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Moved by Councillor Sutton

Seconded by Councillor Pillon

That Council accept the report from Lou Zarlenga regarding the tender results for the

Long Marsh Drain Maintenance;

And further that Council accept the administration's recommendation to award the
contract to the lowest tenderer, being D& D Excavating.

Motion Carried

Report # 11

A report by Carol Bendo dated January 16, 2010 regarding a plaque in memory of
Councillor Rose Kelly.

Moved by Councillor Fryer
Seconded by Councillor Wark

That the report by Carol Bendo dated January 16, 2010 regarding a plaque in memory of
Councillor Rose Kelly be received;

And further that Council approve the installation of the plaque at the Kings Navy Yard

Parkette fountain.

Motion Carried

CONSENT REPORTS

Moved by Councillor Pillon

Seconded by Councillor Sutton

That the following reports be received:

1. A report by Treasurer Paul Beneteau, dated January 8, 2010 regarding the 2010
Lakeshore Dog Pound Budget;

2. A report by Pamela Malott, Paul Beneteau and Ivano Fregonese, dated January
19, 2010 regarding the 2009 3rd Quarter actuals.

Motion Carried
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NEW BUSINESS

a) Councillor Sutton reported on the City of Windsor' s direction on closure of seven

Municipal Early Learning and Child Care Centres. He asked that Council support a

motion to send correspondence to Windsor City Council expressing the Town of

Amherstburg Council' s displeasure in the recommendation and requesting that they look

at that decision and engage in conversation to find ways to keep the centres open.

Moved by Councillor Sutton

Seconded by Councillor Pillon

That correspondence be forwarded to Windsor City Council expressing the Town of

Amherstburg Council' s displeasure in the recommendation to close seven Municipal
Early Learning and Child Care Centres and requesting that Windsor City Council

reconsider that decision and engage in conversation to fmd ways to keep the centres

open.

Motion Carried

b) Councillor Fryer asked that Public Works staff on evening patrol prepare a list of

lights that are not working and requiring fixing. The Mayor asked that Administration

monitor when the lights are fixed and provide a report to Council so that Council may see

when the issue is reported and when the issue is corrected.

c) Councillor Fryer asked that a report be brought forward with regard to the final

financials on the Kings Navy Yard Parkette Fountain and if any costs ere incurred by the

Town.

d) The Mayor referred to the Helping Haiti: Challenge to Ontario municipal
governments and the federal government' s commitment to match donations up to a total

of $50 million. The Mayor asked that Council consider a donation to the Haiti fund.

Moved by Councillor Sutton

Seconded by Councillor Fryer

That Council make a donation in the amount of $2,000 to the Helping Haiti relief fund.

Motion Carried
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Delegation #3- Mr. MJc.k M~GCorquodaleAs presented nP~ ldl~1 the Public
Meeting hel~ January 25, 2010 and forming
part of the nunutes of the meeting.Thank you for your October 5, 2009 e- mail regarding GenGrowth's proposed Page 3 of 17

Southside Wind Farm. I understand that you have also spoken to Narren
Santos on telephone relating your concerns regarding the Southside Wind
Farm not being able to meet the Renewable Energy Approval Regulation'~
550 metre minimum noise setback distance.

As you already know, GenGroWth haS completed the ~n" konmeiital I
assessment requirements o~ ept~I1'!ber 15, 2-009, and obtained a -

Certi.ficate ofApproval (Noise) on September 18, 2009 for the Southside
Wind Farm. Since GenGrowth completedaIl Miiiistry ofth'"e Environment
approvals prior to the September 24, 2009 proclamation of the Renewable
Energy Approval Regulation (O.Reg. 359), GenGrowth is not required to
meet the O.Reg. 359' s requirements including the 550 metres noise /
setback. -'"

I also want to clarify that in accordance with amendments that were made
to the Planning Act through Bill 150 (an Act to enact the Green Energy
and Green Economy Act) municipalities, including the Town of
Amherstburg, do not have authority to make or enforce setbacks through
zoning by- laws in respect of renewable energy facilities after September
24, 2009.

Should you have further questions regarding the Southside Wind Farm and
or the Renewable Energy Approval, please cOIitact Narren Santos,
Renewable Energy Approval Coordinator at 416-314-8442 or bye-mail at
narren.santos@ontario.ca.

