FAX TO;

Nextera Energy Canada,

5500 North Service Road,
Suite 205,

Burlington, Ontario, L7L 6W6

Fax 1-905-335-5731

ATTENTION: Thomas Bird

RE: Conestogo Wind Energy Centre Public Meeting #2

Comments about the Public Meeting held at the PMD (Drayton)
Arena on November 30, 2010.
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Nextera Energy Canada,
Att: Thomas Bird

5500 North Service Road,
Suite 205, Burlmgton, Ontario,
L7L 6W6

Fax 1-905-335-5731

December 3, 2010.

Re: Conestogo Wind Energy Centre Public Meeting #2

Nextera Energy Canada’s Mapleton project held its Public Meeting #2 on
November 30, 2010 at the PMD (Drayton) arena. It was an Open House setting between
the hours of 5 — 8 pm. The poster displays were divided into categories ie. Noise,
Transmission, Constructipn etc. and generally manned by a rep wearing a name tag to
that effect. There were also unassigned employees of Nextera there as well to answer
questions.

I went with well-p: , well thought out questions expecting at a second meeting to
finally get some answers.| If this project goes through, I will be one of the unwilling
victims with my house ng longer a home but a “receptor with an ID number on a map”.
Therefore I wasn’t just lopking for a night out. I also have no intentions of writing an
epistle at this time about this meeting’s shortcomings. That will be done at a later date.

I was unprepared for the glib attitude and answers I received from some of the reps who
worked for other Consulting firms and whom had been hired for the night. They had not
previously worked on theMapleton Project and most were inadequately prepared for our
stringent questions. I a y felt sorry for a few of them who were getting very
frustrated.

Following are some examples of my frustration.

Noise: I wanted to know the dBA rating on the two different types of Siemen turbines
being used on the Mapleton Project. 1 had previously (several days earlier) asked Tom
Bird and he couldn’t answer me. After repeated questioning and sending another to ask
the same question, I was finally told 9 turbines at 107 dBA. I later found this to be

untrue.
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Avian Specialist: How many birds will be killed? Who knows? About 1.9 birds per
turbine.

Bat: How many bats will be killed? About 180 a year. Who picks up the dead bats and
birds? I’ve actually done it myself. How often are they collected? Twice a week.

You are telling me that someone will collect twice a week for such a low count of
mortality? A woman came along with a graphic picture of a bat with its lungs exploded
along with an article. She asked the rep to look at it but she wouldn’t. She said she sees
enough of them.

Construction: Could construction vibration damage adjacent wells? Shouldn’t

In a spring issue of the Wellington Advertiser, Josie Hernandez of Nextera was
interviewed. It was stated: “But Nextera’s construction and development protocols make
Hernadez “very confident” there will be no adverse health effects as a result of “infra-
sound, vibrations or stray voltage around the Mapleton project. Our collector lines are
buried.

I couldn’t find anyone who would sign a guarantee that I will not become sick, suffer
from the vibrations or the stray voltage.

I asked Nicole Geneau if Nextera would purchase my house if it became toxic. She
replied that Nextera was not in the real estate business.

Further: the Transmission rep said any problems with stray voltage would be handled by
Hydro One. As well he said that Nextera will be using Hydro One’s existing poles for
their lines. — another conflicting answer

Nicole Geneau’s answers were a little more guarded. She stated that Nextera had never
had reports of any health issues from doctors. However when questioned further she did
admit an older gentleman had to leave his home. I guess the truth “will out” little by
little.

Some reps were American and not familiar with our metric system or bylaws. They were
also very unfamiliar with our unique lay of the land in Mapleton and its diverse
agriculture and livestock farms. Other reps were from other consulting companies and
had not previously worked on the Mapleton project. Some said they were just there for
the night.

I came away from this meeting confused and discouraged. Confused because of all the

conflicting information I was given, discouraged because I don’t think Nextera will ever
give us straightforward answers.
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It is no big deal to the people there telling us whatever they want, but it is a big deal to
me who will have my life changed forever because of the ten proposed spinning giants,
inadequate setback distances, 4-5 months of enduring construction noise, sometimes at
night , vibrations, flicker and displacement of wildlife which we strive to protect and
have for 24 years. I simply cannot believe that nothing will change and I will not be
affected or bothered in any way by this project.

Donna Weaver 7624 Wellington Rd. 12, Box 10, Arthur Ontario NOG 1A0
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Y-06-2010 01:11 From: To:19053355731 Pase:1-/2

December 4, 2010
Comments tor NextEra Energy

Re: Conestoga Wind Farm Project Mapleton Township

1 would like to refer to Map #40P15 of the Canada Inventory Agricultural Capability Mapping utilized
by the Ontario Ministry of Agricultural, Food and Rural Affairs. It would appear that the lands on
which the above project is located are primarily Class 1 with one small pocket of Class 2 prime
agricultural land. Through discussion with an OMAFRA information employee Wind Farms cannot be
constructed on Class 1 or 2 Prime Agricultural Land. | understand that the Green Energy Act has most
likely undone the very legislation that protects agricultural land to the benefit of Energy production by
Industrial turbines, but would still like comments from NextEra that show how the Green Energy Act
legislation has over ruled the above agricultural protective legislation and how your wind company has
addessed Ontario's mandate to protect Prime Agricultural Land when you are locating the turbines in
the very center of Class 1 Agricultural Land. This location does not only have Class 1 Agricultural
land. bul actually utilizes it for agricultural production with many significant dairy, poultry and hog
operations in close vacinity. To remind you of the Farming and Food Protection Act 1998. [ will
include the following:

It is in the provincial interest that in agricultural areas, agricultural uses and normal farm practices be
promoted and protected in a way that balamces the needs of the agricultural community with
provincial health, safety and environmental concerns.”

In my opinion the Conestoga Wind Farm Project in this particular location with the intensity of
agriculture, there is no balance being reached with the industrial wind turbine proposal
(cnvironmental concerns of the province) and the protection of agricultural uses.

Sharon Coffey
7473 16" Line

RR |
Arthur, ON

NOG 1A0
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12/6/2010
From: Public Input Letters From Local Residents
Phone:
Fax:
To: * NexiEra Energy, Attn: Thomas Bird
Phone:
Fax: 905-335-5731

Company Name:  NexiEra Energy Canada.

Comments:

The following fax contains letters from 7 concerned residents regarding the Conestogo wind
Energy Centre proposal.

We hope this meets your deadline of December 4, 2010, to be included in the public
consultation report to be submitied to the Ministry of Environment.

This fax should contain 16 pages (including the coversheet). Please contact Leeann Swallow at
519-848-2444 if you do not receive the complete fax transmission.

Hard copies of the documents included today will be sent via Canada Post as soon as possible.

.........................................................................................................................

[] ForReview [ | Please Comment [ | Please Reply [ | Please Recycle
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To:

The Honorable John Wilkinson, Minister of the Environment
77 Wellesley Street West

11th Floor, Ferguson Block

Toronto ON M7A 2T5

The Honorable Brad Duguld, Minieter of Energy and Infrastructure
900 Bay Street

4th Floor, Hearst Block

Toronto ON M7A 2E1

Premier Dalton McGuinty
Legislative Building, Queen's Park
Toronto ON M7A 1A1

WPD Canada Corporation, Mr. lan MacRae, President
-405 Britannia Road East, Suite 214
Mississauga ON L4Z 3E8

IPC Energy

Mr. Tom Lewis, Manager, Planning and Environment
2550 Argentia Road, Suite 105

Mississauga ON L5N 5R1

Invenergy Wind Canada ULC

Mr. Ryan Ralph, Project Manager
12 King St. W

Bolton ON L7E 3C7

Ms. Doris Dumais, Director, Approvals Program, Environmental Assessment and
Approvals Branch, Ministry of the Environment

Floor 12A

2 St Clair Ave W

Toronta ON M4V1L5

NextEra Energy Canada

Att: Thomas Bird

5500 North Service Road, Suite 205
Burlington, Ontario L7L 6W6

e: osition to Wind Farms Proposed in Mapleton Townshi rio

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the situating of Industrial Wind
Farms near Drayton, Ontarlo. There is no base of Community support for industrial
wind farms within the Mapleton Community for any of the projects proposed to date.

