction activities and determine the appropriate course of action to repair or replace the damage if possible 
or otherwise to reasonably compensate the landowner for the damage.• The project will provide additional tax 
revenue for the township, a portion of which directly benefits the school board. The remainder of the tax revenue 
may be used by the township in whatever manner the administration deems most appropriate at that time. In 
addition, Windlectric is negotiating a Community Benefits Agreement, details of which were provided at the Public 
Open Houses. • Public Safety – as discussed at the January 29th Township Town hall meeting the plan will be to 
develop the necessary Transportation/ Traffic management plan to discuss and present to the Township.  Public 
safety (including children safety) is extremely important and the company will be working with the appropriate 
subject matter experts to develop the necessary planning document with the appropriate and reasonable controls 
are in place.  The concern over child safety around the island and particularly near the school is one that 
Windlectric understands is very important to all of the residents on Amherst Island. • The Consultation Report will 
be submitted to the Ministry of Environment at the time of the Renewable Energy Approval application.  This 
report will be posted on the project web site at that time as well.   

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 5 Indicated attendance at the public meeting was to gather further 
information on the project as appears to impact retirement home. 
Indicated that information on noise, flicker and property has contradicted 
public documents, veiwscapes, and images were unrealistic and ignored 
impacts. Appropriate sitting of power project, so that construction and 
operation do not harm people or environment or cause loses. Advised 
that the project is very close to rural areas, and near owls and eagles. 
Suggested mitigation for noise, especially low frequency and infrasound 
so people are not driven from their homes by project operation. 

Provided the following information: Windlectric will not be completing any assessments at this time. We will at a 
later date and prior to construction be completing assessment for individual buildings and buildings within cultural 
heritage landscapes identified in the Heritage Assessment and Protected Properties Reports.  On a case by case 
basis we will consider requests for assessing buildings potentially impacted by construction, in coordination with 
advice from a qualified and competent engineer with previous experience working with heritage buildings under 
similar circumstances. 

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 9 Commented that the noise from wind turbines will impact sites across the 
entire landscape on the Island. There will be no place on can go to get 
away from this. Inquired as to the levels of noise on any given day. 
Questioned why in the Protected Properties and Heritage Assessment 
documents there was  not Noise included or destruction, alteration, 
shadows , and isolation etc.?  Indicated that noise is a definite 
quantifiable impact that could affect people’s health and personal or 

• Health effects – as presented in the recent public open houses health and medical agencies agree that when 
sited properly, wind turbines are not causally related to adverse effects. This information was discussed with 
many stakeholders during the meetings by the subject matter experts from Intrinsik Consulting.  Note:  the 
proposed Amherst Island wind project will adhere to the provincial regulations for setbacks related to non-
participating residents.    
• The company communicates with Doris Dumais, Director, office at the Ministry of Environment. 
• Estimated permanent employment – there could be a potential expected for approximately 4-6 full time jobs 
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public property enjoyment/use.  Inquired as to what the name and contact 
information is for the person at MOE the proponent is communication with 
regarding this file and what is the project file number? Also, had a number 
of questions concerning: jobs produced by project, information that 
turbines that ensures they will not impact quality of life, property values 
and health.  Stated that it is completely unbelievable and ethically 
unacceptable that Algonquin Power proposes to severely impact island 
public school/community centre and Village of Stella.  Inquired if 
Algonquin Power ever bought out a non-participating receptor on any past 
project? If so, which project and why? 

related to the operation of the project. These individuals will live in the area and will be at the site during normal 
business hours. Detailed qualifications for the Windlectric positions have not yet been developed but individuals 
would likely require, among other things, experience in facilities management preferably in the renewable energy 
sector. 
• The company has never purchased the property of a non-participating receptor for any past projects.   

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 125 Opposed to the project as they feel the island is not a suitable site. 
Concerned about construction traffic, bird and bat deaths, and human 
health. 

Indicated that their concerns involved health and safety and concerns about wildlife and the natural environment. 
Stated that these were addressed in the attached project FAQ 

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 212 Resubmitting questions submitted on December 6, 2011 and requesting 
answers before March 21, 2013. Requested a copy of the Proposed 
project area map. Questions relate to: legal right to include properties 
from non-participating landowners in project map, legal right to trespass 
on properties of non-participating landowners, health, property values, 
and proximity of employees homes to turbines. 

 The information provided illustrated the Project Study Area which was delineated, at that time, in order to comply 
with the Provincial Environmental Assessment process (note: in September 2009 the government instituted the 
Green Energy Act which amended the assessment process for renewable energy projects).2. Current Project 
Study Area mapping that has been presented to the public. The map illustrates project boundaries which are 
publicly available and illustrates the Project Study Area. Stated that not aware of the number of employees living 
within one kilometer of wind turbines however of an employee of our contract operator, working at a company 
wind project (i.e. “St. Leon Wind Project”) that lives within one kilometer of a wind turbine.  Stated that health 
queries were addressed in the attached project Frequently asked Questions. Also a copy of the Health 
information board panel that was presented at the March 5th and March 6th open house is attached (note: all of 
the information panels have been uploaded to the project web site – www.amherstislandwindproject.com.)  

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 83 Indicated attendance at the public meeting was to gather further 
information on the project as appears to impact retirement home. 
Indicated that information on noise, flicker and property has contradicted 
public documents, veiwscapes, and images were unrealistic and ignored 
impacts. Appropriate sitting of power project, so that construction and 
operation do not harm people or environment or cause loses. Advised 
that the project is very close to rural areas, and near owls and eagles. 
Suggested mitigation for noise, especially low frequency and infrasound 
so people are not driven from their homes by project operation. 

Provided the following response about noise, please review the Noise Assessment Report(Attachment B to the 
Design and Operations Report) provided on the Project website identified below. Additionally, the Project website 
provides several other resources on current research into noise impacts from wind turbines. 
 
Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 38 Requested to be sent any information on numbers of migrating birds 
through Amherst Island and Wolfe Island. 

Your request was to obtain information with respect to avian migration for Amherst Island and Wolfe Island.  The 
Amherst Island wind project web site (www.amherstislandwindproject.com) has a copy of the Draft Natural 
Heritage Assessment Report which will have all the information that the project consultant (Stantec) accumulated 
during their field assessment.  With respect to the TransAlta Wolfe Island wind project I would encourage you to 
contact the company for details on their project, however, the TransAlta web link 
(http://www.transalta.com/facilities/plants-operation/wolfe-island) will take you to the Wolfe Island project (which 
includes post construction monitoring and related reports) 

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 7 Provided a letter with comments and questions at final public meeting. 
Questions were in regards to community partnership with Algonquin 
Power, format of the public meeting and ability for community to review 
reports; heritage properties and features; compensation for damage to 
buildings; historic properties, community benefits and Vibrancy fund; 
supplemental income for participating landowners; Natural Heritage 
Report’s exclusion of bats and bat monitoring; construction transport 
route to avoid school zone and the Village of Stella; dangerous proximity 
of turbines to children play areas.  Indicated that the project is not 
welcomed by the majority of residents and the community does not 

Provided the following information: 
o The project consultant (Stantec Consulting Ltd.) subject matter expert assessed the island and determined 
(based on Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport requirements and guidelines) which buildings should be 
designated as Heritage Resources.  On a case by case basis we will consider requests for assessing residences 
potentially impacted by construction, in coordination with advice from a qualified and competent engineer with 
previous experience working with heritage buildings under similar circumstances. 
o The project consultant met with the local Heritage Committee and on March 5th and 6th toured the island with 
local residents to discuss the report and potential heritage resources.  These comments have been incorporated 
into the reports where applicable.  
o The report considers the buildings located within the Village of Stella.   
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support. Requested that a comment be made to this. o As described in the Draft Design and Operation report a Complaint protocol will be developed and presented 
public when completed.  In general any damage should be brought to the attention of Windlectric’s site manager 
who will be on site and available throughout the construction process. The site manager with support from head 
office in Oakville will coordinate with the landowner to assess any damage caused by the construction activities 
and determine the appropriate course of action to repair or replace the damage if possible or otherwise to 
reasonably compensate the landowner for the damage. 
• The project will provide additional tax revenue for the township, a portion of which directly benefits the school 
board. The remainder of the tax revenue may be used by the township in whatever manner the administration 
deems most appropriate at that time. In addition, Windlectric is negotiating a Community Benefits Agreement 
similar to the one from Haldimand County which was forwarded to you by Jeff Norman.  
• Draft Natural Heritage Assessment Report - the project consultant (Stantec Consulting Ltd.) completed a 
comprehensive assessment of the project study area in order to comply with the Ministry of Natural Resources 
(MNR) requirements and guidelines.  The MNR has provided a letter of confirmation indicating the report was 
prepared (including mitigation measures) using established MNR procedures and is acceptable.  This letter will 
be included in the future Renewable Energy Approval application package.   
• Bats - The project consultant (Stantec Consulting Ltd.) undertook a detailed field assessment for the project and 
complied with the Ministry of Natural Resources protocol for assessing bat habitat on Amherst Island.  The 
company is confident in the consultant’s analysis and comments in the draft for the Natural Heritage Assessment 
and Environmental Impact Study report.  Note:  this information has also been discussed with the Ministry of 
Natural Resources.      
• Public Safety – as discussed at the January 29th Township Town hall meeting the plan will be to develop the 
necessary Transportation/ Traffic management plan to discuss and present to the Township.  Public safety 
(including children safety) is extremely important and the company will be working with the appropriate subject 
matter experts to develop the necessary planning document with the appropriate and reasonable controls are in 
place.  The concern over child safety around the island and particularly near the school is one that Windlectric 
understands is very important to all of the residents on Amherst Island.  
• Health effects – as presented in the recent public open houses health and medical agencies agree that when 
sited properly, wind turbines are not causally related to adverse effects. This information was discussed with 
many stakeholders during the public meetings by the subject matter experts from Intrinsik Consulting.  Note:  the 
proposed Amherst Island wind project will adhere to the provincial regulations for setbacks related to non-
participating residents.    

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 85 Supports project. Advised that the most important issues to island 
residents is the safety of island school children during construction. 
Suggested if there were a way to avoid village and school area it would 
help establish good faith with community. 

Provided the following information: Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in 
which our projects are developed. The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be 
documented in the suite of reports and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) 
application. The REA documents, among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of 
the proposed project on a wide range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those 
identified by you). Where necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to 
mitigate potential effects to the natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 91 Indicated that they can provide services that might be useful during 
construction or operation of the wind facility. Inquired as to whether the 
contract is transferable, if someone buys or sells a farm that was sited for 
a turbine. 

Provided the following information: Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in 
which our projects are developed. The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be 
documented in the suite of reports and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) 
application. The REA documents, among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of 
the proposed project on a wide range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those 
identified by you). Where necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to 
mitigate potential effects to the natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 98 Suggested review of Ben Lansink’s recent report Oct, 2012.    Report 
Feb, 2010, is not updated and is incorrect. 
Need to reimburse property owners who do not have turbines. Inquires as 
to how the people will be compensated? 

Provided the following information::You inquired as to how Windlectric Inc. will compensate people (island 
landowners) who do not have wind turbines on their property (or for loss of property value - you recommended 
that we review the recent Ben Lansink report (October 2012) on the subject).  As mentioned the company does 
not believe there will be any loss to property values. Based upon the published reports reviewed to date in other 
areas with established wind plants, there is little evidence of a material negative effect on property value as a 
result of the presence of wind plants.  Windlectric Inc. does not intend to compensate home owners for any 
changes (either positive or negative) to property values.  
Windlectric acknowledges public comments and concerns related to potential property value impacts.  Based 
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upon the published reports reviewed to date based on data from other areas with established wind plants, there 
is little evidence of a material negative effect on property value as a result of the presence of a wind project.  A 
recent decision in 2012 by the Ontario Assessment Review Board ruled that there is no evidence that the 
presence of a wind farm affected the value of a waterfront property on Wolfe Island located in the Township of 
Frontenac Islands on Lake Ontario. As a result of their review and subsequent findings, the Board concluded that 
there was nothing to indicate that the value of the property had been negatively affected by the creation or 
operation of the wind farm and confirmed Municipal Property Assessment Corporation’s (MPAC) assessment of 
the property. To date, MPAC’s analysis of sales has not indicated that the presence of wind turbines that are 
either abutting or in proximity to a property has either a positive or negative impact on its value. 