Thank you for bringing your concerns to my attention,

Agatha Garcia-Wright

Director

Ministry of the Environment

Environmental Assessment and Approvals Branch

2 St Clair Avenue West, 12A Floor

Toronto, Ontario M4V lL5

416-314- 7288 (Ph)

416-314-7227 ( fax)
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Delegation #3- Mr, Mick MacCorquodale
As presented to Council at the Public

Meeting held January 25, 2010 and forming
part of the minutes of the meeting,

Page 4 of 17

South Side Wind Fann - Distance from Wind Turbines to Closest Receptor

Turbine # Closest Receptor Distance to Receptor

1

2

3

4

5

CN 55239
CB 55222
CV 55247
DC 55255

D 155260

571

I 632-

575 -

586

570

Note: Receptors as definded in the MOE Noise Guidelines do not include residences involved in the

wind project. Distance from Turbine 3 to residence involved in wind farm in 515m

t'_
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Delegation #3- rpia~ i~~ 9qorquodale
As presented to Council at the Public

Meeting held January 25, 2010 and forming
part of the minutes of the meeting.
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The issues and concerns that you raised were extensively reviewed. I am satistied that the issues
and concerns have been addressed by the work done to date by Gengrowth. or will be addressed in
futur~ work that is required to be carried out. '

You expressed cOI1l;.erns that the Project wi II have adverse imp~cts on human health. that two'

elementary schools were not considered in the study. and that there have not been enough studies,
undel1aken to adequately determine the impact orwincl turbines on human health. In the
Environmental Screening Report ( ESR). Gcngrowth has examined the possibility of any negative
health and social etfects that the Project may pose on the surr.ounding population, Based on the
MaE statT review of the Project documentation, Gengrowth has demonstrated that it has assessed
potential environmental, social, and cultural etfects. as well as public safety and health issues. A

screening of environmental features was undertaken for the purpose of assessing potential etTects
of the Project on the environment, and this information is documented in a table in the ESR.
Gengrowth has also documented proposed mitigation measures to address any potential etfects that
the Projel:t may have on the surrounding environment. The ESP does not require proponents to
undertake a separate health impact assessment for electricity projects. Although the two,schools
were not included in the study, Gengrowth has submitted the location of these schools to the MaE,
for consideration in the noise impact assessment. The Pr~ ject was reviewed by MaE technical
staff and. under the current" MO.!: Noise Guidelines for Wind Farms. the MaE has no concerns

from a noise impact perspective, MaE statTare satislied that Gengrowth has met all applicable
government standards and requiremt:nts". .'

You shared your concerns that the-Project will have adverse impacts on the natural envirqnment
migratory birds. and the Big Creek Marsh-=-a Provinciall}: Significant Wetland, PSW). The ESR

states that the pre- construction bird monitoring program was developed with the Canadian Wildlite
Service ( CWS). the government review agency responsible lor migratory birds, The CWS has
stated its satisfaction with the pre- construction bird monitoring program. and the ESR states that
Gengrowth is committed to completing all required post- construction monitoring, studies as

prescribed by the CWS t?r migratory bir~s.

In its May 22, 2009 letter to the Ministry of Natural Resources ( MNR). Gengrowth advised that
the PSW is situated 1, 2 kilometres (km) from the nearest turbine, but the Big Creek Marsh is
located even fl.ll1her to the south. The MNR did not express concerns abo,ut impacts of the Project
on the Big Creek Marsh. A review of the Project documentation indicates that the Proj~ct will not
have an adverse impact on the wetland. In addition, in a letter dated December 15, '2008. the Essex
Region Conservation Authority (ERCA) stated that the ESR is being completed satisfactorily with
respect to all relevant natural heritage issues and policies under ERCA jurisdiction. Gengrowth
has provided to the MOE a written commitment to incorporate a species at risk protocol in its
Environmental' Management Plan and will provide that plan to the MNR and CWS for review and
comment prior to construction. The MaE is satisfied that the requirements oCthe Electricity
Guide with respect to the identification of potential impacts on the natural environment, and their
mitigation, have been met.