1. WPD Canada Corporation (Springwood Wind Farm)

2. Invenergy Wind Canada ULC (Belwood wind Energy Centre)
3. IPC Energy (Belwood Poject)

4. Nextera Energy Canada (Conestoga Wind Energy Centre)
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In Fact, there is massive community opposition. More than 1,000 people attended
Nextera’s November 2010 public meeting and voiced their opposition to the proposed
wind Farms. This community has thoughtfully and carefully evaluated the risks
assoclated with industrializing our community with wind farms and have concluded
that the risks are serious and substantial, and provide no benefit overall. The rural
communities are precious residential, agricultural, conservation and tourist area. It
is not an appropriate site for industrial operations such as the Turbines.

Decision makers are invited to drive around the Drayton area and witness the
overwhelming number of opposition signs; to take note of the overwheiming
opposition at any public meetings regarding the proposed wind farms. It is time to
pay attention to the formal position of our municipal councils and MPP’s, who have
supported resolutions for a moratorium on industrial wind farms until appropriate
human health impact studies are recognized by our Minlster’s of Health,
Environment, Agriculture. Let’s not make the same mistakes as Asbestos, and UF1
insulation’s pushed on us by Industry and government without proper testing while
spouting Job creation propaganda.

I can not ignore the fact that the GREEN energy policy makers have tried to take
away my democratic rights to have my say about these highly subsldized, inefficient,
Industrial Turbines Power Generating Plants being situated within 5 kilometers of
humans.

I understand from recent statistical data that wide spread use of Industrial Wind
Turbine Farms WILL NOT reduce green house emisslons but will require more gas
burning plants to back them up, at a higher cost than coal, according to the experts.
These experts are quickly proving that Industrial Wind Turbines do cause serious
health effects (wind turbine syndrome) and will pollute the environment with 300
tones of concrete and metal each, stray voltage, constant low frequency sound,
ground vibration and shadow flickers. Noise is pollution. The presence of Industrial
Wind Turbine Power Generating Facilities has proven to cause massive property
value losses, millions of dollars, for residence within a 5 kilometer radius. Many
properties will become UN saleable as is now the case in the Shelburne area where
Wind Energy Companles have purchased Ontario Farms from victims who couldn’t
live within the Industrialized farm land zone.

I would hope that, before it is too late, you will all listen to the many experts who
are warning us of the serious heaith affects to humans as well as farm animal and
wildlife populations in Ontario’s residential, agricultural and conservation land
sectors. Please also consider the evidence of huge property value losses that will
affect the majority of land owners who openly oppose these projects.

Name: u@Lﬁ&mandZ [

Slgnature

Address:

, <
Date: “Z%C é /

¢.¢. Mr. Ted Arnott, MPP Welllngton -Halton Hills, 181 St. Andrew St. East. 2™ Floor
Fergus, Ontario N1IM 1P9

Oppose Belwood Wind Farm Association, 710 Tower St. S., P.O. Box 50009
Fergus, Ontario, N1M 359
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To:

The Honorable John Wllkinson, Minister of the Environment
77 Wellesley Street West

11th Floor, Ferguson Block

Toronto ON M7A 2T5

The Honorable Brad Duguid, Minister of Energy and Infrastructure
900 Bay Street

4th Floor, Hearst Block

Toronto ON M7A 2E1

Premier Dalton McGuinty
Legislative Building, Queen’s Park
Toronto ON M7A 1A1

WPD Canada Corporation, Mr. lan MacRae, President
405 Britannia Road East, Suite 214
Mississauga ON L4Z 3E6

IPC Energy

Mr. Tom Lewis, Manager, Planning and Environment
2550 Argentia Road, Suite 105

Mississauga ON L5N 5R1

Invenergy Wind Canada ULC

Mr. Ryan Ralph, Project Manager
12 King St. W

Bolton ON L7E 3C7

Ms. Doris Dumais, Director, Approvals Program, Environmental Assessment and
Approvals Branch, Ministry of the Environment

Floor 12A

2 St Clair Ave W

Toronto ON M4V1L5

NextEra Energy Canada

Att: Thomas Bird

5500 North Service Road, Suite 205
Buriington, Ontario L7L 6W6

Re: Qpposltion to Wind Farms E[o\gosed in Mapleton Tawnship, Ontario

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the situating of Industrial wind
Farms near Drayton, Ontario. There is no base of Community support for industrial
wind farms within the Mapleton Community for any of the projects proposed to date,

1. WPD Canada Corporation (Springwood Wind Farm)

. Invenergy Wind Canada ULC (Belwood wind Energy Centre)
. IPC Energy (Belwood Poject)

- Nextera Energy Canada (Conestoga Wind Energy Centre)
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In Fact, there is massive community opposition. More than 1,000 people attended -
Nextera’s November 2010 public meeting and voiced their opposition to the proposed
Wind Farms. This community has thoughtfully and carefully evaluated the risks;
associated with industrializing our community with wind farms and have concluded
that the risks are serious and substantial, and provide no benefit overall. The rural
communities are precious residential, agricultural, conservation and tourlst area. It
is not an appropriate site for industrial operations such as the Turbines.

Decision makers are invited to drive around the Drayton area and withess the
overwhelming number of opposition signs; to take note of the overwhelming
opposition at any public meetings regarding the proposed wind farms. It is time to
pay attention to the formal position of our municipal councils and MPP’s, who have
supported resolutions for a moratorium on industrial wind farms until appropriate
human health impact studies are recognized by our Minister’s of Health,
Environment, Agriculture. Let’s not make the same mistakes as Asbestos, and UFI
insulation’s pushed on us by Industry and government without proper testing while
spouting Job creation propaganda.

I can not ignore the fact that the GREEN energy policy makers have tried to take
away my democratic rights to have my say about these highly subsidized, inefficient,
Industrial Turbines Power Generating Plants being situated within 5 kilometers of
humans.

I understand from recent statistical data that wide spread use of Industrial Wind
Turbine Farms WILL NOT reduce green house emissions but will require more gas
burning plants o back them up, at a higher cost than coal, according to the experts.
These experts are quickly proving that Industrial Wind Turbines do cause serious
health effects (wind turbine syndrome) and will pollute the environment with 300
tones of concrete and metal each, stray voltage, constant low frequency sound,
ground vibration and shadow flickers. Noise is pollution. The presence of Industrial
Wind Turbine Power Generating Facilities has proven to cause massive property
value losses, millions of dollars, for residence within a 5 kilometer radius. Many
properties will become UN saleable as is now the case in the Shelburne area where
Wind Energy Companies have purchased Ontario Farms from victims who couldn’t
live within the industrialized farm land zone.

I would hope that, before it is too late, you will all listen to the many experts who
are warning us of the serious health affects to humans as well as farm animal and
wildlife populations in Ontario’s residential, agricultural and conservation land
sectors. Please also conslder the evidence of huge property value losses that will
affect the majority of land owners who openly oppose these projects.

ome:  bune PUIGL.
Signatu?w /Z%/:VZ

naaress: (575293 SArd 24/a8 RR®3 Girard Loy, DN, 05 te
Date: [DLC/ é//b
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c.c. Mr. Ted Arnott, MPP Wellington-Halton Hills, 181 St. Andrew St. East. 2™ Floor
Fergus, Ontario N1M 1P9

Oppose Belwood Wind Farm Association, 710 Tower St. S., P.O. Box 50009
Fergus, Ontario, N1M 359 ‘
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To:

The Honorable John Wilkinson, Minister of the Environment
77 Wellesley Street West

11th Floor, Ferguson Block

Toronto ON M7A 2T5

The Honorable Brad Duguid, Minister of Energy and Infrasiructure
900 Bay Street

4th Floor, Hearst Block

Toronto ON M7A 2E1

Premier Daiton NicGuinty
Legislative Building, Queen's Park
Toronto ON M7A 1A1

WPD Canada Corporation, Mr. lan MacRae, President
405 Britannia Road East, Suite 214
Mississauga ON L4Z 3E6

IPC Energy

Mr. Tom Lewis, Manager, Planning and Environment
2550 Argentia Road, Suite 105

Mississauga ON L5N 5R1

Invenergy Wind Canada ULC

Mr. Ryan Ralph, Project Manager
12 King St W

Bolton ON L7E 3C7

Ms. Doris Dumals, Director, Approvals Program, Environmental Assessment and
Approvals Branch, Ministry of the Environment

Floor 12A

2 St Clair Ave W

Toronto ON M4V1L5

NextEra Energy Canada

Att: Thomas Bird

5500 North Service Road, Suite 205
Burlington, Ontario L7L 6W6

Re: Opposition to Wind Farms Proposed in_Mapleton Township, Qntario

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the situating of Industrial Wind
Farms near Drayton, Ontarlo. There is no base of Community support for Industrial

wind farms within the Mapleton Community for any of the projects proposed to date.