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 141 Supports project. Indicated that Project Team left almost no unanswered 
questions. Advised that key issue to address through public consultation 
would be providing public information. 

Provided the following information: Please find enclosed an updated Frequently Asked Questions document 
containing information on topics of interest related to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns 
(similar to your comments) brought forward by stakeholders was developed to provide general responses to 
those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website and sent directly to individual 
stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout the Project. 
 
Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 194 Opposed to the project. Indicated disagreement with the findings 
presented at the public meeting.  Advised that some key issues that need 
to be addressed, include: impacts to way of life, birds, bats and turtles; 
noise; flicker; and property values. Requested that turbines no be put on 
Amherst Island. 

Provided the following information: Please find enclosed an updated Frequently Asked Questions document 
containing information on topics of interest related to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns 
(similar to your comments) brought forward by stakeholders was developed to provide general responses to 
those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website and sent directly to individual 
stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout the Project. 
 
Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 202 Advised that the Heritage Report was ‘laughable’, short sighted, full of 
errors, and significant properties that were not included. Inquired as to 
where the criteria was obtained for judgments made to each property. 
Requested further explanation as to the action that will be taken to 
preserve the island heritage once the report has been corrected. 

Provided the following information:• Insurance – Section 2.8 of the project feed in Tariff Contract with the Ontario 
Power Authority requires that Windlectric Inc. maintain appropriate levels of insurance coverage throughout the 
life of the contract. You can find a copy of the FIT Contract version 1.3 here 
http://fit.powerauthority.on.ca/program-resources/program-archives• Draft Heritage Assessment Report:o The 
project consultant (Stantec Consulting Ltd.) subject matter expert assessed the island and determined (based on 
Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport requirements and guidelines) which buildings should be designated as 
Heritage Resources.  On a case by case basis we will consider requests for assessing buildings potentially 
impacted by construction, in coordination with advice from a qualified and competent engineer with previous 
experience working with heritage buildings under similar circumstances.o The project consultant met with the 
local Heritage Committee and on March 5th and 6th toured the island with local residents to discuss the report 
and potential heritage resources.  These comments have been incorporated into the reports where applicable. • 
Bunkie – thank you for information pertaining to your Bunkie.  Based on the description you provided, and 
photographic information, we believe this structure does not comply with the Ministry of Environment definition of 
a noise receptor.  • Project components are located on properties owned by individuals that have signed 
landowner lease agreements.• Heritage resources - The project consultant (Stantec Consulting Ltd.) subject 
matter expert assessed the island and determined (based on Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport requirements 
and guidelines) which buildings should be designated as Heritage Resources.  Their assessment also considered 
the stone fences.  Please find enclosed an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing 
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information on topics of interest related to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns (similar to your 
comments) brought forward by stakeholders was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  
This document is also available on the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  
The comments/responses will be updated throughout the Project. 

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 202 Submitted questions regarding the decommissioning, including: who will 
in trust of this; when will fund be in place and who will govern fund for 
decommission; how cable is buried; cement removal and rehab of 
agricultural land. Requested truthful answers to decommissioning  
questions to be answered by Sean Fairfield.  

Provided the following information: 
• Insurance – Section 2.8 of the project feed in Tariff Contract with the Ontario Power Authority requires that 
Windlectric Inc. maintain appropriate levels of insurance coverage throughout the life of the contract. You can find 
a copy of the FIT Contract version 1.3 here http://fit.powerauthority.on.ca/program-resources/program-archives 
• Draft Heritage Assessment Report: 
o The project consultant (Stantec Consulting Ltd.) subject matter expert assessed the island and determined 
(based on Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport requirements and guidelines) which buildings should be 
designated as Heritage Resources.  On a case by case basis we will consider requests for assessing buildings 
potentially impacted by construction, in coordination with advice from a qualified and competent engineer with 
previous experience working with heritage buildings under similar circumstances. 
o The project consultant met with the local Heritage Committee and on March 5th and 6th toured the island with 
local residents to discuss the report and potential heritage resources.  These comments have been incorporated 
into the reports where applicable.  
• Bunkie – thank you for information pertaining to your Bunkie.  Based on the description you provided, and 
photographic information, we believe this structure does not comply with the Ministry of Environment definition of 
a noise receptor.   
• Project components are located on properties owned by individuals that have signed landowner lease 
agreements. 
• Heritage resources - The project consultant (Stantec Consulting Ltd.) subject matter expert assessed the island 
and determined (based on Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport requirements and guidelines) which buildings 
should be designated as Heritage Resources.  Their assessment also considered the stone fences.   
 
Please find enclosed an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of 
interest related to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns (similar to your comments) brought 
forward by stakeholders was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also 
available on the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The 
comments/responses will be updated throughout the Project. 

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 202 Inquired as to who provided the liability insurance coverage for the total 
time the turbine is constructed, functioning and decommissioned?; does 
this coverage cove the Proponent  leasing out their land as well as 
Algonquin? Indicated that the possible liability issues are endless, and 
can include oils spills, fires, fallen blades, ice flinging, property and 
human damage, stray voltage, health issues, interruption in drainage 
systems, disruption of wells, and destruction of heritage landmark. 
Requested information as to what the plan is to guarantee the liability 
insurance is in place for the length of the project, including 
decommissioning.  Indicated disappointment with the carbon copy 
responses from questions at the first information meeting. 

Provided the following information:• Insurance – Section 2.8 of the project feed in Tariff Contract with the Ontario 
Power Authority requires that Windlectric Inc. maintain appropriate levels of insurance coverage throughout the 
life of the contract. You can find a copy of the FIT Contract version 1.3 here 
http://fit.powerauthority.on.ca/program-resources/program-archives• Draft Heritage Assessment Report:o The 
project consultant (Stantec Consulting Ltd.) subject matter expert assessed the island and determined (based on 
Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport requirements and guidelines) which buildings should be designated as 
Heritage Resources.  On a case by case basis we will consider requests for assessing buildings potentially 
impacted by construction, in coordination with advice from a qualified and competent engineer with previous 
experience working with heritage buildings under similar circumstances.o The project consultant met with the 
local Heritage Committee and on March 5th and 6th toured the island with local residents to discuss the report 
and potential heritage resources.  These comments have been incorporated into the reports where applicable. • 
Bunkie – thank you for information pertaining to your Bunkie.  Based on the description you provided, and 
photographic information, we believe this structure does not comply with the Ministry of Environment definition of 
a noise receptor.  • Project components are located on properties owned by individuals that have signed 
landowner lease agreements.• Heritage resources - The project consultant (Stantec Consulting Ltd.) subject 
matter expert assessed the island and determined (based on Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport requirements 
and guidelines) which buildings should be designated as Heritage Resources.  Their assessment also considered 
the stone fences.  Please find enclosed an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing 
information on topics of interest related to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns (similar to your 
comments) brought forward by stakeholders was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  
This document is also available on the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  
The comments/responses will be updated throughout the Project. 
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March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 28 Correspondent indicated that he is a farmer who raises registered 
Holstein Cattle and standard bred horses and the proposed transmission 
line which traverses property is not permitted and shall not be accepted in 
this location.  Advised that the cattle regularly cross the road allowance 
and electrocution has been experienced in such situation; and an 
alternate route must replace this plan of cable transmission. Also, 
indicated that the proposed cable is too close to renovated historic stone 
dwelling and dry stone fence. Requested a reply to alternative route and 
plan within four days. 

Provided the following information: 
• Insurance – Section 2.8 of the project feed in Tariff Contract with the Ontario Power Authority requires that 
Windlectric Inc. maintain appropriate levels of insurance coverage throughout the life of the contract. You can find 
a copy of the FIT Contract version 1.3 here http://fit.powerauthority.on.ca/program-resources/program-archives 
• Draft Heritage Assessment Report: 
o The project consultant (Stantec Consulting Ltd.) subject matter expert assessed the island and determined 
(based on Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport requirements and guidelines) which buildings should be 
designated as Heritage Resources.  On a case by case basis we will consider requests for assessing buildings 
potentially impacted by construction, in coordination with advice from a qualified and competent engineer with 
previous experience working with heritage buildings under similar circumstances. 
o The project consultant met with the local Heritage Committee and on March 5th and 6th toured the island with 
local residents to discuss the report and potential heritage resources.  These comments have been incorporated 
into the reports where applicable.  
• Bunkie – thank you for information pertaining to your Bunkie.  Based on the description you provided, and 
photographic information, we believe this structure does not comply with the Ministry of Environment definition of 
a noise receptor.   
• Project components are located on properties owned by individuals that have signed landowner lease 
agreements. 
• Heritage resources - The project consultant (Stantec Consulting Ltd.) subject matter expert assessed the island 
and determined (based on Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport requirements and guidelines) which buildings 
should be designated as Heritage Resources.  Their assessment also considered the stone fences.   
 
Please find enclosed an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of 
interest related to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns (similar to your comments) brought 
forward by stakeholders was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also 
available on the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The 
comments/responses will be updated throughout the Project. 

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 184 Needs  will only be met once the project is cancelled. Indicated ,that 
people should have the right to peace and quiet in their homes and on 
their property.  Also, children should not have a turbine towering over 
their school and yard. Advised that the area is the eastern North 
American migration flyway, and there should not be turbines here.  
Questioned in decision to remove the 3 turbines necessary to comply with 
limits of project, why not remove turbine right behind the school, and this 
would sooth the fears of community. If this turbine in not removed the 
proponent will be disrespecting community. 

Provided the following information:                                                                                                                                                                                                                                       
• Removal of S06 - Your comments about removing turbine S06 from the project layout will be included in the 
project Renewable Energy Approval consultation report.   
• Health Effects - Health and medical agencies agree that when sited properly, wind turbines are not causally 
related to adverse effects. This information was discussed with many stakeholders during the meetings by the 
subject matter experts from Intrinsik Consulting.  Note:  the proposed Amherst Island wind project will adhere to 
the provincial regulations for setbacks related to non-participating residents.    
• Property Values - Windlectric acknowledges public comments and concerns related to potential property value 
impacts.  Based upon the published reports reviewed to date based on data from other areas with established 
wind plants, there is little evidence of a material negative effect on property value as a result of the presence of a 
wind project.  A recent decision in 2012 by the Ontario Assessment Review Board ruled that there is no evidence 
that the presence of a wind farm affected the value of a waterfront property on Wolfe Island located in the 
Township of Frontenac Islands on Lake Ontario. As a result of their review and subsequent findings, the Board 
concluded that there was nothing to indicate that the value of the property had been negatively affected by the 
creation or operation of the wind farm and confirmed the Municipal Property Assessment Corporation’s (MPAC) 
assessment of the property. To date, MPAC’s analysis of sales has not indicated that the presence of wind 
turbines that are either abutting or in proximity to a property has either a positive or negative impact on its value. 
 
Please find enclosed an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of 
interest related to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns (similar to your comments) brought 
forward by stakeholders was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also 
responses available on the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The 
comments/responses will be updated throughout the Project. 

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 51 Correspondent indicated he has severe tinnitus, which is documented, 
and the condition is greatly exacerbated by low frequency vibration and 
noise. Indicated concerns that the turbines will negatively impact health 
and reduce enjoyment of peaceful rural setting. Inquired as to what plan 

Provided the following information:                                                                                                                                                                                                                                       
• Removal of S06 - Your comments about removing turbine S06 from the project layout will be included in the 
project Renewable Energy Approval consultation report.  • Health Effects - Health and medical agencies agree 
that when sited properly, wind turbines are not causally related to adverse effects. This information was 
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is in place to recompense neighboring homeowners adjacent to turbines 
in the event they must move. Advised that there are over 100 bird 
dwellings near property and a turbine would destroy the bird environment; 
and questioned how this can be justified?  

discussed with many stakeholders during the meetings by the subject matter experts from Intrinsik Consulting.  
Note:  the proposed Amherst Island wind project will adhere to the provincial regulations for setbacks related to 
non-participating residents.   • Property Values - Windlectric acknowledges public comments and concerns 
related to potential property value impacts.  Based upon the published reports reviewed to date based on data 
from other areas with established wind plants, there is little evidence of a material negative effect on property 
value as a result of the presence of a wind project.  A recent decision in 2012 by the Ontario Assessment Review 
Board ruled that there is no evidence that the presence of a wind farm affected the value of a waterfront property 
on Wolfe Island located in the Township of Frontenac Islands on Lake Ontario. As a result of their review and 
subsequent findings, the Board concluded that there was nothing to indicate that the value of the property had 
been negatively affected by the creation or operation of the wind farm and confirmed the Municipal Property 
Assessment Corporation’s (MPAC) assessment of the property. To date, MPAC’s analysis of sales has not 
indicated that the presence of wind turbines that are either abutting or in proximity to a property has either a 
positive or negative impact on its value.Please find enclosed an updated Frequently Asked Questions document 
containing information on topics of interest related to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns 
(similar to your comments) brought forward by stakeholders was developed to provide general responses to 
those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website and sent directly to individual 
stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout the Project. 