You expressed concerns relating to stray voltage. Electrical issues are largely outside the mandate
of the MaE. and are not dealt with under any MaE requirements or processes; they are a Ministry
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energy approval or a certificate of approval in respect of a wind facility that consists of a wind Page 12 of 17

turbine mentioned in subsection 54 (I), the person who is constructing, installing or expanding

the facility submits a report prepared in accordance with the publication of the Ministry of the

Environment entitled " Noise Guidelines for Wind farms., dated October 2008, as amended from

time to time and available from the Ministry.

TABLE 3

Number of wind turbines calculated Sound power level of wind turbine Total distance from wind turbine to

in

expressed in dBA) nearest ~oi5e receptor of the wind

accordance with subsection (2)

turbine (expressed in metres)

1- 5 102 .. - 550

103 - 104 GOO

5- 6 105 ~,  850

106- 107 950

6- 10 102 650

103- 104 700

105 1000

106- 107 1200

11- 25 102 750

103- 104 850

105 1250

106- 107 1500

You received this message bec~use you are subscribed to the GoogJe Groups "Wind Concerns" group.
To post to this group, send email towindconcerns@googlegroups.com.

To unsubscribe from this group, send email towindconcerns+ unsubscribe@googlegroups.com.

For more options, visit this group at http:// groups.google.com/ group/windconcerns?hl= en.

t
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From: M.L. Anderson (moe146@gmail.com)

Sent: January 22, 20109:07:47 PM

To: rfryer@amherstburg.ca; whurst@amherstburg.ca; jhubbs@amherstburg.ca; rbailey@amherstburg,ca;

rpillon@amherstburg.ca; jsutton@amherstburg.ca; rwhite@amherstburg.ca; bwark@amherstburg.ca

Attachments:

Sound calculation for Enercon E82,xls ( 52.5 KB)

Amherstburg Mayor and Councilors,

William Palmer, P. Eng. is known internationally as an expert in the area of wind turbine noise. He recently
presented a paper at the international Wind Turbine Noise Conference held in Denmark in 2009,

His analysis of Mr. Merker's information and Gengrowth' s plan follows. Attached is a sound calculator

specific to a Enercon E82,

Bill and Maureen Anderson sent on behalf of ECWAG

Forwarded message ----------
From: Jean and Bill Palmer <palmer.b@bmts.com>

Date: Fri, Jan 22, 2010 at 7:47 PM

Subject: Re: Town meeting Jan 25th - Gengrowth' s Plans

To: "M,L. Anderson" < moe146@amail.com>

Hi Maureen,

I did a quick calculation for the noise effects at what appear to be the nearest homes, one centrally located
on the 5th concession, just east of the central turbine had the highest sound levels, where I scale the
distances to the turbines as T1 ( furthest north) = 1l00m, T2 = 850m, 13 = 550m, T4 = 1150m, T5( furthest
south) = 1400m - the sound levels at the home using a sound calculator based on ISO 9613- 2 and the MOE
October 2008 turbine guidelines, 40,7 dBA, 52.8 dBC, 53.4 dB ( level). I've attached the calculator at the end if

you want to experiment with other distances.

I also calculated for the home just west of the central turbine on the 6th concession. It too is slightly over 40
dBA - about 40.3 dBA. Note however that I'm just scaling the distances, so probably the sound levels are

close enough to 40 dBA that the MOE would accept them, They would accept 40.49999 as acceptable, as they
round data, .

Now, having 40 dBA (or 53 dB level) will likely be a problem given the cyclical nature of the wind turbine
noise, but until we get the regulations changed to recognize the 5 dBA penalty for cyclical noise that NPC-
104 requires, " it is officially acceptable." (to annoy people, and possibly cause adverse effects I may add,)

The other obvious point of course is the proximity of the northernmost turbine to the lot without an

agreement - 51 metres, and the southern most turbine to the lot without an agreement - 51 metres, The
second from the north turbine is also close to the lot line of the neighbour without an agreement. Yes, it
meets the provincial rules, but they are woefully inadequate. The fact that 4 of the 5 turbines are closer than
500 metres to the edge of non- participating lots is certainly not a comforting thought.
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Reading through the submission, it is interesting that the proponent makes mention of the fact that the

Enercon R82 turbine (82 metre blade diameter) is not as big as the Siemens 2.3 MW turbines used at Port

Alma (93 metre blade diameter). However, one might have expected that a full disclosure would have also

stated that the rotational speed for the Siemens turbine is slower at 16 rpm compared to the Enercon E- 82

with a top rotational speed of 19.5 rpm, Thus the blade tip maximum speeds are about 77 mlsec for the
Siemens turbine, and 84 mlsec ( 9% higher)'or 302 km per hour on the Enercon E- 82, I had a quick run

through the package to look for the commonly used words of "the lazy motion of the blades" but did not

find it this time! Good thing, as 302 kmlhour is moving right along. It's a case of somewhat incomplete
disclosure I suspect.