1. WPD Canada Corporation (Springwood Wind Farm)

2. Invenergy Wind Canada ULC (Belwood wind Energy Centre)
3. IPC Energy (Belwood Poject)

4. Nextera Energy Canada (Conestoga Wind Energy Centre)

P. 006
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In Fact, there is massive community opposition. More than 1,000 people attended
Nextera’s November 2010 public meeting and voiced their opposition to the proposed
Wind Farms. This community has thoughtfully and carefully evaluated the risks
associated with industrializing our community with wind farms and have concluded
that the risks are serious and substantial, and provide no benefit overall. The rural
communities are precious residential, agricultural, conservation and tourlst area. It
is not an approprlate site for Industrial operatlons such as the Turbines.

Decision makers are invited to drive around the Drayton area and witness the
overwhelming number of opposition signs; to take note of the overwhelming
opposition at any public meetings regarding the proposed wind farms. It is time to
pay attention to the formal position of our municipal councils and MPP’s, who have
supported resolutions for a moratorium on industrial wind farms until appropriate
human health impact studles are recognized by our Minister's of Health,
Environment, Agriculture. Let’s not make the same mistakes as Asbestos, and UFI
insulation’s pushed on us by Industry and government without proper testing while
spouting Job creation propaganda.

I can not ignore the fact that the GREEN energy policy makers have tried to take
away my democratic rights to have my say about these highly subsidized, inefficlent,
Industrial Turbines Power Generating Plants being situated within 5 kllometers of
humans.

T understand from recent statistical data that wide spread use of Industrial Wind
Turbine Farms WILL NOT reduce green house emissions but will require more gas
burning plants to back them up, at a higher cost than coal, according to the experts.
These experts are quickly proving that Industrial Wind Turbines do cause serous
health effects (wind turbine syndrome) and will pollute the environment with 300
tones of concrete and metal each, stray voltage, constant low frequency sound,
ground vibratlon and shadow flickers. Nolse is pollution. The presence of Industrial
Wind Turbine Power Generating Facilities has proven to cause massive property
value losses, millions of dollars, for residence within a 5 kilometer radius. Many
properties will become UN saleable as is now the case In the Shelburne area where
Wind Energy Companies have purchased Ontario Farms from victims who couldn’t
live within the industrialized farm land zone.

I would hope that, before it is too late, you will all listen to the many experts who
are warning us of the serious health affects to humans as well as farm animal and
wildlife populations in Ontario’s residential, agricultural and conservation land
sectors. Please also consider the evidence of huge property value losses that will
affect the majority of land owners who openly oppose these projects.

Name: _ . P pndes FTT, /e r, yalg-7}
Signature: % %&:&‘

Address: 74 73 /;S’ggfgcoad é/,, /?p#l /47'7%U/
Date: Qggm ber 4, Zoswn

c.c. Mr. Ted Arnott, MPP Wellington-Halton Hills, 181 St. Andrew St. East. 2™ Floor
Fergus, Ontario N1M 1P9

Oppose Belwood Wind Farm Assoclation, 710 Tower St. S., P.O. Box 50009
Fergus, Ontario, N1M 3S9
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To:

The Honorable John Wilkinson, Minister of the Environment
77 Wellesley Street West

11th Floor, Ferguson Block

Toronto ON M7A 2T5

The Honorable Brad Duguid, Minister of Energy and Infrastructure
900 Bay Street

4th Floor, Hearst Block

Toronto ON M7A 2E1

Premier Dalton McGuinty
Legislative Building, Queen's Park
Toronto ON M7A 1A1

WPD Canada Corporation, Mr. lan MacRae, President
405 Britannia Road East, Suite 214
Mississauga ON L4Z 3E6

IPC Energy

Mr. Tom Lewis, Manager, Planning and Environment
2550 Argentia Road, Suite 105

Mississauga ON L5N 5R1

invenergy Wind Canada ULC

Mr. Ryan Ralph, Project Manager
12 King St W

Bolton ON L7E 3C7

Ms. Doris Dumais, Director, Approvals Program, Environmental Assessment and
Approvals Branch, Ministry of the Environment

Floor 12A

2 St Clair Ave W

Toronto ON M4V1L5

NextEra Energy Canada

Att: Thomas Bird

6500 North Service Road, Suite 205
Burlington, Ontario L7L 6W6

Re: Opposition to Wind Farms Propo i on Townshlp, Ontario

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the situating of Industrial Wind
Farms near Drayton, Ontario. There is no base of Community support for industrial

wind farms within the Mapleton Community for any of the projects proposed to date.

1., WPD Canada Corporation (Springwood Wind Farm)

2. Invenergy Wind Canada ULC (Belwood wind Energy Centre)
3. IPC Energy (Belwood Poject)

4. Nextera Energy Canada (Conestoga Wind Energy Centre)

P. 008
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In Fact, there is massive community opposition. More than 1,000 people attended
Nextera’s November 2010 public meeting and voiced their oppaosition to the proposed
wind Farms. This community has thoughtfully and carefully evaluated the risks
associated with industrializing our community with wind farms and have concluded
that the risks are serious and substantial, and provide no benefit overall. The rural
communities are precious residential, agricultural, conservation and tourist area. It
is not an appropriate site for industrial operations such as the Turbines.

Decislon makers are invited to drive around the Drayton area and witness the
overwhelming number of opposition signs; to take note of the overwhelming
opposition at any public meetings regarding the proposed wind farms. It is time to
pay attention to the formal position of our municipal councils and MPP’s, who have
supported resolutions for a moratorium on Industrial wind farms until appropriate
human health impact studies are recognized by our Minister’s of Health,
Environment, Agriculture. Let’s not make the same mistakes as Asbestos, and UFI
insulation’s pushed on us by Industry and government without proper testing while
spouting Job creation propaganda.

I can not ignore the fact that the GREEN energy policy makers have tried to take
away my democratic rights to have my say about these highly subsidized, inefficient,
Industrial Turbines Power Generating Plants being situated within 5 kilometers of
humans.

I understand from recent statistical data that wide spread use of Industrial Wind
Turbine Farms WILL NOT reduce green house emissions but wlil require more gas
burning plants to back them up, at a higher cost than coal, according to the experts.
These experts are quickly proving that Industrial Wind Turbines do cause serious
health effects (wind turbine syndrome) and will pollute the environment with 300
tones of concrete and metal each, stray voltage, constant low frequency sound,
ground vibration and shadow flickers. Noise is poliution. The presence of Industrial
Wind Turbine Power Generating Facilities has proven to cause massive property
value losses, millions of dollars, for residence within a 5 kllometer radius. Many

' properties will become UN saleable as is now the case in the Shelburne area where
Wind Energy Companies have purchased Ontario Farms from victims who couldn’t
live within the industrialized farm land zone.

I would hope that, before it Is too late, you will all listen to the many experts who
are warning us of the serlous health affects to humans as well as farm animal and
wildlife populations In Ontario’s residential, agricultural and conservatlon land
sectors. Please also consider the evidence of huge property value losses that will
affect the majprity of land oyners who openly oppose these projects.