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 154 Opposed to the entire project.  Indicated that information continues to 
ignore existing gaps in what is known and studies are still incomplete.  
Concerned about the lack of democratic process and most islanders are 
against the turbine project. An industrial wind project should not be set up 
within a small community; it should be in an uninhabited area. One 
turbine specifically is too close to school, and the Village of Stella is at 
risk with the construction traffic which will go through it. 

Provided the following information:                                                                                                                                                                                                                           
Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   
 
With the assistance of Stantec Consulting Ltd., Windlectric is consulting and engaging with various stakeholders 
including agencies, Aboriginal communities, members of the public, and non-governmental organizations 
regarding this Project, which will include responding to comments received from these parties.  While responding 
to input does not always require agreement with comments being provided, we will ensure that all comments are 
taken into consideration and are responded to in a meaningful manner.   

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 114 Stated that the project is too large for this small peaceful island. 
Suggested to choose an area that is less populated for the project.  
Concerned for the birds (i.e., bird sanctuary) and unreasonable setbacks 
and disturbing their peaceful lifestyle. Questioned how the proponent can 
with a clear conscience go ahead with this proposal, knowing so many 
people are unhappy about he and not enough health studies have been 
completed regarding large turbines. 

Provided the following information:: Provided the following information: One item of interest you identified 
pertained to the lack of health studies regarding large wind turbines. Health and medical agencies agree that 
when sited properly, wind turbines are not causally related to adverse effects. This information was discussed 
with many stakeholders during the meetings by the subject matter experts from Intrinsik Consulting.  Note:  the 
proposed Amherst Island wind project will adhere to the provincial regulations for setbacks related to non-
participating residents.    
 
Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 13 Correspondent commented that she is a victim of the proposed project. 
The project has taken away the municipalities power to say NO.  Advised 
that the story board at the public meeting all tell Algonquin Power’s story  
denying much research that has been done about aspects of the project 
such as health, property value, and wildlife kills etc.  Indicated that key 
issues to consider during consultation would be: health effects of turbines; 
bird kills (especially raptors); and bat mortality. Would like the project to 
consider the fact that island is a peaceful quiet rural area. Does not 

Provided the following information: In response to your specific question about pedestrian safety in the village, we 
are confident that through careful planning, marshaling, strict enforcement of speed limits and other safety 
measures that we will be able to maintain public safety. We will be developing a comprehensive transportation 
and traffic management plan which will outline all of the procedures that will be in place to ensure public safety 
and we will endeavour to notify all stakeholders when the plan is available for review.  Loyalist Township will be 
consulted about the transportation and traffic management plan. Please find enclosed an updated Frequently 
Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related to wind power.  This list of 
common questions/concerns (similar to your previous comments) brought forward by stakeholders was 
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believe the project will use services from community, but will bring in big 
machinery and operators from off shore.  Stated that Ontario has lost 
manufactories and the demand for energy is low and Ontario pays to 
have wind turbine energy taken by the USA. Questions then why is 
Ontario ‘hell-bent’ on producing more?? Also, question why is Kathleen 
Wynne saying nothing about resolving municipal governments the rest 
are to manage their own decision e.g.. Repeal that part of the GEA. A 
conservative have put forth Bill 2- will the Liberals support it? 

developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the 
Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be 
updated throughout the Project. 

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 186 Advised that the shadow flicker question from the first public meeting has 
not had a proper response. Inquired as to what impacts turbines, S30, 
S26, S18, S13 and possible S07 will have on their property? Also, 
questioned, how many hours per day do Algonquin/Windlectric feel is 
acceptable for shadow flicker on a residence? Asked if the proponent is 
considering the type of red lights on the top of the turbines to be ones 
operated with radar that only come on with an oncoming plane?  If not, 
why not? And where is the dock to be located on the mainland? 

Provided the following information: 
• Draft Shadow Flicker report  – as presented in the recent public open houses the project health consultant 
(Intrinsik) stipulated that there is no scientific evidence suggesting that shadow flicker from wind turbines poses a 
health risk.  A copy of the Shadow Flicker report was made available at the Public Open Houses.  An electronic 
copy is available on the project website. 
• Draft Heritage Assessment and Protected Properties report – your recommendations have been noted and 
some of them have already been documented by the consultant in their report.  Your additional items will be 
considered.   
• Location of mainland dock – the proposed location was presented at the Public Open Houses and is made 
available in the draft REA documents.  The storyboards from the public meeting and the draft reports are 
available on the project website. 
• Lights - Transport Canada will provide recommendations as to lighting requirements for the turbine towers and 
Windlectric Inc. will examine all options in order to satisfy Transport Canada. 
 
Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 75 Concerned about habit, bird and bat mortality and environmental surveys. 
Advised that woodlands 25 and 26 are used by roosting short-eared owls. 
Commented that the Kingston Field Naturalist have sent a detailed list of 
deficient in the environment assessment. 

The company has received the Kingston Field Naturalist (KFN) comments regarding the Draft Natural Heritage 
Assessment Report.  The project consultant (Stantec) completed a comprehensive assessment of the project 
study area in compliance with the Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR) reporting requirements.  The MNR has 
provided a letter of confirmation indicating the report (including mitigation measures) was prepared  using 
established MNR procedures and is acceptable.  This letter will be included in the final Renewable Energy 
Approval application package.  A separate response letter will be provided to KFN in response to their comments.   
 
Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 26 Advised that the Marine Archeology Report did not mention ‘the Bulger’ 
an 80 foot schooner with mast intact visible from Stella Bay which sank in 
the 1800s, and is a popular diving wreck. Concerned with VIA distortion, 
18mm lens? Questioned if proponent can make the methodology and 
meta data available. Would like clarification on VIA methodology and 
confirmation if schooner was in the marine archeology study area 
boundaries. 

Provided the following information: The Draft Underwater Archaeological Assessment Report, completed by the 
consultant (Stantec Consulting Ltd.), appropriately assessed (by a licensed archeologist) the area of interest.  A 
letter of confirmation has been obtained from the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) indicating the 
field assessments and reporting are consistent with their requirements.  This document will be included in the 
project Renewable Energy Approval application documentation. 

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 173 Advised that on property they have original house and barn, which 
include original beams and foundations, and is built by Irish immigrants in 

Provided the following information:Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in 
which our projects are developed. The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be 
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1879. Also, indicated they could provide further information to be included 
in the Heritage Assessment Report. 

documented in the suite of reports and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) 
application. The REA documents, among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of 
the proposed project on a wide range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those 
identified by you). Where necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to 
mitigate potential effects to the natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

March 5, 2013   136 Provided information on building, advising that it was built in the 1860-
1870s and was the Royal Hotel, Domain Hotel and the general store, 
used to be Glen store, there has since been a rear addition. Also 
provided, that the building was etched and owned by Jas McDonough, 
the counter top was bar in hotel, some original doors, built on bedrock, 
basement has long beams visible, has been a post office at least for the 
20th Century , green coal shed to rear contemporaneous.  Indicated that 
no response necessary, but would like the report to updated.  

No response required. Information only 

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 143 Indicated that the responses provided at public meeting were scripted.  
Key issues to be addressed would be approval only through referendum 
for property owners immediately impacts; in this case of Amherst Island.  
Advised that the pristine migratory bird area should be considered. 
Commented that whether the project proceeds or not, they require 
compensation for 100% loss in value to property. The only change to AI 
to impact our MPAC assessment is the introduction of this project, 
resulting in a depreciation in value of property by 42%. 

Provided the following information: 
Windlectric acknowledges public comments and concerns related to potential property value impacts.  Based 
upon the published reports reviewed to date based on data from other areas with established wind plants, there 
is little evidence of a material negative effect on property value as a result of the presence of a wind project.  A 
recent decision in 2012 by the Ontario Assessment Review Board ruled that there is no evidence that the 
presence of a wind farm affected the value of a waterfront property on Wolfe Island located in the Township of 
Frontenac Islands on Lake Ontario. As a result of their review and subsequent findings, the Board concluded that 
there was nothing to indicate that the value of the property had been negatively affected by the creation or 
operation of the wind farm and confirmed the Municipal Property Assessment Corporation’s (MPAC) assessment 
of the property. To date, MPAC’s analysis of sales has not indicated that the presence of wind turbines that are 
either abutting or in proximity to a property has either a positive or negative impact on its value. 
Please find enclosed an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of 
interest related to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns (similar to your comments) brought 
forward by stakeholders was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also 
available on the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The 
comments/responses will be updated throughout the Project. 

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 204 Indicated that the process is to long and complicated. Commented that he 
fully endorses the project  and is disappointed there are so many 
misinformed people on the island. 

Provided the following information: Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in 
which our projects are developed. The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be 
documented in the suite of reports and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) 
application. The REA documents, among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of 
the proposed project on a wide range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those 
identified by you). Where necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to 
mitigate potential effects to the natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 102 Advised that the key issues are habitat protection. Indicated could provide 
services for project, such as P.Eng, project management and 
procurement  skills. 

 
Provided the following information: 
Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 108 Indicated that the key issues are people’s health and not to take 
advantage of others. Commented that there is a natural feed spring pond 
on property that is a concern, and also the use and enjoyment of cabin 
beside the pond.  Inquired as to the distance between S36 and the 
marsh? What is the noise level going to be at the pond and cabin (which 
should have been identified as a receptor)? Why was the cabin not 

Provided the following information::The question of your cabin adjacent to your pond was discussed at the open 
house and based on the description (and photographic information) this structure does not comply with the 
Ministry of Environment definition of a noise receptor.  Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting 
the communities in which our projects are developed. The work being conducted at present and to be conducted 
in the future will be documented in the suite of reports and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy 
Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, among other things, detail the existing environment and 
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identified as a receptor? Advised that the cabin fits the description of the 
REA and could possibly change the location of the turbines. 

describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and 
in addition to those identified by you). Where necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the 
proponent to mitigate potential effects to the natural and social environment; cultural resources and local 
infrastructure.   

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 67 Indicated interest in the bird and bat survey results on Wolfe Island. 
Advised that he passed provincial security guard test, in regards to 
services to provide to project.  

Provided the following information:: 
 
The storyboards displayed at the Public Open House (which includes information on the Wolfe Island wind 
project) are available on the project website.  
 
Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

March 5, 2013 April 19, 2013 68 Provided a series of questions for Windlectric: What measures are be 
taken to insure that children can walk safely to and from school during 
construction?; how are you going to prevent delays by construction 
vehicles preventing people from reaching the ferry in time?; why are plans 
on building turbines at the minimal allowed distance from school and 
exposing students to noise and flicker effects?; how are you going to 
prevent/repair the already fragile roads on the island from damage to the 
heavy construction vehicles?; what are the plans for decommissioning  
and who is going to pay for the dismantling of turbines at the end of their 
life?; and how will avoid interfering with normal movement of farm 
equipment during construction? 

Provided the following information: Please find enclosed an updated Frequently Asked Questions document 
containing information on topics of interest related to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns 
brought forward by stakeholders was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document 
is also responses available on the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  
The comments/responses will be updated throughout the Project. 

March 6, 2013 April 19, 2013 72 Requested information regarding the five full time positions to be created 
on the island for the project. Would like details regarding job descriptions, 
qualifications, employment period, residency requirement, advertising of 
positions and competition.  