The proponent also fails to acknowledge is that due to the higher tip speed, the Enercon E82 turbine has a

sound power level of 105.0 dBA (using the best manufacturer's information I can find for that turbine).

Recently issued ESR' s for the Siemens 2.3 MW turbines submitted to the MOE for the second phase of Port

Alma shows those turbines also have a sound output of 105 dBA, while a low noise version of the same

turbine actually is rated at 104 dBA. It makes you wonder about the basis for the statement in the

proponent's letter of Sept 11 from Mr. Paul Merker that states "The Enercon E- 82 is a gearless technology
that reduces noise output ..," Really? So 105 is less than 105? Or does he mean that if it had gears it would

actually be considerably noisier? At any rate, it is no more quiet, has a higher blade tip speed, and hence
more energy to throw broken bits.

The last thing which that is not mentioned is that this Enercon- 82 turbine rectifies the generated power and
then converts it back to AC at 60 Hz (as do the Siemens 2300 turbines, and the GE 1.5 sle turbines, but not

the Vestas V80 or V82 turbines. That means that the Enercon E- 82 turbines do tend to radiate a fairly high
level of electrical noise.

Tests I have conducted under a similar 5- turbine Enercon E- 82 array outside Blenheim Ontario shows that
these turbines even without a transformer do generate a considerable amount of electrical high frequency
noise that will result in problems with AM radio reception. I read that most lines may be buried, at this project
which should provide some relief but it will be something to be aware of if there is any weakening of that

proposal.

My anticipation is that some neighbours will have problems due to the acoustical noise, that the public safety
risk is higher than I'd like to see as one who has done risk assessment work, and that the converter equipped
turbines do generate a considerable amount of electrical noise, which may be partly mitigated if collection
lines are buried, although where the lines are overhead the condition wiil be more apparent.

Bill Palmer
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Wind Turbine Sound Meeting held January 25, 2010 and forming
ISO 9613- 2 Calculator part of the minutes of the meeting.
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Gengrowth - South Side

Enercon E- 82

Wind Development:
Turbine Type:

Page 30 of 31

Based on MaE Assumptions
Oct. 2008

Total Sound

Distance m Value ( dBA) 10 raised to power val/ 10 Sum 10 times Log 10 ( sum)

T1 ,.1100m . 30. 7 1174.898 1174.898 30.7
I

T2 850~~, 3'3. 6 2290.868 3465. 765 35.4

T3550ml. 38; 2 6606.934 10072. 700 40.0.

T4 '1150mj, j6~2 1047. 129 11119.828 40. 5

T5 , 1400r)') I 2~~9 616.595 11736.423 40.7

b: o 0.000 11736.423 40.7

0. 0 0. 000 11736.423 40.7
I

0. 0 0. 000 11736.423 40.7

10; 0 0. 000 11736.423 40.7

0: 0 0.000 11736.423 40.7

0. 0 0. 000 11736.423 40.7

0. 0 0. 000 11736.423 40.7
I ~ iO. O 0. 000 11736.423 40.7

0.0 0. 000 11736.423 40.7

0. 0 0. 000 11736.423 40.7
I' O~O 0.000 11736.423 40.7

0. 0 0.000 11736.423 40.7

0. 0 0.000 11736.423 40.7

119.;:0 0. 000 11736.423 40.7

OlO 0. 000 11736.423 40.7

0:.0 0.000 11736.423 40.7

0: 0 0. 000 11736.423 40.7

0. 0 0. 000 11736.423 40.7

10: 0 0. 000 11736.423 40.7

0. 0 0. 000 11736.423 40.7

1'

Fill in values In the first two columns of distance and noise from individual wind turbine

contributions from Sheet 1. The calculator gives the total value of them all added

together.

Use " Edit" " Clear" " Contents" on first column values before beginning new

calculation.