4

Address:/ 20 /O ;j/l@/ W /Z@’éﬁg /Q’ﬁ;dm’ W/UOG//‘?Z
Date: )O/@CMJ% G, 20/0

c.c. Mr. Ted Arnott, MPP Wellington-Halton Hills, 181 St. Andrew St. East. 2™ Floor
Fergus, Ontario N1IM 1PS

Oppose Belwood Wind Farm Association, 710 Tower St. S., P.O. Box 50009
Fergus, Ontario, N1M 3S9
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To:

The Honorable John Wilkinson, Minister of the Environment
77 Wellesley Street West

11th Floor, Ferguson Block

Toronto ON M7A 2T5

The Honorable Brad Duguld, Minlster of Energy and Infrastructure
900 Bay Street

Ath Floor, Hearst Block

Toronto ON M7A 2E1

Premier Dalton McGulinty
Legislative Building, Queen's Park
Toronto ON M7A 1A1

WPD Canada Corporatlon, Mr. lan MacRae, President
405 Britannia Road East, Suite 214
Mississauga ON L4Z 3E6

IPC Energy

Mr. Tom Lewls, Mapager, Planning and Environment
2550 Argentia Road, Suite 105

Mississauga ON L5N 5R1

Invenergy Wind Canada ULC

Mr. Ryan Ralph, Project Manager
12 King St W

Bolton ON L7E 3C7

Ms. Doris Dumais, Director, Approvals Program, Environmental Assessment and
Approvals Branch, Ministry of the Environment

Floor 12A

2 St Clair Ave W

Toronto ON M4V1L5

NextEra Energy Canada

Att: Thomas Bird

5500 North Service Road, Suite 205
Burlington, Ontario L7L 6W6

e: Opposition to Wi arms Proposed in M ton Township, Ontarjo

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the situating of Industrial Wind
Farms near Drayton, Ontario. There is no base of Community support for Industrial

wind farms within the Mapleton Community for any of the projects proposed to date.

1. WPD Canada Corporation (Springwood Wind Farm)

2. Invenergy Wind Canada ULC (Belwood wind Energy Centre)
3. IPC Energy (Belwood Poject)

4. Nextera Energy Canada (Conestoga Wind Energy Centre)

P. 010
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In Fact, there is massive community opposition. More than 1,000 people attended
Nextera’s November 2010 public meeting and voiced their opposition to the proposed
Wind Farms. This community has thoughtfully and carefully evaluated the risks
associated with industrializing our community with wind farms and have concluded
that the risks are serious and substantial, and provide no benefit overall. The rural
communities are preclous residential, agricultural, conservation and tourist area. It
is not an appropriate site for industrial operations such as the Turbines.

Decision makers are invited to drive around the Drayton area and witness the
overwhelming number of opposition signs; to take note of the overwheiming
opposition at any public meetings regarding the proposed wind farms. It is time to
pay attention to the formal position of our municipal councils and MPP’s, who have
supported resolutions for a moratorium on industrial wind farms until appropriate
human health impact studies are recognlzed by our Minister’s of Health,
Environment, Agriculture. Let’s not make the same mistakes as Asbestos, and UFI
Insulation’s pushed on us by Industry and government without proper testing while
spouting Job creation propaganda.

I can not ignore the fact that the GREEN energy policy makers have tried to take
away my democratic rights to have my say about these highly subsidized, inefficient,
Industrial Turbines Power Generating Plants being situated within 5 kilometers of
humans.

I understand from recent statistical data that wide spread use of Industrial Wind
Turbine Farms WILL NOT reduce green house emissions but will require more gas
burning plants to back them up, at a higher cost than coal, according to the experts.
These experts are quickly proving that Industrial Wind Turblnes do cause serious
health effects (wind turbine syndrome) and will pollute the environment with 300
tones of concrete and metal each, stray voltage, constant low frequency sound,
ground vibration and shadow flickers. Noise is pollution. The presence of Industrial
Wind Turbine Power Generating Facilities has proven to cause massive property
value losses, millions of dollars, for residence within a 5 kilometer radius. Many
properties will become UN saleable as Is now the case in the Shelburne area where
Wind Energy Companies have purchased Ontario Farms from victims who couldn‘t
live within the industrialized farm land zone,

I would hope that, before it is too Iate, you will all listen to the many experts who
are warning us of the serious health affects to humans as well as farm animal and
wildlife populations in Ontario’s residential, agricultural and conservation land
sectors. Please also consider the evidence of huge property value losses that will
affect the majority of land owners who openly oppose these projects.

Name: I [V ulle~

Signature: _&’ W

address: _ 72693 sidervadd Al Prthur Oaf
Date: D(?,C é/f()

c.c. Mr. Ted Arnott, MPP Wellington-Halton Hills, 181 St. Andrew St. East. 2™ Floor
Fergus, Ontario N1M 1P9 ,

Oppose Belwood Wind Farm Assaciation, 710 Tower St. S., P,O, Box 50009
Fergus, Ontario, N1M 3S9
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To:

The Honorable John Wilkinson, Minister of the Environment
77 Wellesley Street West

11th Floor, Ferguson Block

Toronto ON M7A 2T5

The Honorable Brad Duguid, Minister of Energy and Infrastructure
900 Bay Street

4th Floor, Hearst Block

Toronto ON M7A 2E1

Premier Dalton McGuinty
Legislative Building, Queen's Park
Toronto ON M7A 1A1

WPD Canada Corporation, Mr. lan MacRae, President
405 Britannia Road East, Suite 214
Mississauga ON L4Z 3E6

IPC Energy

Mr. Tom Lewis, Manager, Planning and Environment
2550 Argentia Road, Suite 1056

Mississauga ON LSN SR1

Invenergy Wind Canada ULC

Mr. Ryan Ralph, Project Manager
12 King St W

Bolton ON L7E 3C7

Me. Dorls Dumais, Director, Approvals Program, Environmental Assessment and
Approvals Branch, Ministry of the Environment

Floor 12A

2 St Clair Ave W

Toronto ON M4V1L5

NextEra Energy Canada

Aftt: Thomas Bird

5500 North Service Road, Suite 205
Burlington, Ontario L7L 6W6

Re: Opposltion to Win Proposed in Mapleton Township, Ontario

I am writing to express my strong oppaosition to the situating of Industrial Wind
Farms near Drayton, Ontario. There is no base of Community support for industrial

wind farms within the Mapleton Community for any of the projects proposed to date.

1. WPD Canada Corporation (Springwood Wind Farm)

2. Invenergy Wind Canada ULC (Belwood wind Energy Centre)
3. IPC Energy (Belwood Poject)

4, Nextera Energy Canada (Conestoga Wind Energy Centre)

P. 012
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In Fact, there is masslve community opposition. More than 1,000 people attended
Nextera’s November 2010 public meeting and voiced their opposition to the proposed
Wind Farms. This community has thoughtfully and carefully evaluated the risks
associated with industrializing our community with wind farms and have concluded
that the risks are serious and substantial, and provide no benefit overall. The rural
communities are precious residential, agricultural, conservation and tourist area. It
is not an appropriate site for industrial operations such as the Turbines.

Decision makers are invited to drive around the Drayton area and witness the
overwhelming number of opposition signs; to take note of the overwhelming
opposition at any public meetings regarding the proposed wind farms. It is time to
pay attention to the formal position of our municipal councils and MPP’s, who have
supported resolutions for a moratorium on industrial wind farms until appropriate
human health impact studles are recagnized by our Minister’s of Health,
Environment, Agriculture. Let’s not make the same mistakes as Asbestos, and UFI
insulation’s pushed on us by Industry and government without proper testing while
spouting Job creation propaganda.

I can not ignore the fact that the GREEN energy policy makers have tried to take
away my democratic rights to have my say about these highly subsidized, inefficient,
Industrial Turbines Power Generating Plants being situated within 5 kilometers of
humans.