Provided the following information: 
• Wind Resource - Windlectric Inc. has undertaken the appropriate due diligence with respect to determining that 
the wind resources are sufficient for the construction of the proposal wind project.  In addition, the internal 
business analysis has also determined that the land that is under signed agreement the will be sufficient for the 
development of the Project.   
• Important Bird Area (IBAs) - While IBAs do not have any legal protection under provincial government, the 
functions for which they are identified were assessed and considered within the project Natural Heritage 
Assessment.   
• Dock construction – the company discussed with expert navigation personnel the preferred location for a island 
dock location and the preferred location was chosen. The permitting of the docking infrastructure (temporary and 
permanent) will involve the consulting with the  Ministry of Natural Resources, the Department of Fisheries and 
Oceans and the Cateraqui Region Conservation Authority.    
• Shadow Flicker – Scientific evidence suggests that shadow flicker from wind turbines does not pose a risk of 
photo-induced seizures; modern wind turbines simply don't rotate at a speed that has been linked to this 
condition (generally less than 20 rpm vs. over 60 rpm). 
• Road Use Agreement – last year the company voluntarily submitted to the Township this agreement and as 
discussed in the Township town hall meeting (January 29th) desires to enter into this type of reasonable 
agreement which would prescribe the proponents legal obligations for any potential road upgrades and other 
infrastructure upgrades, including tree removal as well as any repairs to the roads required as a result of 
construction activities.   
• Details on potential job prospects – the details you requested in your letter have not been finalized, therefore, 
cannot be publicly released at this time.  In the future any potential job description posting(s) will be developed by 
the company human resource department and operations senior management for their approval.   
 
Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
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and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

March 6, 2013 April 19, 2013 164 Concerned about owls, and the proximity of the turbines to the owl 
woods. 

Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

March 6, 2013 April 19, 2013 54 Provided key issues in regards to project were health, wildlife, noise 
pollution, finding a better balance between existing peoples economies 
(ie.B&Bs, farms, tourism) and wind turbines. 

Provided the following information::Please find enclosed an updated Frequently Asked Questions document 
containing information on topics of interest related to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns 
brought forward by stakeholders was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document 
is also available on the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The 
comments/responses will be updated throughout the Project. 

March 6, 2013 April 19, 2013 151 Requested clarification regarding a damage deposit identified in the road 
use agreement of $50,000. Believes this may be an error and they meant 
$5,000,000 based on the size of the project. 

Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

March 6, 2013 April 19, 2013 13 Correspondent commented that she feels like a turbine victim, and is 
angry about trucks going through Stella. Indicated that when she ask why 
the unopened road allowance east of second concession was not opened 
and made into a road, instead of the plan being to take big vehicles 
through  Stella; nobody knew the answer. Indicated concern for heavy 
vehicles through Stella.  Commented that children, elderly, tourist and all 
kinds of other people walk, cycle, ride and visit in the street of downtown 
Stella , and it would not be safe for big vehicles to come through. 
Questioned how the proponent will ensure the safety of the people who 
customarily walk in the streets in Stella at all hours? Also, how will the 
proponent keep people safe as they live there customary lives, of hanging 
out and walking in Stella? 

Provided the following information: In response to your specific question about pedestrian safety in the village, we 
are confident that through careful planning, marshaling, strict enforcement of speed limits and other safety 
measures that we will be able to maintain public safety. We will be developing a comprehensive transportation 
and traffic management plan which will outline all of the procedures that will be in place to ensure public safety 
and we will endeavour to notify all stakeholders when the plan is available for review.  Loyalist Township will be 
consulted about the transportation and traffic management plan.  
 
Please find enclosed an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of 
interest related to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns (similar to your previous comments) 
brought forward by stakeholders was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document 
is also responses available on the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  
The comments/responses will be updated throughout the Project. 

March 6, 2013 April 19, 2013 179 Advised that the representatives at the public meeting were to ‘versed’ 
when answering questions.  Indicated that health issues are a concern 
and are being ignored. Traffic to the island will be horrendous, birds, trees 
and roads on and off island; the environment in general has to be 
affected.  Questioned why the turbines could not be placed off shore. 

 
Provided the following information::In response to your specific question: why is the project is being located on 
Amherst Island and not offshore in Lake Ontario.  The original project proponent negotiated land option 
agreements with interested island landowners for the development of a wind project.  Windlectric Inc. took over 
these land option agreements and desires to work with the interested land owners to develop the project.  In early 
2011 the project obtained power purchase contract from the Ontario Power Authority to develop the renewable 
energy project on the island.  Note:  the Province has placed a moratorium on the installation of wind turbines 
offshore in Lake Ontario. 

March 6, 2013 April 19, 2013 84 Indicated that there was not enough evidence at the public meeting, and 
that Amherst is not Wolfe Island.  Concerned for the protection of owl 
woods and also built heritage. Commented that communities should be 
allowed to decide what  Municipal approvals should be in place. 
Suggested the that the proponent should consider the feelings of the real 
people. Advised that he prays the government changes and ends this 

Provided an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related 
to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns (similar to your comments) brought forward by 
stakeholders was developed to provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses 
available on the Project website and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The 
comments/responses will be updated throughout the Project. 
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undemocratic “bS,” the proponent is ruining a peaceful serene island. Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

March 6, 2013 April 19, 2013 4 Indicated that it seems some of the studies have only scratched the 
surface.  Commented that they do not believe the proponent has 
completed an in depth study on wildlife, health issues, cost effectiveness 
of the wind turbines for Amherst Island. Advised that this is a major 
project that will destroy the island, its beauty and its environmental 
habitat. Inquired that if this has been put to a vote for all of the residents 
of the Island, in addition for all those on the mainland within visibility of 
the Island? If not, why not? 

Provided the following information: 
The company was awarded a power purchase contract from the Ontario Power Authority (OPA) February 2011 
(as part of the Provinces renewable energy initiative-Feed in Tariff program).  A public referendum on the project 
has never been held or required by provincial regulation.  
Windlectric acknowledges public comments and concerns related to potential property value impacts.  Based 
upon the published reports reviewed to date based on data from other areas with established wind plants, there 
is little evidence of a material negative effect on property value as a result of the presence of a wind project.  A 
recent decision in 2012 by the Ontario Assessment Review Board ruled that there is no evidence that the 
presence of a wind farm affected the value of a waterfront property on Wolfe Island located in the Township of 
Frontenac Islands on Lake Ontario. As a result of their review and subsequent findings, the Board concluded that 
there was nothing to indicate that the value of the property had been negatively affected by the creation or 
operation of the wind farm and confirmed the Municipal Property Assessment Corporation’s (MPAC) assessment 
of the property. To date, MPAC’s analysis of sales has not indicated that the presence of wind turbines that are 
either abutting or in proximity to a property has either a positive or negative impact on its value. 
Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

March 6, 2013 April 19, 2013 214 Commented that nothing at the public meeting was satisfactory, 
specifically in terms of wildlife research, and migration claims.  Key issues 
to be addressed include health, environment and democracy.  Indicated 
that what is needed is satisfactory and honest consideration and a moral 
attitude to save Amherst Island from industrial waste. 

Provided an updated Frequently Asked Questions document containing information on topics of interest related 
to wind power.  This list of common questions/concerns brought forward by stakeholders was developed to 
provide general responses to those inquiries.  This document is also responses available on the Project website 
and sent directly to individual stakeholders as appropriate.  The comments/responses will be updated throughout 
the Project.Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are 
developed. The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the 
suite of reports and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA 
documents, among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project 
on a wide range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

March 7, 2013   13 Provided a hyperlink to an article in The  Whig titled "Islanders Vow 
Turbine Blockade". Stated that she feels the residents likely cannot stop 
the project as no community has yet. Feels that they have a lot of ideas 
for getting in Algonquin's way and are not concerned about being 
arrested. Stated they are gearing up for the start of construction. 

No response required. Information only. 

March 7, 2013 April 19, 2013 151 Stated that after the meeting conducted on March 6 the are concerned 
about the credibility of Algonquin Power and their disregard for the 
community. Provided a letter which indicated that it was their 
understanding that a sub-contractor for Algonquin Power failed financially 
following conclusion of their work on the island and the local contractor 
was left in debt. Asked if Algonquin Power has responsibility to rectify the 
situation. 

Stated that that the on-going payment of project contractors or consultants is a private business matter; however, 
the local contractor was reimbursed by the Algonquin, when the financial circumstances of the sub-contractor that 
was hired by the project consultant was brought to our attention .  
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March 8, 2013 April 19, 2013 55 Asked if KFN as well as the public will be able to see the EIS report for 
the project with all of the recorded species at risk. Asked when a copy of 
the report would be made available. 

The project EIS is available on the project web site and has been provided to the Kingston Field Naturalists 
(KFN).  In a separate matter the Species at Risk (SAR) report is a separate topic from the Natural Heritage 
Assessment (Environmental Impact Study) and is provided only to the Ministry of Natural Resources and is not a 
public document.  Nevertheless, our consultants have been speaking with KFN representative(s) and there has 
been a discussion about the SAR with them. We will be to continue to consult with the KFN in the future..   

March 8, 2013 April 19, 2013 72 A letter requesting detailed responses to questions regarding: 
reasons for choosing Amherst as the site for the project, building 
additional docks to handle construction traffic, permit requirements for 
docking facilities, shadow flicker, heritage site lines, vibrancy fund.  

Provide the following information: 
• Wind Resource - Windlectric Inc. has undertaken the appropriate due diligence with respect to determining that 
the wind resources are sufficient for the construction of the proposal wind project.  In addition, the internal 
business analysis has also determined that the land that is under signed agreement the will be sufficient for the 
development of the Project.   
• Important Bird Area (IBAs) - While IBAs do not have any legal protection under provincial government, the 
functions for which they are identified were assessed and considered within the project Natural Heritage 
Assessment.   
• Dock construction – the company discussed with expert navigation personnel the preferred location for a island 
dock location and the preferred location was chosen. The permitting of the docking infrastructure (temporary and 
permanent) will involve the consulting with the  Ministry of Natural Resources, the Department of Fisheries and 
Oceans and the Cateraqui Region Conservation Authority.    
• Shadow Flicker – Scientific evidence suggests that shadow flicker from wind turbines does not pose a risk of 
photo-induced seizures; modern wind turbines simply don't rotate at a speed that has been linked to this 
condition (generally less than 20 rpm vs. over 60 rpm). 
• Road Use Agreement – last year the company voluntarily submitted to the Township this agreement and as 
discussed in the Township town hall meeting (January 29th) desires to enter into this type of reasonable 
agreement which would prescribe the proponents legal obligations for any potential road upgrades and other 
infrastructure upgrades, including tree removal as well as any repairs to the roads required as a result of 
construction activities.   
• Details on potential job prospects – the details you requested in your letter have not been finalized, therefore, 
cannot be publicly released at this time.  In the future any potential job description posting(s) will be developed by 
the company human resource department and operations senior management for their approval.   
 
Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

March 8, 2013 April 19, 2013 203 Feels that the turbine proposed for the Eves property is close enough to 
the road to cause ice throw to be a danger to people using the road. 
Asked if they would consider resisting the turbine. Asked who would be 
responsible for damages caused as a result of ice throw. Indicated that 
they do not support the project and feel that the majority of residents do 
not support it either. Asked that the project be reconsidered. 

With regards to ice throw the engineering consultant undertook the appropriate design assessment in developing 
the project layout to comply with the regulatory setback from public roads.     

March 9, 2013 April 19, 2013 53 Provided a letter to Premier Wynne which reflects her comments on the 
proposal by Windlectric. Requested that their correspondence be 
included in the MOE submission and requested acknowledgement of 
receipt. 

Acknowledged receipt of the letter and indicated that it would be included in the record. 

March 9, 2013 April 19, 2013 189 Asked what Algonquin Power will be setting aside for performance 
bonds/credit, and how the bonds will be administered. Asked what will 
happen if Algonquin Power does not abide by the terms of the contract. 
Asked what measures will be put in place to ensure that if the project is 
sold to another interest that they must abide by the same terms. 