I understand from recent statistical data that wide spread use of Industrial Wind
Turbine Farms WILL NOT reduce green house emissions but will require more gas
buming plants to back them up, at a higher cost than coal, according to the experts.
These experts are quickly proving that Industrial Wind Turbines do cause serious
health effects (wind turbine syndrome) and will pollute the environment with 300
tones of concrete and metal each, stray voltage, constant low frequency sound,
ground vibration and shadow flickers. Nolse is pollution. The presence of Industrial
Wind Turbine Power Generating Facilities has proven to cause massive property
value losses, millions of dollars, for resldence within a 5 kilometer radius. Many
properties will become UN saleable as is now the case in the Shelburne area where
Wind Energy Companies have purchased Ontario Farms from victims who couldn‘t
live within the industrialized farm land zone.

I would hope that, before it is too late, you will all listen to the many experts who
are warning us of the serious health affects to humans as well as farm animal and
wildlife populations in Ontario’s residential, agricultural and conservation land
sectors. Please also consider the evidence of huge property value losses that will
affect the majority of land owners who openly oppose these projects.

Name:

" Signature:

P. 013

Address: 'Zo‘?S SJM i ﬂ"_/' ,4:’%»«{“ oG e CHAﬂ’c}Or\ T'_J\PB

Date: (ﬂ Z0ID
c.c. Mr. Ted Amott, MPP Welllngton -Halton Hills, 181 St. Andrew St. East. 2" Floor
Fergus, Ontario N1M 1P9

Oppose Belwood Wind Farm Association, 710 Tower St, S., P.O. Box 50009
Fergus, Ontario, N1M 359
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To:

The Honorable John Wilkinson, Minister of the Environment
77 Wellesley Street West

11th Floor, Ferguson Block

Toronto ON M7A 2T§

The Honorable Brad Duguid, Minister of Energy and Infrastructure
900 Bay Street

4th Floor, Hearst Block

Toronto ON M7A 2E1

Premier Dalton McGuinty
Legislative Building, Queen's Park
Toronto ON M7A 1A1

WPD Canada Corporation, Mr. lan MacRae, President
405 Britannia Road East, Suite 214
Mississauga ON L4Z 3E6

IPC Energy

Mr. Tom Lewis, Manager, Planning and Environment
2550 Argentia Road, Suite 105

Mississauga ON LE&N 5R1

Invenergy Wind Canada ULC

Mr. Ryan Ralph, Project Manager
12 King St. W

Bolton ON L7E 3C7

Ms. Doris Dumais, Director, Approvals Program, Environmental Assessment and
Approvals Branch, Ministry of the Environment

Floor 12A

2 St Clair Ave W

Toronto ON M4V1L5

NextEra Energy Canada

Att: Thomas Bird

5500 North Service Road, Suite 205
Burlington, Ontario L7L 6W6

Re: Opposition to Wind Farms Proposed in Mapleton Township, Ontarlo

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the situating of Industrial Wind
Farms near Drayton, Ontario. There is no base of Community support for industrial

wind farms within the Mapleton Community for any of the projects proposed to date.

1. WPD Canada Corporation (Springwood Wind Farm)

2. Invenergy Wind Canada ULC (Belwood wind Energy Centre)
3. IPC Energy (Belwood Poject)

4. Nextera Energy Canada (Conestoga Wind Energy Centre)

P. 014
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In Fact, there is massive community opposition. More than 1,000 people attended
Nextera’s November 2010 public meeting and voiced their opposition to the proposed
Wind Farms. This community has thoughtfully and carefully evaluated the risks
associated with industrializing our community with wind farms and have concluded
that the risks are serious and substantial, and provide no benefit overall. The rural
communities are precious residential, agricultural, conservation and tourist area. It
Is not an appropriate site for industrial operations such as the Turbines.

Decision makers are invited to drive around the Drayton area and witness the
overwhelming number of opposition signs; to take note of the overwheiming
opposition at any public meetings regarding the proposed wind farms. It is time to
pay attention to the formal position of our municipal councils and MPP’s, who have
supported resolutions for a moratorium on industrial wind farms until appropriate
human health impact studies are recognized by our Minister’s of Health,
Environment, Agriculture. Let's not make the same mistakes as Asbestos, and UFI
insulation’s pushed on us by Industry and government without proper testing while
spouting Job creation propaganda.

I can not ignore the fact that the GREEN energy policy makers have tried to take
away my democratic rights to have my say about these highly subsidized, inefficient,

Industrial Turbines Power Generating Plants being situated within 5 kilorneters of
humans.

I understand from recent statistical data that wide spread use of Industrial Wind
Turbine Farms WILL NOT reduce green house emissions but will require more gas
burning plants to back them up, at a higher cost than coal, according to the experts.
These experts are quickly proving that Industrial Wind Turbines do cause serious
health effects (wind turbine syndrome) and will pollute the environment with 300
tones of concrete and metal each, stray voltage, constant low frequency sound,
ground vibration and shadow flickers. Noise Is pollution. The presence of Industrial
Wind Turbine Power Generating Facilities has proven to cause massive property
value losses, millions of dollars, for residence within a 5 kilometer radius. Many
properties will become UN saleable as is now the case in the Shelburne area where
Wind Energy Companies have purchased Ontario Farms from victims who couldn‘t
live within the industrialized farm land zone.

I would hope that, before it is too late, you will all listen to the many experts who
are warning us of the serious health affects to humans as well as farm animal and
wildlife populations in Ontario’s residential, agricultural and conservation land
sectors. Please also consider the evidence of huge property value losses that will
affect the majority of land owners who openly oppose these projects.

Name: Roxar e FARN Ac

*——\_‘
Address: S w D = us, ON, AW 3K 4

Date; Dc. b /&Otm
C.C. Mr. Ted Arnott, MPP Wellington-Halton Hills, 181 St. Andrew St. East. 2" Floor
Fergus, Ontario N1M 1P9

Oppose Belwood Wind Farm Association, 710 Tower St. S., P.O. Box 50009
Fergus, Ontario, N1M 359
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COVER LETTER
To: Mr. Thomas Bird
Environmental Services Project Manager
Nextera Energy Canada

Faxi# (905)-335-5731
No. of Pages including Cover: 6

From: Bill Kabbes
Fax# (519)-848-6309
Arthur On.

Note: Please acknowledge receipt of document by return fax or
E-mail bakabbes@tdtech.ca
Thanking you in advance

P.01/96
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December 6,2010
Environmental Services Project Manager
Nextera Energy Canada.

Dear Mr. Bird,

The purposc of this letter is twofold: First, to focus on the treatment the residents of the
Township of Mapleton have received as a result of thep- dealings with FL.P Energy, Nextera, or
Conestogo Project or whatever name was used at the une. Sccondly,to have this information
provided to become part of Nextera Energy Canada's Consultation Report 1o the Ministry of the
Environment

I'rom the onset of the now Nextera Energy Canada coming into Mapleton Township,
deceitful tactics were used by employees of Elexco (hired by Nextera) to pressure
residents into signing contracts. Out and out lies were old, At a meeting at Tim [orton's
in Arthur on November 18,2010 with Tom Bird ct al, it was cxpressed that Nextera no
longer uses Elexco and the salesman is now "unavailable” 10 us to answer to his Iies. Now
it is too late to undo the paramount damage that has been done. Along the same vein, at
the second public mecting at Drayton, Josic Hernandez of Nextera Energy Canada,
acknowledged that lics were told and that they would do better in the future. Also. some
time after the first Public Mecting in Moorefieid in December 2009, Josi¢ Hernandez was
quoted in the Wellington Advertiser as saying, "We are committed to the communitics we
work in." The dictionary definition of "committed” is “to put in trust or charge. to
entrust.” Nextera seems 10 have fallen short of the definition.

As 10 the issue of the Deecember 6.2010 deadline for submitting comments: No
dcadline was given in the letter that residents in the study area received in September
2010 nor in the Septecmber 17, 2010 "Notice of Public Meeting #2" 1n the Wellington
Advertiser. Tt was only mentioned as an additional line to the second "Notice of Public
Mecting #2" in the Wellington Advertiscr November 26,2010, This created an unfair
time limit to complete and submit any comments that would become part ol Nextera's
consultation process. Public Meeting #2 held on November 30, 2010 allowed only threc
business days 1o respond with questions or comments.

Public Meeting #1 with the now Nextera Energy Canada was held 25 km away. The
measurement was taken from the top of the study area (Flighway 109) to the Mooreficld
Community Tlall, Nextera said that the PMD (Drayton) arena was booked for that night.
They also chose a night when at least 2 other very si gnificant and important meetings for
our community were being held and at exact opposite ends of the county. Because part of
North Wellington County at highway 109 was part of the study area, the Arthur
Community Center could have been used contrary to what Nicole Geneau said about the
meeting having to be held in the municipality where the project is proposcd (Wellington
Adveruser). Nextera had a public meeting back in 2007 at the Arthur Commun ity Center.
Also, the first notice for Public Meeting #1 Lo be held on Dec. 2,2009 at the Moorefield
Community Hall, was advertised in the Wellington Advertiser November 20,2009 and
nearby residents received the letter around the same time.  THEY DID NOT OBSERVI:
THE 30 DAY PERIOD for notice as mandated by the Ontario Ministry ol the Environment
P. 12 as well as the Environmental Protcction Act p. 12. "Frequently Asked Questions -
Rencwable Energy Approval” appendix requires: must post at least two consecutive
nolices in a local newspaper."
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The Draft Project Description report supporting documents were not made available
for public inspection on September 20,2010 at the Mapleton Municipal office nor the
week ol September 13 - 20™ as shown on their first notice of Public Mecting #2 in
Scptember 17.2010 Wellington Advertiser and on a poster board at then- second meeting
November 30.2010atDrayton respectively. . They were not available for inspection by
the public until September 22, 2010.

According to Technical Bulletin #5 - Guidance for Preparing the Consultation
Report, page 1 #1 states: the Consultation Report is required as part of a complete
submission for all renewable encrgy projects that require a RE A. The Consultation Report
is a ol applicants will produce to docunent how they consulted with jaterested and
affected stakeholders in the arca and what changes werc made to the project desion as a
resull of the consultation” Nothing changed because concerns stated orally at Public
Mceung #1 werc inadequately answered and Surveys completed and submitted 1o
Nextera expressing concerns were not answered. Tom Bird was asked on November 18,
2010 at the meceting at Tim Horton's why the “Conestoga Wind Encrgy Farm Project
Public Information Center Surveys™ were never replied to. It took repeated requests for
Tom Bird 1o respond 10 requests for answers completed on the December 2,2009 surveys
- Scptember 2010 and November 2010. Only then did some amive by UPS. Not
everyone who had submitted a survey reccived a reply. THEREFORE NOTHING
CHANGED WITH THE PROJECT DESIGN.

At the mecting held November 18, 2010 at Tim Horton's in Arthur with Neil Jones,
Director from Juno Beach Florida replacing Nicole Geneau, Peter Dick. an clectrical engincer
[rom Toronto who has not been involved with the Mapleton Project and Tom Rird, nothing
was resolved and no changes have been made as a result of our concerns. The main impctus of’
the meeting was 1o address concerns of the high power lines running too close 10 residents’
propertics. They couldn't answer all of the questions and secmed il preparcd for the
meeting. Such questions were: What is the dBA on the nameplate of the turbines? They
didn't know and didn't get back 10 anyone with the answer. A question was asked about the
filters and was not answered. They didn't have information on the harmonics (dirty
clectneily) with regards to power transmition from the turbines. They said the Geo tech wus
not done yet and a tech had not been hired. Overviews that were shown did not show all
setback distances from receptors to turbines. Ncil Jones said that vou couldn't rely on Dr.
Picrpont’s rescarch because she was getting paid to do it. They told our residents that if thev
signed an easement agreement (they said they could discuss that) it would save the com pany
maoney as well as wires wouldn't have to go by the houscs or down Wellington Rd. 12 because
the cables would be buried in the casement. No one has been back to him about that. Other
yuestions and replies will be addressed in another letter to the MOJ:.  This meeling if it 1$
considered to be a Consultation Mccting for the purpose of submission by Nextera, was most
unproductive. The meeting at Tim HHorton's was mislcading gesture on the part of Nextera.
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Prior to the meeting, Tom Bird was asked to bring scveral picces of information: overview
projects that could be compared 10 Mapleton. Mr. Bird produced 2 (out of 69 projects)
neither of which were appropriate to our arca. He said we could keep the copies of the
layouts, the one that was the farthest ofl from Mapleton, he took back. He later denied this
at Mceting #2 at Drayton.

Until the mecting at Tim Horton's on November 18, 2010, there was literally no
communication through emails, phonc calls or answered surveys. This was a desperate
atternpt on the part of the concerned residents to have any communication and hopefully
more questions answered.

Public Meeting # 2 was held at PMD (Drayton) arcna on November 30, 2010. This
meeting was also strategically planned as the new council who will be preparing the
municipality's final report has not yct been sworn into office. Therefore a new council
must deal with this huge project and do so in a timeline. There is 2 new mayor and 2 new
counctlors. This is devious. 1t is also fast approaching the Christmas secason when people
are busy and don't bave time to be attending meetings and following up with important
questionnaires.,

Public Mecting #2 was held on November 30,2010 at the PMD (Drayton) arena.
Nicole Geneau stated on CTV news on Dec. 1,2010, following the meeting #2 that
Nextera was a Canadian Company. If so, why weren't the representatives made available to
us by Nextera Lo answer questions - Canadian? Director Neil Jones from Juno Beach
Florida was manning one of the stations and answering questions, Dick Rausch answering
construction questions was from Texas, one Land Service representative was American etc.
cle. Most were not versed in our metric system when it came o giving measwrements,
Others worked for other companies and were imported for the evening and have not
waorked on the project nor did they scem to have been adequately prepped or prepared 10
answer questions. Qliver Romaniuk answering questions with regards to Transmission
was not even knowledgeable as 1o what was on the legend. When asked for a certain
measurement he used his hand Lo measure. When the Avian Specialist was asked how
many birds would be killed. he replied, "Who knows?"  ‘The Notse represcentative was
hired for the night. e couldn't answer any questions about the dBA rating on the turbines.
He miercly kept pointing 1o the MW rating on the chart.  He didn't know that the 27 sign
means greater than when referring to the decibel ratings. The Technition who did the Noise
study is no longer doing working for Nextera and thercfore was not available to answer
questions.

No one would give us a straight answer as to what health issues could impact us.
They would only refer back to the 9000 turbines they have installed without incident or

complaint. What about the concerns discussed at Pickton Ontario by the health community.

Other examples of questions and answers are as follows:
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Will vou guarantee in writing that we will not get sick as a result of the audible noisc. low
frequency noise and infrasound from the wind turbincs? Answer; won't guarantec

How do you account for the families in Ontario and around the globe whao got sick after
wind turbines were installed 1o close 1o their homes? Answer; Can't.

Do you think it's right to put these turbines close to our home well knowing some ol the
people exposed will get sick? Answer; Don't know.

Liow do you justify installing more turbines when MOE claims to be unable to properly
measure and monitor the sound emanating from turbines? Answer; There is protocol
being developed and we are waiting for the MOE to releasc it

What can you tell me about stray voltage? Answer; Stray voltage is not unique 10
turbines. Afier they arc built, they will be monitored and studied to sce the effects of
them.

()n a map entitled: Noxtera and Genivar - Concstogo Wind Farm "Electncal Collection
Systemn Layout and Setbacks- the rep couldn't answer what the red circles were at 7.9.2.
R.1. T'hese same red circles were not listed on the legend.

What would happen in the event of a tomado? Answers; They will be shut off from a
remote control in a control center that is monitored 24 hours a day. 2" response: The
Ard

blades will tum sideways out of the wind 3™ response: T don't know -

What is the highest wind a turbinc can sustain without toppling over? Answer; Windmills
in California are known to be able to withstand 100 mile per hour winds. If hit, the towers
would likely be fine but the blades might chip.