With respect to Project Liability and Responsibility Windlectric Inc. (a subsidiary of Algonquin Power Co.) is the 
developer of the project and will be responsible for all liability with respect to the proposed wind energy project. 
The overall responsibility for operating and maintaining in the future the project will rest with the legal entity listed 
on the power purchase agreement and identified in the Renewable Energy Approval authorization. There is no 
security required by the Ontario Power Authority with respect to the power purchase agreement for the proposed 
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wind energy project after commercial operation.  

March 11. 2013 April 19, 2013 70 Writing regarding errors she has found in the Draft Heritage Assessment 
for the project. Issues include: 
1. entire island should be assessed as cultural heritage landscape 
2.visual simulations and visual aids are distorted to minimize visual 
impact of proposed turbines 
3.impact of the development is minimized throughout the draft heritage 
assessment 
4. the assessment methodology is inadequate 
5. the assessment omits the historic presence of first nations 
6. omissions and inadequate consideration of significant buildings in 
Stella 

 The following information was provided:                                                                                                                                                                                                                            
Draft Heritage Assessment Report: 
o The project consultant (Stantec Consulting Ltd.) subject matter expert assessed the island and determined 
(based on Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport requirements and guidelines) which buildings should be 
designated as Heritage Resources.   
o The project consultant met with the local Heritage Committee and on March 5th and 6th toured the island with 
local residents to discuss the report and potential heritage resources.  These comments have been incorporated 
into the reports where applicable.  
 
Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.  

March 12, 2013 April 19, 2013 79 A letter with comments and questions regarding the Construction Report 
and Design & Operations Report.  

Provided the following responses with respect to the Draft Construction Plan Report: 
• Fuel  Spills – as described in the draft report:  
o Storage of fuel and activities with the potential to cause contamination will occur in properly protected areas. 
o A detailed Construction Emergency Response and Communications Plan will be prepared by the construction 
contractor which will contain procedures for spill contingency and response plans, spill response training, 
notification procedures, and necessary cleanup materials and equipment. 
• Batch Plant - The necessary technical information pertaining to the proposed facility will be submitted to the 
Ministry of the Environment for their review, outside of the Renewable Energy Approval process. The temporary 
facility will be sited and operated in compliance with the appropriate provincial compliance requirements and 
municipal by-laws.. 
• Front Road – the consulting engineer has determined at this time that minimal work on the road is anticipated; 
however, more detailed investigations into the structural capacity of all roads to be used will be undertaken in the 
future to determine what upgrades are required to ensure there is no long-term damage to the roads. 
• Safety – as outlined in the Construction Plan Report, a comprehensive Traffic Management Plan will be 
developed in coordination with contractors and local officials and emergency responders and will include safety 
measures including (but not limited to): 
o Ensuring that roads will be kept in safe driving condition at all times; we will encourage the community to report 
any deficiencies to ensure they are repaired in a timely manner. 
o Strict enforcement of speed limits as well as traffic marshals and other techniques will be deployed to ensure 
the safety of pedestrians, cyclists and vehicles. We do not expect any potential for interaction between 
construction traffic and homes or other buildings on the island.  
Design and Operations Report: 
• Water for Batch Plant –it is anticipated that water for the concrete will come either from Lake Ontario (if the 
water is suitable) or otherwise will be trucked from the mainland.  The water will be stored on site in a water 
tank(s).   
• Washdown areas – the current plan will be located either in a central location likely near the batch plant or near 
individual turbine locations. The wastewater will be managed in accordance with appropriate regulations. 
• Storage of Chemicals – as described in the draft report any storage would be more than 30 m from any 
significant wetland or wildlife area.  It should be noted it is anticipated that materials will come to the batch plant 
in as few separate components as possible and will be stored in containers at the batch plant in accordance with 
prudent industry practice and appropriate regulations.  

March 12, 2013 April 19, 2013 110 Would like the Neilson Store Museum and Cultural Centre to be protected 
should the project proceed. Feels that the Draft Heritage Assessment is 
unacceptable because:1. Front road is too close to the front of the 
museum to allow truck transit2. Vibrations from large vehicles could 
damage the foundation of the museum3. Construction may cause 

The following information was provided::                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
• The project consultant,(Stantec Consulting Ltd.) undertook a detailed assessment of heritage resources 
compliant with the Ontario Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) regulations and guidelines.  Stantec 
has also provided monitoring recommendations in their draft report pertaining to those buildings identified in their 
analysis.  The company will commit to these recommendations as discussed and presented at the Loyalist tow 
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damage to the building and limit access by visitors4. Flicker may cause a 
problem to the building5. Concerns extend to other heritage sitesProvided 
letters from concerned citizens regarding the errors in the draft heritage 
report.  

ship town hall meeting January 29, 2013 (copy of the information – which also discuss items for public safety – 
can be found at the project web site  www.amherstislandwindproject.com)  

March 12, 2013 April 19, 2013 135 Provided a response from the Association to Protect Amherst Island to 
the archaeological reports for the proposed Amherst Wind Project. 
Indicated that these reports were informed by input from the Cataraqui 
Archaeological Research Foundation. 

Provide correspondent with information on:                                                                                                                                                                                                                            
Draft Underwater Archaeological Assessment Report: 
• The consultant (Stantec Consulting Ltd.) has undertaken this assessment work (by a licensed archeologist) in 
direct consultation with Parks Canada and following their requirements. A letter of confirmation has been 
obtained from the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) indicating the field assessments and reporting 
are consistent with their requirements.  This document  will be included in the project Renewable Energy 
Approval application documentation.  
• Kerr Bay – the consultant has conducted all appropriate underwater survey work associated with area of 
interest highlighted in the report. 
Draft Stage 1 & Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment Report: 
• The consultant complied with MTCS regulatory requirements and guidelines.  Letters of confirmation have been 
obtained from the agency indicating the field assessments and reporting (for both phases) are consistent with 
their requirements.  These letters will be included in the project Renewable Energy Approval application package 
to the Ministry of Environment (which will be posted on the project web site when completed). 

March 12, 2013 April 19, 2013 218 Provided  three additional completed public meeting questionnaires. One 
from Nathan Eves indicating support for the project due to perception that 
it will bring economic prosperity. The second from Marianne Eves 
showing support, and  the third from Sheila Eves indicating that she 
attended the meeting to gain information about the project. Provided three 
scanned questionnaires from the Final Public meetings. The first is from 
Vincent Eves who indicated that he is a landowner and strong supporter 
of the project, and that he is confident that the project will address 
questions and concerns of residents. The second was from Lance Eves 
and supported the project. The third was from Lance Edward Eves and 
indicated that they were concerned about the impact of construction for 
the project on roads. 

 The following information was provided: Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the 
communities in which our projects are developed. The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in 
the future will be documented in the suite of reports and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy 
Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, among other things, detail the existing environment and 
describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and 
in addition to those identified by you). Where necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the 
proponent to mitigate potential effects to the natural and social environment; cultural resources and local 
infrastructure.   

March 12, 2013 April 19, 2013 219 Stated that it is impossible for them to express fully their opinion of what 
the project proposes to do to 'one of Ontario's most valuable gems'. 
Concerned about health, heritage, environment, archaeology, Owl 
Woods, migratory birds. 

Provided acknowledgement letter and Frequently asked Questions. 

March 13, 2013 April 19, 2013 186 Provided information on the a protected property, the Pentland Cemetery. 
Would like the stone fences of the cemetery to be protected and 
requested that the O&M building be relocated. Requested that the 
Township document the head and foot stones of the cemetery prior to the 
project construction. Requested that the collector cable be relocated. 

The following information was provided::                                                                                                                                                                                                                               
• Draft Shadow Flicker report  – as presented in the recent public open houses the project health consultant 
(Intrinsik) stipulated that there is no scientific evidence suggesting that shadow flicker from wind turbines poses a 
health risk.  A copy of the Shadow Flicker report was made available at the Public Open Houses.  An electronic 
copy is available on the project website. 
• Draft Heritage Assessment and Protected Properties report – your recommendations have been noted and 
some of them have already been documented by the consultant in their report.  Your additional items will be 
considered.   
• Location of mainland dock – the proposed location was presented at the Public Open Houses and is made 
available in the draft REA documents.  The storyboards from the public meeting and the draft reports are 
available on the project website. 
• Lights - Transport Canada will provide recommendations as to lighting requirements for the turbine towers and 
Windlectric Inc. will examine all options in order to satisfy Transport Canada. 

March 13, 2013 April 19, 2013 142 A public meeting questionnaire indicated that they require compensation 
for the loss in value of their property which they indicate has lost value in 
an MPAC assessment by 42% as a result of the project. 

Based upon the published reports reviewed to date based on data from other areas with established wind plants, 
there is little evidence of a material negative effect on property value as a result of the presence of a wind project.  
A recent decision in 2012 by the Ontario Assessment Review Board ruled that there is no evidence that the 
presence of a wind farm affected the value of a waterfront property on Wolfe Island located in the Township of 
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Frontenac Islands on Lake Ontario. As a result of their review and subsequent findings, the Board concluded that 
there was nothing to indicate that the value of the property had been negatively affected by the creation or 
operation of the wind farm and confirmed the Municipal Property Assessment Corporation’s (MPAC) assessment 
of the property. To date, MPAC’s analysis of sales has not indicated that the presence of wind turbines that are 
either abutting or in proximity to a property has either a positive or negative impact on its value. 

March 13, 2013   213 A public meeting questionnaire from the March 6th meeting indicating 
support for the residents of the island in opposition to the project. 

No response required. Information only. 

March 13, 2013 April 19, 2013 204 Public meeting questionnaire. Indicated that they fully endorse the 
project. 

Provided acknowledgement and thank you letter. 

March 14, 2013 April 19, 2013 26 Provided a list of questions pertaining to: 
-substation: dirty electricity, noise, dimension, consultation 
-batch plant: noise, regulations, dust, school protection, health, water 
contamination 
-lay down and storage area: size, traffic, hours of operation, 
compensation tree removal , restoration 
-turbines: health, noise, receptor location, flicker, emergency plans 
-property: property value guarantee 

The following information was provided:                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
Sub Station: 
• As described in the draft Design and Operation Report the proposed barrier would be a sound attenuation wall 
that will be built at the substation transformer. The barrier will be continuous and its surface density will be 184 
kg/m2, exceeding the 20-kg/m2 requirement established by MOE and further described in the Draft Noise 
Assessment Report. 
• The company is not aware of any health effects with respect to substation operations.  
• Dimensions will consist of a prepared area of approximately 80 m x 100 m in size, however, the actual 
measurements of the secured equipment will be smaller (approximately 8-10 m x 1-7 m). 
• Any issues at other wind project – Algonquin Power Co. is not aware of any problems at other wind projects.   
• Proposed location – the area was made available by the property owner and is situated centrally to the 
proposed wind turbines.  Your comments have been noted and further assessment will be undertaken to consider 
them in relation to positioning on this parcel of land.   
 
Batch Plant: 
• The necessary technical information pertaining to the proposed facility will be submitted to the Ministry of the 
Environment for their review, outside of the Renewable Energy Approval process. The temporary facility will be 
sited and operated in compliance with the appropriate provincial compliance requirements and municipal by-laws. 
• The Renewable Energy Approval (REA) process does not require noise modelling of the batch plant operations 
for the project.   
• Setback - there are no minimum distance requirements to a non-participating receptor.   
• Noise – the modeled decibel levels in the Draft Noise Assessment Report were based on calculated sound 
pressure for the proposed closest turbine and substation.   There is no predicted noise measure for the proposed 
batch plant.   
• Dust – as described in the Draft Construction Plan Report there are several methods proposed for dust 
mitigation – for example: 
o Applying dust suppressants (e.g. water, calcium chloride). 
o Enforce speed limits for trucks on site as appropriate. 
o As appropriate, protect stockpiles of friable material with a barrier or windscreen. 
o Consult with local authorities prior to application of dust suppressants (i.e. water) on public access roads. 
o Ensure dust generation is monitored and controlled in areas of sensitive land use. 
• Health effects – as presented and discussed at the open house the company does not believe there are any 
health effects as a result of construction or operation of the project. 
• Washdown areas – the current plan will be located either in a central location likely near the batch plant or near 
individual turbine locations. The wastewater will be managed in accordance with appropriate regulations. 
• Proposed location – the area was made available by the property owner and is situated centrally to the 
proposed wind turbines.  Your comments have been noted and further assessment will be undertaken to consider 
them in relation to positioning on this parcel of land.   
• Water for Batch Plant – it is anticipated that water for the concrete will come either from Lake Ontario (if the 
water is suitable) or otherwise will be trucked from the mainland.  The water will be stored on site in a water 
tank(s).   
Lay Down and Storage Area: 
• The central staging areas are greater than 5 acres. 
• The regulatory REA requirements for noise pertain to turbine and substation noise modelling and are not 
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required for the central staging areas. 
• Fencing – a parameter fence may be considered, however, this level of detail has not been finalized. 
• Operating hours – as described in the Draft Construction Plan Report: 
o  To the greatest extent possible, activities that could create excessive noise would be restricted to construction 
daytime hours. 
o Construction will take place generally during regular construction hours. Extended hours may be needed for 
safety reasons or to meet other project commitments. 
• Public safety –as outlined in the Draft Construction Plan Report (and presented at the Township town hall 
meeting), a comprehensive Traffic Management Plan will be developed in coordination with contractors and local 
officials and emergency responders and will include safety measures including (but not limited to): 
o Ensuring that roads will be kept in safe driving condition at all times; we will encourage the community to report 
any deficiencies to ensure they are repaired in a timely manner. 
o Strict enforcement of speed limits as well as traffic marshals and other techniques will be deployed to ensure 
the safety of pedestrians, cyclists and vehicles.  
• Tree removal – as presented in the Township town hall meeting additional assessment work will be planned in 
order to determine which trees would need to be trimmed or removed (comply with Township bylaw). At this time 
this level of detail has not been completed.  
• Restoration – through discussion with the landowner reseeding the area may occur.   
Turbines: 
• Health effects – as presented and discussed at the open house the company does not believe there are any 
health effects as a result of construction or operation of the project. 
• Noise – if the project obtains a Renewable Energy Approval, from the Ministry of Environment, this authorization 
will prescribe any post construction monitoring that would be required and mitigation requirements as well.  
• Emergency Response/ Fire Safety - as described in the Draft Design and Operations report this information will 
be part of an emergency response plan.  The details for this plan have not been completed, but will be presented 
to the Township prior to construction. 
 
You inquired if the methodology and data for the visual impact assessment could be provided publicly.  The 
methodology used (as described to you at the open house) is attached; however, the raw data will not be 
released to the public.  All relevant information regarding the visual impact assessment for the purposes of 
assessing the potential effects to the visual landscape are provided in the draft REA reports.   
 
The Draft Underwater Archaeological Assessment Report, completed by the consultant (Stantec Consulting Ltd.), 
appropriately assessed (by a licensed archeologist) the area of interest.  A letter of confirmation has been 
obtained from the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) indicating the field assessments and reporting 
are consistent with their requirements.  This document will be included in the project Renewable Energy Approval 
application documentation. 

March 14, 2013 April 19, 2013 15 • APAI comments on Adverse health effects 
• APAI comments on noise assessment  
• APAI comments on shadow flicker 
• Comments on Draft Construction plan 
• Comments on Draft D&O plan 
• Peter Large comments on Draft Decommissioning plan 

Provided the following information: 
• Adverse Health, Shadow Flicker and Noise Effects Consulting companies – as you are aware the company has 
hired several reputable subject matter experts to work on the proposed Amherst Island wind energy project 
renewable energy approval process.  Each consultant has provided advice, guidance, participated in consultation 
with government and stakeholder meetings, and technical reporting/ assessments, based on government 
guidelines and regulations.  Their expertise will be used in order to assist in completing a Renewable Energy 
Approval application package that will be submitted to the Ministry of Environment. – Health and medical 
agencies agree that when sited properly, wind turbines are not causally related to adverse effects. This 
information was discussed with many stakeholders during the meetings by the subject matter experts from 
Intrinsik Consulting.  Note:  the proposed Amherst Island wind project will adhere to the provincial regulations for 
setbacks related to non-participating residents.    
• Draft Construction Plan Report –this document was developed in compliance to the requirements for the 
renewable Energy Approval process.   Further details will be completed during the permitting process.  In 
addition, as discussed in the January 29th, 2013 Loyalist Township town hall meeting there will be a traffic/ 
transportation management plan, communication plan and emergency response plan developed, in consultation 
with the Township, prior to construction activities beginning.   
• Draft Design and Operation Plan - this document was developed in compliance to the requirements for the 
renewable Energy Approval process.  Further details will be completed during the permitting process. 
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• Draft Decommissioning Plan - this document was developed in compliance to the requirements for the 
renewable Energy Approval process.  Windlectric Inc., or its successor or assignee will be responsible for the 
removal of the project components at the time of decommissioning and shall be responsible to bear the entire 
cost.   
• Draft Natural Heritage Assessment and Environmental Impact Study - the project consultant (Stantec 
Consulting Ltd.) completed a comprehensive assessment of the project study area in order to comply with the 
Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR) requirements.  The MNR has provided a letter of confirmation indicating the 
report was prepared (including mitigation measures) using established MNR procedures and guidelines and is 
acceptable.  This letter will be included in the future Renewable Energy Approval application package.   
 
We will be including a copy of all the materials provided by APAI to the MOE for consideration during their review 
of our REA submission. 

March 14, 2013 April 19, 2013 84 Completed public meeting questionnaire indicating that they hope the 
government revises this process as it is ruing the island. 

Provided acknowledgement and thank you letter. Also provide property value information. Based upon the 
published reports reviewed to date based on data from other areas with established wind plants, there is little 
evidence of a material negative effect on property value as a result of the presence of a wind project.  A recent 
decision in 2012 by the Ontario Assessment Review Board ruled that there is no evidence that the presence of a 
wind farm affected the value of a waterfront property on Wolfe Island located in the Township of Frontenac 
Islands on Lake Ontario. As a result of their review and subsequent findings, the Board concluded that there was 
nothing to indicate that the value of the property had been negatively affected by the creation or operation of the 
wind farm and confirmed the Municipal Property Assessment Corporation’s (MPAC) assessment of the property. 
To date, MPAC’s analysis of sales has not indicated that the presence of wind turbines that are either abutting or 
in proximity to a property has either a positive or negative impact on its value. 

March 14, 2013 April 19, 2013 102 Completed public meeting questionnaire indicating that they were 
attending to gather information, and that the key issue is habitat 
protection. 

The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

March 14, 2013 April 19, 2013 139 Attended the second public meeting in Bath on March 6. Concerned 
regarding health, location of turbine near school, construction road use, 
wildlife. Feels that her voice was not heard. 

The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.  Also provided copy of the FAQ. 

March 14, 2013 April 19, 2013 212 Provided a completed public meeting questionnaire. Would like a 
previous question answered regarding replacement of smaller turbines in 
Europe with larger ones. Requested the following: 
• Where exactly the wind turbines facilities are located (country and 
town)?  
• How many wind turbines were and are replaced?  
• When the replacement took place?  
• Reasons, why the replacement took place?  
• And the size of the smaller and larger wind turbines.  

Provided the following information on repowering of wind projects:  Vattenfall’s Nørrekær Enge project was 
originally constructed with 77 small turbines in the late 1980’s in 2009, the project was repowered by removing 
the small turbines and replacing them with 13 larger turbines which produce significantly more energy each year. 
More information can be found here: http://powerplants.vattenfall.com/node/251. The Delabole wind farm in North 
Cornwall UK was constructed as a 10 turbine site with 4MW of capacity in 1991 and we repowered with 4 
turbines for a total of 9.2MW of capacity in 2011. http://www.goodenergy.co.uk/our-wind-and-solar-
farms/delabole-wind-farm-redevelopment. Please see the web links below for general repowering information: 
- http://www.farmrenewableenergyoptions.co.uk/farmrenewableenergyoptions/sustainability/repowering-wind-
turbines.html 
- http://www.juwi.com/wind_energy/repowering.html 
- http://www.grontmij.com/highlights/water-and-energy/Pages/Repowering-of-wind-turbines-in-the-Netherlands-
produces-more-sustainable-energy.aspx 

March 14, 2013 April 19, 2013 214 Completed public meeting questionnaire indicating that they would like 
the island to be saved from this project. 'Green energy be damned in this 
instance'. Concerned about health, environment and democracy. 

The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
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natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

March 15, 2013 April 19, 2013 55 Provided questions from the association to protect Amherst island, 
collected from island residents and submitted on their behalf. Asked for 
confirmation of receipt. The document provides 22 pages of questions 
related to the areas of: turbines and ancillary structures, construction and 
maintenance, homeowners, health and safety, process and procedures, 
flora and fauna, and a set of miscellaneous questions.  

The following information was provided to the correspondent: 
Draft Environmental Impact Study (EIS):  
• The project EIS is available on the project web site and has been provided to the Kingston Field Naturalists 
(KFN).  In a separate matter the Species at Risk (SAR) report is a separate topic from the Natural Heritage 
Assessment (Environmental Impact Study) and is provided only to the Ministry of Natural Resources and is not a 
public document.  Nevertheless, our consultants have been speaking with KFN representative(s) and there has 
been a discussion about the SAR with them. We will be to continue to consult with the KFN in the future.   
 
Oil Spills: 
• The responsibility for clean-up of any oil spill related to the construction or operation of the project will be the 
responsibility of the project proponent (Windlectric Inc.) and/or the contractor.  Compliance with the Ministry of 
Environment oil spill clean-up requirements will have to be followed.  
• A project specific clean- up protocol has not been completed.  This task will be one segment of the future 
Emergency Response and Communication Plan which will be developed over the next several months.   
o Note:  there will be no PCB transformers associated with this proposed project.   
 
Turbine Vibrations: 
• The company believes there will be no vibrations issues associated with the wind turbine operating.  The 
development of a complaint protocol for operation periods will be developed in order for the public to contact 
operation management to discuss any concerns they believe are associated with the operation of the project.   
Buried Collector Lines: 
• The company has indicated that burying the collector lines along road allowances would be preferred, however, 
if there were significant engineering issues (geotechnical) then overhead would have to be considered.   Note: 
the final collector line locations, along road allowances, have not been completed. This information will be part of 
the work that will be presented to the Township in the future.   
• Note:  in early discussions with the Township representatives they have indicated they would prefer certain 
areas of the collector lines to be overhead.  The plan would be to continue to work with the Township on future 
negotiations on this subject. 
 
Navigation Lighting: 
• The company will comply with Transport Canada requirements for navigation lighting installed on the wind 
turbines.    
 
Turbine Operation:  
• Black-out – if there is a Hydro One Network transmission line outage the project protection and control system 
(required by Hydro one Networks) would automatically trip off the turbines, 
• The blades are not heated, however, the manufacturer does have this as an option. 
 
Batch Plant: 
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• The necessary technical information pertaining to the proposed facility will be submitted to the Ministry of the 
Environment for their review, outside of the Renewable Energy Approval process. The temporary facility will be 
sited and operated in compliance with the appropriate provincial compliance requirements and municipal by-laws. 
• The Renewable Energy Approval (REA) process does not require noise modelling of the batch plant operations 
for the project.   
• Setback - there are no minimum distance requirements to a non-participating receptor.   
• Dust – as described in the Draft Construction Plan Report there are several methods proposed for dust 
mitigation – for example: 
o Applying dust suppressants (e.g. water, calcium chloride). 
o Enforce speed limits for trucks on site as appropriate. 
o As appropriate, protect stockpiles of friable material with a barrier or windscreen. 
o Consult with local authorities prior to application of dust suppressants (i.e. water) on public access roads. 
o Ensure dust generation is monitored and controlled in areas of sensitive land use. 
• Washdown areas – the current plan will be located either in a central location likely near the batch plant or near 
individual turbine locations. The wastewater will be managed in accordance with appropriate regulations. 
• Water for Batch Plant – it is anticipated that water for the concrete will come either from Lake Ontario (if the 
water is suitable) or otherwise will be trucked from the mainland.  The water will be stored on site in a water 
tank(s).  
 