Do you have any information on turbines and tormadoes in Ontario? Answer; No.

What would happen in the event that the turhine catches on lirc? Answer; It would
have to bum itsclf out.

11T am 724 m away from a turbinc will T be cxposed to tlicker? Answer; No the trees will block
1.

Will the red icker due (o the red lights on the top of the turbine affcct me? Answer: Not
all turbines require red lights.

To summarize Mecting #2 held at the PMD (Drayton) arcna on November 30, 2010:

We found most of the represcntatives that were therc 10 answer our queslions were
inadequarcly prepared. They couldn't accurately answer our questions, they were inattenuve
with &' couldnt care less attitude' and were rather condescending by rolling their eyes at our
questions. All werc unfamiliar with the area and could not discuss the impact on hog, dairy,
pouliry and turkey farms.
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Furthcriore, most of the evening was spent being sent from station 1o station to
have a question answered, only to be sent back to the person of whom the question was
originally asked.

Nextera has failed to comply with the transparency of the project and
comununication that the Ministry of the Environment mandates.

Mr. Bird, it is imperative that this letter be incorporated in your final Consultation
rcport.
Sincerely, Bill Kabbes
RR#4
Arthur On,
NOGIAQ
(519)848-3206
bakabbes@tdtech,ca
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December 6,2010
Environmental Scrvices Project Manager
Nextera Energy Canada.

Deuar Mr. Bird,

The purpose of this letter is twolold: First, to focus on the treaunem the residents of the
Township of Mapletlon have received as a result of then- dealings with IFLP Encrpy, Nextera, or
Conestopo Project or whatever name was used at the tunc. Secondly,lo have this information
provided to become part of Nextera Energy Canada'’s Consultation Report (o the Ministry of the
Environment

From the onset of the now Nextera Energy Canada coming into Maplcton Township,
deceitful tactics were used by employees of Elexco (hired by Nuxtera) o pressure
residents into signing contracts. Out and out lics were 101d. At a meeting at Tim 1lorton's
in Arthur on November 18,2010 with Jom Bird et al, it was expressed that Nextera no
longer uses Elexco and the salesman is now "unavailable" to us to answer 10 his lics, Now
it is too Jate to undo the paramount damage that has been done.  Along the same vein. at
the second public mecting at Drayton, Josie Hernandez of Nextera Encryy Canada,
acknowledged that lies were 1old and that they would do better in the future. Also, some
tune after the first Public Meeting in Moorefield in December 2009, Josie [Hernandez was
quoted in the Wellington Advertiser as saving, “We are commitied to the communitics we
work in." The dictionary definition of "committed" is “to put in trust or charge, to
entrust.” Nextera seems to have fallen short of the definition.

As 10 the issue of the December 6,2010 deadline for submilting comments: No
deadline was given in the letter that residents in the study area received in September
2010 nor in the September 17, 2010 "Notice of Public Meeting #2" in the Wellington
Advertiser. It was only mentioned as an additional line to the sccond "Notice of Public
Meeting /2" in the Wellington Advertiser November 26,2010. This created an unfair
time himil to complete and submit any comments that would become part of Nextera's
consultation process. Public Meeting 42 held on November 30. 2010 allowed only three
business days to respond with questions or comments.

Public Mccting #1 with the now Nextera Energy Canada was held 25 km away. The
measurement was taken from the top of the study area (Highway 109) to the Mooreficld
Communty Hall. Nextera said that the PMT) (Drayton) arcna was booked for that night.
They also chose a night when at least 2 other very significant and important meetings for
our communily were being held and at exact opposite ends of the county. Because part of
North Wellington County at highway 109 was part of the study area, the Arthur
Community Cenler could have been used contrary to what Nicole Geneau said about the
meeting having to be held in the municipality where the project is proposed (Wellington
Advertiser). Nextera had a publie meeting back in 2007 at the Artbur Community Center.
Also, the first notice for Public Mecting #1 10 be held on Dec. 2,2009 at the Moorefield
Communtty Hall, was advertised in the Wellington Advertiser November 20,2009 and
nearby residents received the letter around the same time. THEY DID NOT OBSERVE
THE 30 DAY PERIOD for nolice as mandated by the Ontario Ministry of the Lnvironment
p- 12 as well as the Environmental Protcction Actp. 2. "Frequenily Asked Questions -
Renewable Encregy Approval” appendix requires: must post at least two consecutive
notices in a local newspaper.™
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The Draft Project Descriplion report supporting documents were not made availablc
for public inspection on September 20,2010 at the Mapleton Municipal office nor the
week of September 13 - 20™ as shown on their first notice of Public Meeting #2 in
Scptember 17.2010 Wellington Advertiser and on a poster board at then- seeond meeting
November 30,20 10atDrayten respectively. . They were not available for inspection by
the public until September 22, 2010.

According to Technical Bullctin #5 - Guidance for Preparing the Consultation
Report, page 1 #1 states: the Consultation Report is required as part of 2 complete
submission for all renewable cncrgy projects that require a RE A. The Consultation Report
15 a tool applicants will produce to document how they consulted with interested and
atlected stakeholders in the area and what changes were made to the project design as a
result of the consultation” Nothing changed because concerns stated orally at Public
Meeting #] were inadequately answered and Surveys completed and submitted Lo
Nuxiera expressing concerns were not answered. Tom Bird was asked on November 18,
2010 at the meeting at Tim Horton's why the “Conestoga Wind Lnecrgy Farm Project
Public Information Center Surveys™ were never replicd to. It ook repeated requests for
Tom Bird to respond to requests for answers completed on the December 2,2009 surveys
- September 2010 and November 2010. Only then did somce arrive by UPS. Not
cveryone who had submitted a survey reeeived a reply. THTEREFORL NOTHING
CHANGED WITH THE PROJECT DESIGN.

At the mecting held November 18, 2010 at Tim Horton's in Arthur with Neil Jones,
Director from Juno Beach Florida replacing Nicole Geneau, Peter Dick, an electrical engincer
from Toronto who has not been involved with the Mapleton Project and Tom Bird, nothing
was resolved and no changes have been made as a result of our concerns. 1'he main impetus of
the meeting was to address concerns of the high power lines running too close to residents’
properties. They couldn't answer all of the questions and seemed i1l prepared for the
meeting. Such guestions were: What is the dBA oo the nameplate of the turbines? They
didn't know and didn't get back to anyonc with the answer. A question was asked about the
filters and was not answered. They didn't have information on the harmonics (dirty
electricity) with regards to power transmition [rom the turbines. They said the Gieo tech was
not donc yet and a tech had not been hired. Overviews that were shown did not show all
sethack distances from receptors to turbines. Neil Jones said that you couldn't rely on Dr.
Picrpont's rescarch because she was getting paid to do it. They told our residents that it they
signed an easement agreement (they said they could discuss that) it would save the company
moncy as well as wires wouldn't have to go by the houses or down Wellington Rd. 12 because
the cables would be buried in the easement. No one has been back to him about that.  Other
questions and replics will be addressed in another letter to the MOLE.  This meeting if it is
considered to be a Consultation Meeting for the purposc of submission by Nextera, was most
unproductive.  The mecting at Tim Horton's was misleading gesture on the part of Nextera.
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Prior to the mecting, Tom Bird was asked to bring scveral picces of information: overview
projects that could be compared to Mapleton. Mr. Bird produced 2 (out ol 69 projects)
neither of which were appropriate to our arca. e said we could keep the copies of the
layouts, the one that was the farthest off from Mapleton, he took back. He later denied this
at Mceting #2 at Drayton,

Until the mecting at Tim Horton's on November 18, 2010, there was literally no
communication through cmails, phone calls or answered surveys.  This was a desperale
attempt on the part of the coneerned residents to have any comm unication and hopefully
more questions answered.

Public Meeting # 2 was held at PMD (Drayton) arena on November 50, 2010. This
meeling was also strategically planned as the new council who wil} be preparing the
municipality's final report has not yet been sworn into office. Therefore a new council
must deal with this huge project and do so in a timelinc. There 1s a new mayor and 2 new
councilors. This is devious. It is also fast approaching the Christmas scason when people
are busy and don't have time 1o be attending meetings and following up with important
guestionnaires.