 
Substation: 
Algonquin Power Co. is not aware of any problems at other wind projects.   
Construction and Maintenance: 
• Snow plowing – this level of detail has not been completed.  The company has experience in hiring local 
contactor to assist with this type of activity for existing power projects.   
• Operating hours – as described in the Draft Construction Plan Report: 
o Construction will take place generally during regular construction hours. Extended hours may be needed for 
safety reasons or to meet other project commitments. 
• The number of construction vehicles utilizing public roads at any one time has not been estimated.   
• Turbine erection schedule – this level of detail has not been finalized at this time.   
• Ground water – please see Appendix B of the Draft Construction Plan report pertaining to this topic. 
• Timing of re-seeding after decommissioning – this level of detail is unknown but will depend on weather 
conditions and discussions with the participating landowner.  
• A described in the Draft Design and Operations Report a complaint protocol will be developed in order for the 
public to communicate to operation management any concerns.  Each complaint would be discussed on a case 
by case basis.   
 
Property Owners: 
• As described in the Draft Heritage Assessment Report the consultant has recommended assessment strategies 
with respect to certain heritage resources on the island.  The company will follow these recommendations. 
• If it is determined, without a reasonable doubt, on a case by case basis, that there has been damage to homes 
due to construction or operation activity, for the project, then the company would be responsible for repairing the 
damage.    
• Any potential TV or internet issues that are determined, without a reasonable doubt, to be the result of project 
operation then the company would be responsible for the payment of the reasonable mitigation methods (i.e. as 
described in the project Frequently Asked Question document).   
 
Health and Safety: 
• If the proposed project obtains a Ministry of Environment Renewable Energy Approval this authorization will 
prescribe terms and conditions with respect to dealing with complaints and any potential post construction 
monitoring requirement (i.e. noise).   
• The project proposed layout (using the Siemens turbine as described in the draft REA technical reports) is 
based on a 550 m setback from non-participating residents.  This complies with Provincial regulations.    
• Emergency Response (includes fire safety) - as described in the Draft Design and Operations report this 
information will be part of an emergency response plan.  The details for this plan have not been completed or 
presented to the Township for review, but will be prior to construction commencing. 
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• As presented in the recent public open houses health and medical agencies agree that when sited properly, 
wind turbines are not causally related to adverse effects. This information was discussed with many stakeholders 
during the meetings by the subject matter experts from Intrinsik Consulting.  Note:  the proposed Amherst Island 
wind project will adhere to the provincial regulations for setbacks related to non-participating residents.    
• Transportation Management / Traffic Plan (Public safety)– as discussed in the recent Township town hall 
meeting this plan is required to be developed and reviewed with the Township designated representatives.  This 
document must be in place prior to commencing construction activity. 
 
Flora and Fauna: 
• Tree removal – as presented in the Township town hall meeting additional assessment work will be planned in 
order to determine which trees would need to be trimmed or removed (to comply with Township by-laws). At this 
time this level of detail has not been completed.  
• Draft Natural Heritage Assessment Report - the project consultant (Stantec Consulting Ltd.) completed a 
comprehensive assessment of the project study area in order to comply with the Ministry of Natural Resources 
(MNR) requirements.  The MNR has provided a letter of confirmation indicating the report was prepared 
(including mitigation measures) using established MNR procedures and guidelines and is acceptable.  This letter 
will be included in the future Renewable Energy Approval application package.   
 
Miscellaneous: 
• The commitment for decommissioning the project is incorporated in the Draft Decommissioning Plan Report.  
There is no requirement from the Ontario Power Authority or Ministry of Environment to post a bond or security 
for this activity.  The obligation is mandated in the Ministry of Environment Renewable Energy Approval 
authorization – as a condition - which references the Decommissioning Plan Report.   
• Repowering - Please see the web links below for general repowering information: 
§ http://www.farmrenewableenergyoptions.co.uk/farmrenewableenergyoptions/sustainability/repowering-wind-
turbines.html 
§ http://www.juwi.com/wind_energy/repowering.html 
§ http://www.grontmij.com/highlights/water-and-energy/Pages/Repowering-of-wind-turbines-in-the-Netherlands-
produces-more-sustainable-energy.aspx 
• Heritage fences – please refer to the Draft Heritage Assessment Report for work completed by the consultant 
(Stantec Consulting Ltd).  
• Consulting companies – as you are aware the company has hired several reputable subject matter experts to 
work on the proposed Amherst Island Wind Energy Project Renewable Energy Approval process.  Each 
consultant has provided advice, guidance, participated in consultation with government and stakeholder 
meetings, and technical reporting/ assessments, based on government guidelines and regulations.  Their 
expertise will be used in order to assist in completing a Renewable Energy Approval application package that will 
be submitted to the Ministry of Environment.  
• Draft Underwater Archaeological Assessment Report - The consultant (Stantec Consulting Ltd.) has undertaken 
this assessment work (by a licensed archeologist) in direct consultation with Parks Canada and with their 
requirements.  A letter of confirmation has been obtained from the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) 
indicating the field assessments and reporting are consistent with their requirements and guidelines.  This 
document will be included in the project Renewable Energy Approval application documentation. 
• Draft Stage 1 & Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment Report - the consultant complied with MTCS regulatory 
requirements and guidelines.  Letters of confirmation have been obtained from the MTCS confirming the field 
assessments and reporting (for both phases) are consistent with their requirements and guidelines.  These letters 
will be included in the project Renewable Energy Approval application package to the Ministry of Environment. 

March 15, 2013 April 19, 2013 4 Feel that the project will destroy the island and its environmental habitat. 
Thinks the project should be put to  a vote by residents. 

The company was awarded a power purchase contract from the Ontario Power Authority (OPA) February 2011 
(as part of the Provinces renewable energy initiative-Feed in Tariff program).  A public referendum on the project 
has never been held or required by provincial regulation.  

March 15, 2013 April 19, 2013 9 Feels that the proposed project does not take into consideration the 
humans who live, operate businesses, and enjoy leisure activities on the 
island. Believes that residents should be surveyed for existing health 
issues at the outset of the project. Would like the project to buy out 
families who cannot live on the island as a result of the project. 

No response required. Information only. 
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Concerned about the impact of construction traffic on pedestrian safety 
and ability to conduct parades and special events. Impact to tourism 
revenue both of construction and project operations. Location of a turbine 
near the school. Feels that the selection of the Community Liaison 
Committee was not transparent.  

March 15, 2013 April 19, 2013 36 Provided comments concerning the Natural Heritage Assessment and 
Environmental Impact Study. These comments primarily concerned bats 
on the island, including an assessment by COSEWIC suggesting that 
three species should be given endangered species status. Requested 
confirmation that monitoring for bat migration will be conducted at the 
island prior to proceeding with the project.  

The following information was provided:                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
. Bats:  
• The project consultant (Stantec Consulting Ltd.) undertook a detailed field assessment for the project and 
complied with the Ministry of Natural Resources protocol for assessing bat habitat on Amherst Island.  The 
company is confident in the consultant’s analysis and comments in the draft for the Natural Heritage Assessment 
and Environmental Impact Study report.  Note:  this information has also been discussed with the Ministry of 
Natural Resources.      

March 15, 2013 April 19, 2013 59 Registering objection to proposal. Feel that their home should be 
protected from the project. Feel that it is a village landmark due to the 
history of the site. Concerned about noise and dust from construction 
traffic effecting their home. Feels that the project will disturb the tranquil 
nature of the island. 

The following information was provided: The project consultant (Stantec Consulting Ltd.) subject matter expert 
assessed the island and determined (based on Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport requirements and 
guidelines) which buildings should be designated as Built Heritage Resources including several dozen buildings 
within the village of Stella.   
• Safety – as outlined in the Construction Plan Report, a comprehensive Traffic Management Plan will be 
developed in coordination with contractors, and local officials and emergency responders and will outline include 
safety measures including (but not limited to): 
o Ensuring that roads will be kept in safe driving condition at all times; we will encourage the community to report 
any deficiencies to ensure they are repaired in a timely manner. 
o Strict enforcement of speed limits as well as traffic marshals and other techniques will be deployed to ensure 
the safety of pedestrians, cyclists and vehicles. We do not expect any potential for interaction between 
construction traffic and homes or other buildings on the island.  

March 15, 2013 April 19, 2013 67 Interested in the Wolfe Island bird and bat survey results. The following information was provided: Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities 
in which our projects are developed. The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will 
be documented in the suite of reports and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) 
application. The REA documents, among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of 
the proposed project on a wide range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those 
identified by you). Where necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to 
mitigate potential effects to the natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.  

March 15, 2013 April 19, 2013 101 Stated that the island is an unwilling host of the proposed project and 
residents do not support it. 

No response required. Information only. 

March 15, 2013 April 19, 2013 108 What is the distance between S36 and the marsh? 
What is the noise level going to be at my pond? 
Why was my cabin not identified as a receptor? 

The question of your cabin adjacent to your pond was discussed at the open house and based on the description 
(and photographic information) this structure does not comply with the Ministry of Environment definition of a 
noise receptor.   
 
Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

March 15, 2013 April 19, 2013 110 Concerned about heritage buildings and the heritage report is 
unacceptable. Provided a list of comments to be considered regarding the 
heritage report. 

• The project consultant,(Stantec Consulting Ltd.) undertook a detailed assessment of heritage resources 
compliant with the Ontario Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) regulations and guidelines.  Stantec 
has also provided monitoring recommendations in their draft report pertaining to those buildings identified in their 
analysis.   
 
The company has will commit to these recommendations as discussed and presented at the Loyalist tow ship 
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town hall meeting January 29, 2013 (copy of the information – which also discuss items for public safety – can be 
found at the project web site  www.amherstislandwindproject.com)  

March 15, 2013 April 19, 2013 134 Provided a response to the Heritage Reports. This review is on behalf of 
the association to protect Amherst island.  Would like a second draft of 
the assessment for the island residents to review and meet with the 
consultants before it is submitted to the Ministry. Would like comments to 
result in changes to the report, site plan and construction plan. Feel that 
the mitigation strategy for heritage should be avoidance. 

 
Provided the following information: 
Draft Underwater Archaeological Assessment Report: 
 
• The consultant (Stantec Consulting Ltd.) has undertaken this assessment work (by a licensed archeologist) in 
direct consultation with Parks Canada and following their requirements. A letter of confirmation has been 
obtained from the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) indicating the field assessments and reporting 
are consistent with their requirements.  This document  will be included in the project Renewable Energy 
Approval application documentation.  
• Kerr Bay – the consultant has conducted all appropriate underwater survey work associated with area of 
interest highlighted in the report. 
Draft Stage 1 & Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment Report: 
• The consultant complied with MTCS regulatory requirements and guidelines.  Letters of confirmation have been 
obtained from the agency indicating the field assessments and reporting (for both phases) are consistent with 
their requirements.  These letters will be included in the project Renewable Energy Approval application package 
to the Ministry of Environment (which will be posted on the project web site when completed). 
 
Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

March 15, 2013 April 19, 2013 166 Submitting questions related to the heritage studies for the project. 
Believes that Front Road, 3rd Concession and South Shore road should 
be assessed as cultural assets. Stage 1 testing should be done when 
excavating unpaved roads.  Concerned about the project interference 
with food production. Requested academic CV of the individual who 
prepared the heritage component of the study. Feel that the overlays of 
the map are not satisfactory. Concerned about visual impacts of the 
turbines and movement of turbine blades. 

The following information was provided: Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities 
in which our projects are developed. The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will 
be documented in the suite of reports and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) 
application. The REA documents, among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of 
the proposed project on a wide range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those 
identified by you). Where necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to 
mitigate potential effects to the natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.  

March 15, 2013 April 19, 2013 166 Provided a letter via email regarding the disruptive turbine related effects 
on Amherst island inhabitants, Indicated that they suffer from tinnitus and 
inner ear/balance issues. Would like to know what the baseline ambient 
noise is at their house, and what noise associated vibrations could come 
from the project. Request that S34 be removed from the project. 
Concerned that industrial noise associated with the project will cause their 
home to become uninhabitable. Provided a doctor's note indicating that 
they are being treated for tinnitus. 

The following information was provided: Health effects – as presented in the recent public open houses health 
and medical agencies agree that when sited properly, wind turbines are not causally related to adverse effects. 
This information was discussed with many stakeholders during the meetings by the subject matter experts from 
Intrinsik Consulting.  Note:  the proposed Amherst Island wind project will adhere to the provincial regulations for 
setbacks related to non-participating residents.    

March 15, 2013 April 19, 2013 176 Concerned about the answers received to questions during the public 
meetings on March 5 and 6. Feels that professional engineers are not 
following their obligation to protect the public from engineering that may 
cause harm to them. Concerned about noise and the effect on human 
health, damage to the environment, public welfare and the draft heritage 
assessment. 

The following information was provided: Consulting companies – as you are aware the company has hired 
several reputable subject matter experts to work on the proposed Amherst Island wind energy project renewable 
energy approval process.  Each consultant has provided advice, guidance, participated in consultation with 
government and stakeholder meetings, and technical reporting/ assessments, based on government guidelines 
and regulations.  Their expertise will be used in order to assist in completing a Renewable Energy Approval 
application package that will be submitted to the Ministry of Environment.  

March 15, 2013 March 16, 2013 109 Provided comments regarding concerns expressed at the March 5th 
public meeting. Feel that their questions were not addressed to their 
satisfaction. Requested confirmation of receipt. Questions pertain to: 

 Windlectric is committed to working with and supporting the communities in which our projects are developed. 
The work being conducted at present and to be conducted in the future will be documented in the suite of reports 
and documentation that constitute the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application. The REA documents, 
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south shore road, public road use plan, Cataraqui Region Conservation 
Authority, request for direction to use alternate road access,. 

among other things, detail the existing environment and describe the effects of the proposed project on a wide 
range of natural, social and cultural criteria (including and in addition to those identified by you). Where 
necessary, the documents also detail measures to be taken by the proponent to mitigate potential effects to the 
natural and social environment; cultural resources and local infrastructure.   

March 15, 2013 March 16, 2013 109 Concerned about public health in relation to the project. Feels that the 
public is not protected from low public health standards of the wind 
industry. Feels that the project should not proceed until research has 
concluded. Asked if the project will accept responsibility for the health 
impacts to residents. 

 The following information was provided: Health effects – as presented in the recent public open houses health 
and medical agencies agree that when sited properly, wind turbines are not causally related to adverse effects. 
This information was discussed with many stakeholders during the meetings by the subject matter experts from 
Intrinsik Consulting.  Note:  the proposed Amherst Island wind project will adhere to the provincial regulations for 
setbacks related to non-participating residents.    

March 15, 2013  April 19, 2013 55 Provided questions from the association to protect Amherst island, 
collected from island residents and submitted on their behalf. Asked for 
confirmation of receipt. The document provides 22 pages of questions 
related to the areas of: turbines and ancillary structures, construction and 
maintenance, homeowners, health and safety, process and procedures, 
flora and fauna, and a set of miscellaneous questions.  

The following  information is provided:  Draft Environmental Impact Study (EIS):  
• The project EIS is available on the project web site and has been provided to the Kingston Field Naturalists 
(KFN).  In a separate matter the Species at Risk (SAR) report is a separate topic from the Natural Heritage 
Assessment (Environmental Impact Study) and is provided only to the Ministry of Natural Resources and is not a 
public document.  Nevertheless, our consultants have been speaking with KFN representative(s) and there has 
been a discussion about the SAR with them. We will be to continue to consult with the KFN in the future.   
 
Oil Spills: 
• The responsibility for clean-up of any oil spill related to the construction or operation of the project will be the 
responsibility of the project proponent (Windlectric Inc.) and/or the contractor.  Compliance with the Ministry of 
Environment oil spill clean-up requirements will have to be followed.  
• A project specific clean- up protocol has not been completed.  This task will be one segment of the future 
Emergency Response and Communication Plan which will be developed over the next several months.   
o Note:  there will be no PCB transformers associated with this proposed project.   
 
Turbine Vibrations: 
• The company believes there will be no vibrations issues associated with the wind turbine operating.  The 
development of a complaint protocol for operation periods will be developed in order for the public to contact 
operation management to discuss any concerns they believe are associated with the operation of the project.   
Buried Collector Lines: 
• The company has indicated that burying the collector lines along road allowances would be preferred, however, 
if there were significant engineering issues (geotechnical) then overhead would have to be considered.   Note: 
the final collector line locations, along road allowances, have not been completed. This information will be part of 
the work that will be presented to the Township in the future.   
• Note:  in early discussions with the Township representatives they have indicated they would prefer certain 
areas of the collector lines to be overhead.  The plan would be to continue to work with the Township on future 
negotiations on this subject. 
 
Navigation Lighting: 
• The company will comply with Transport Canada requirements for navigation lighting installed on the wind 
turbines.    
 
Turbine Operation:  
• Black-out – if there is a Hydro One Network transmission line outage the project protection and control system 
(required by Hydro one Networks) would automatically trip off the turbines, 
• The blades are not heated, however, the manufacturer does have this as an option. 
 
Batch Plant: 
• The necessary technical information pertaining to the proposed facility will be submitted to the Ministry of the 
Environment for their review, outside of the Renewable Energy Approval process. The temporary facility will be 
sited and operated in compliance with the appropriate provincial compliance requirements and municipal by-laws. 
• The Renewable Energy Approval (REA) process does not require noise modelling of the batch plant operations 
for the project.   
• Setback - there are no minimum distance requirements to a non-participating receptor.   
• Dust – as described in the Draft Construction Plan Report there are several methods proposed for dust 
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mitigation – for example: 
o Applying dust suppressants (e.g. water, calcium chloride). 
o Enforce speed limits for trucks on site as appropriate. 
o As appropriate, protect stockpiles of friable material with a barrier or windscreen. 
o Consult with local authorities prior to application of dust suppressants (i.e. water) on public access roads. 
o Ensure dust generation is monitored and controlled in areas of sensitive land use. 
• Washdown areas – the current plan will be located either in a central location likely near the batch plant or near 
individual turbine locations. The wastewater will be managed in accordance with appropriate regulations. 
• Water for Batch Plant – it is anticipated that water for the concrete will come either from Lake Ontario (if the 
water is suitable) or otherwise will be trucked from the mainland.  The water will be stored on site in a water 
tank(s).  
 
 
Substation: 
Algonquin Power Co. is not aware of any problems at other wind projects.   
Construction and Maintenance: 
• Snow plowing – this level of detail has not been completed.  The company has experience in hiring local 
contactor to assist with this type of activity for existing power projects.   
• Operating hours – as described in the Draft Construction Plan Report: 
o Construction will take place generally during regular construction hours. Extended hours may be needed for 
safety reasons or to meet other project commitments. 
• The number of construction vehicles utilizing public roads at any one time has not been estimated.   
• Turbine erection schedule – this level of detail has not been finalized at this time.   
• Ground water – please see Appendix B of the Draft Construction Plan report pertaining to this topic. 
• Timing of re-seeding after decommissioning – this level of detail is unknown but will depend on weather 
conditions and discussions with the participating landowner.  
• A described in the Draft Design and Operations Report a complaint protocol will be developed in order for the 
public to communicate to operation management any concerns.  Each complaint would be discussed on a case 
by case basis.   
 
Property Owners: 
• As described in the Draft Heritage Assessment Report the consultant has recommended assessment strategies 
with respect to certain heritage resources on the island.  The company will follow these recommendations. 
• If it is determined, without a reasonable doubt, on a case by case basis, that there has been damage to homes 
due to construction or operation activity, for the project, then the company would be responsible for repairing the 
damage.    
• Any potential TV or internet issues that are determined, without a reasonable doubt, to be the result of project 
operation then the company would be responsible for the payment of the reasonable mitigation methods (i.e. as 
described in the project Frequently Asked Question document).   
 
Health and Safety: 
• If the proposed project obtains a Ministry of Environment Renewable Energy Approval this authorization will 
prescribe terms and conditions with respect to dealing with complaints and any potential post construction 
monitoring requirement (i.e. noise).   
• The project proposed layout (using the Siemens turbine as described in the draft REA technical reports) is 
based on a 550 m setback from non-participating residents.  This complies with Provincial regulations.    
• Emergency Response (includes fire safety) - as described in the Draft Design and Operations report this 
information will be part of an emergency response plan.  The details for this plan have not been completed or 
presented to the Township for review, but will be prior to construction commencing. 
• As presented in the recent public open houses health and medical agencies agree that when sited properly, 
wind turbines are not causally related to adverse effects. This information was discussed with many stakeholders 
during the meetings by the subject matter experts from Intrinsik Consulting.  Note:  the proposed Amherst Island 
wind project will adhere to the provincial regulations for setbacks related to non-participating residents.    
• Transportation Management / Traffic Plan (Public safety)– as discussed in the recent Township town hall 
meeting this plan is required to be developed and reviewed with the Township designated representatives.  This 
document must be in place prior to commencing construction activity. 
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Flora and Fauna: 
• Tree removal – as presented in the Township town hall meeting additional assessment work will be planned in 
order to determine which trees would need to be trimmed or removed (to comply with Township by-laws). At this 
time this level of detail has not been completed.  
• Draft Natural Heritage Assessment Report - the project consultant (Stantec Consulting Ltd.) completed a 
comprehensive assessment of the project study area in order to comply with the Ministry of Natural Resources 
(MNR) requirements.  The MNR has provided a letter of confirmation indicating the report was prepared 
(including mitigation measures) using established MNR procedures and guidelines and is acceptable.  This letter 
will be included in the future Renewable Energy Approval application package.   
 
Miscellaneous: 
• The commitment for decommissioning the project is incorporated in the Draft Decommissioning Plan Report.  
There is no requirement from the Ontario Power Authority or Ministry of Environment to post a bond or security 
for this activity.  The obligation is mandated in the Ministry of Environment Renewable Energy Approval 
authorization – as a condition - which references the Decommissioning Plan Report.   
• Repowering - Please see the web links below for general repowering information: 
§ http://www.farmrenewableenergyoptions.co.uk/farmrenewableenergyoptions/sustainability/repowering-wind-
turbines.html 
§ http://www.juwi.com/wind_energy/repowering.html 
§ http://www.grontmij.com/highlights/water-and-energy/Pages/Repowering-of-wind-turbines-in-the-Netherlands-
produces-more-sustainable-energy.aspx 
• Heritage fences – please refer to the Draft Heritage Assessment Report for work completed by the consultant 
(Stantec Consulting Ltd).  
• Consulting companies – as you are aware the company has hired several reputable subject matter experts to 
work on the proposed Amherst Island Wind Energy Project Renewable Energy Approval process.  Each 
consultant has provided advice, guidance, participated in consultation with government and stakeholder 
meetings, and technical reporting/ assessments, based on government guidelines and regulations.  Their 
expertise will be used in order to assist in completing a Renewable Energy Approval application package that will 
be submitted to the Ministry of Environment.  
• Draft Underwater Archaeological Assessment Report - The consultant (Stantec Consulting Ltd.) has undertaken 
this assessment work (by a licensed archeologist) in direct consultation with Parks Canada and with their 
requirements.  A letter of confirmation has been obtained from the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) 
indicating the field assessments and reporting are consistent with their requirements and guidelines.  This 
document will be included in the project Renewable Energy Approval application documentation. 
• Draft Stage 1 & Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment Report - the consultant complied with MTCS regulatory 
requirements and guidelines.  Letters of confirmation have been obtained from the MTCS confirming the field 
assessments and reporting (for both phases) are consistent with their requirements and guidelines.  These letters 
will be included in the project Renewable Energy Approval application package to the Ministry of Environment. 

Undated June July 25, 2011 72 Voiced concerns over the impact industrial wind turbine installations will 
have on migratory birds and bat populations. Also concerned about 
potential for decreasing property values. Is worried about the health of 
residents and their children, she would like to know about setback 
distances for turbines and transformers from residences. Is concerned 
that environmentally sensitive areas of the island will be impacted by the 
project. She invites Mr. Robertson to visit the island. 

Responded s in a combined response letter. He summarized their concerns in a list and indicated that public 
concerns are considered very seriously. Stated that all work being performed for this project will be documented 
as part of the REA process.  Stated that public stakeholders are being engaged with the support of Stantec 
Consulting Ltd. to ensure that all comments are taken into consideration and are responded to meaningfully. 
Provided project website and contact information and indicated that a list of Frequently asked Questions would 
be made available. 

 