Public Mccting #2 was held on November 30,2010 at the PMD (Drayton) arena.
Nicole Gencau stated on CTV news on Dec. 1,2010, following the meeting 2 that
Nextera was a Canadian Company. If so, why weren't the representatives made available 10
us by Nextera to answer questions - Canadian? Director Neil Joncs from Juno Beach
¥ lorida was manning onc of the stations and answering questions. Dick Rausch answernng,
construction guestions was from Texas, one Land Service represcntative was American elc.
cte. Most were not versed in our metric system when it came 10 giving measurements.
Others worked for other companies and were imported for the evening and have not
worked on the project nor did they seem to have been adequalcly prepped or prepared o
answer questions. Oliver Romanjuk answering questions with repards to Transmission
was not cven knowledgeable as o what was on the legend. When asked for a certain
measurement he used his hand to measure. When the Avian Specialist was asked how
many birds would be killed, he replicd, "Who knows?" The Noise representative was
hired for the night. He couldn't answer any questions about the dBA rating on the turbines.
He merely kept pointing to the MW rating on the chart. He didn't know that the “=7 sign
means greater than when referring to (he decibel ratings. The Technition who did the Noise
study is no longer doing working for Nextera and thercfore was not available to answer
questions.

No one would give us a straight answer as to what health issues could impact us.
They would only refer back to the 9000 turbines they have installed without incident or

complaint. What about the concerns discussed at Pickion Ontano by the health community.

Other examples of questions and answers are as follows:
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Will you guarantee in writing that we will not get sick as a result of the audible noisc, low
lrequency noise and infrasound from the wind turbines? Answcer: won't guarantee

How do you account for the families ip Ontario and around the globe who got sick after
wind turbincs were installed too close to their homes? Answer; Can't.

Do you think it's right to put these turbines close to our home well knowing some of the
people exposed will get sick? Answer; Don't know.

Vow do you justify installing more turbines when MOE claims to be unable to properly
measure and monitor the sound emanating from turbines? Answer; There is protocol
being developed and we are waiting for the MOE to release it.

What can you tell me about stray voltage? Answer; Stray voltage js vot unigue to
turbines, Afier they are built, they will be monitored and studied 1o sce the cffects of
them.

On a map entitled: Nextera and Genivar - Concestogo Wind Farm "Electrical Collection
System Layout and Sctbacks- the rep couldn't answer what the red cireles were at 7,9.2,
8,1. These same red circles were not listed on the legend.

What would happen in the event of a tormado? Answers; They will be shut off from a
remotc control in a control center that is monitored 24 hours a day. 2™ response; The
blades will tum sideways out of the wind 3™ response: [ don't know -

What is the highest wind a turbine can sustain without toppling over? Answer: Windmills
in California are known 10 be able to withstand 100 mile per hour winds. If hit, the towers
would likely be fine but the blades might chip.

Do you have any information on turbines and tornadoes in Ontario? Answer; No.

What would happen in the event that the turbine catches on firc? Answer; It would
have 1o bum itself out.

If I am 724 m away from a turbine will § be exposed to flicker? Answer: No the trees will block
it

Will the red flicker duc to the red lights on the Lop of the warbine affect me? Answer; Not
all turbines require red lights.

'I'o summarnize Mecting #2 held at the PMD (Drayton) arena on November 30, 2010):

We found most of the representatives that were there to answer our questions were
inadequately prepared. They couldn't accurately answer our questions, they were inatlentive
with &' couldn't carc Icss attitude' and were rather condescending by rolling their eyes at our
questions. All were unfamiliar with the arca and could not discuss Lhe impact on hog, dairy.
poultry and turkey farms.
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Furthermore, most of the evening was spent being sent from station to station to
have a question answered, only to be sent back to the person of whom the question was
originally asked.

Nextera has failed to comply with the transparency of the project and
communication that the Ministry of the Environment mandates.

Mr. Bird, it is imperative that this letter be incorporated in your final Consultation
report. L

Sincerely, Ann Kabbes
RR#4

Arthur On,

NOG1A0
(519)848-3206
bakabbes@tdtech.ca

*k TOTAL PAGE.@6 *k



NextEra (Conestogo Wind Energy Center)

The following letter is a result of the 2™ publie meeting held by NextEra Energy Canada
(Conestogo Wind LP)for the Conestogo Wind Energy Centre on Nov 30%2010 in
Drayton ONT and a quick look at the REA draft ( explanation in next paragraph)

Firgtof all there was only one.copy of the REA draft available at the municipal office
and T might add it was not there when the notice indicated it would be avaitable for
viewing! Everyone in the study area should have received one. In relation to that, the
first notice in the paper and the one we received in the mail did not indicate that we could
comment on the document until Dec 6 2010. The first time we noticed that was in the 2™
notice in the newspaper we received on Nov 26 2010 (4 days before the public meeting
on Dec 30 2010)giving us very little time to submit comments. Coincidence? [ do not
think so!!

On Nov 19 2010 I emailed Tom Bird to order some copics of the Draft REA and did
not receive them until Decl 2010, one day after the public meeting on Nov 30.
Coincidence? Again I don’t think so! The notices also indicated that the written copies
would be available at the open house/ public meeting but they were not.

The REA documents fail to include the results of the questionnaire we were asked to fill
in after the 1* public meeting on Dec 2 2009 if we had any concerns about the project.
NextEra assured us they would be addressed, but then why should we be surprised
because we did not receive our replies until Nov 23 2010 two working days after our
mecting at TimHortons in Arthur Ont. and almost a whole YEAR after the first meeting!
{more details in the Stop Mapletont Wind Farms report) The primary reason for the above
meeting on Nov 18 2010 was to express concern in regards to the route the power
produced by tutbines 9 & 10 will take to get to the transformer. That line will run close to
14 homes,1 purebred angus beef breeding farm,2 large dairy operations(one of which has
high caliber breeding stock),and 2 other agricultural businesses. At a Mapleton Township
council meeting NextEra’s Josie Hernandez was "very confident “ that there would be no
adverse health effects as a result of infrasound vibrations or stray voltage around the
Mapleton project to which Nicole Geneau (NextEra) added “ QUR COLLECTOR LINES
ARE BURIED” (quoted from the the Wellington Advertiser Newspaper) Well this one is
not and IT SHOULD BE!!

The transmission line from the transformer to the grid was another concern at that
meeting on Nov 18 2010. When asked if they would nuse new poles more poles-ete. they
did not know. At the public meeting on Nov 30 they still did not know. We went to the
meeting on Nov 30 2010 to get answers but went home with more questions!

After quickly tooking through the REA draft a few observations warrant comments. ft
states on. page 3 in the summary report that most of the woodlots and wetlands have been
actively managed and are not considered to be high quality for natural features or
wildlife. Let me assure you our family has owned a very Jarge section of that woodlot
for almost 50 years it has definitely not been “ actively managed” In checking with other
owners the other woodlots have not been cither. Sq I'm not sure which woodlot you were
looking at!
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Also of note in Appendix D Annoted Breeding Bird list. I have to question the integrity
of the report if only 1 wild turkey was sighted because most of the locals have seen many
more than that! In the General Findings of the sunumary report page 4,1t states that there
are 2 species at risk(chimney swift and the yellow chat which you heard singing north of
the study area.)lt goes on to say they were not observed in the study areas’ immediate
vicinity. As far as I krow birds.in our township have wings so-they could fly in and out
of the study area!

Another real concern in this area is that there is not enough consideration given to the
fact that one of the county™s targest dairy firms and pork operations are focated less than
900M (T9) and less than 700M(T7) respectively from proposed turbines. In addition to
these 2 farms there are several more less than 2KM from the project! There is nothing in
the REA draft addressing this concern. Where are the studies to prove that this is not a
concern?

The draft report contains numerous pages of types and numbers of birds and plants
but when asked at the open house/ public meeting on Nov 30 2010 how many people,
their ages and the number of domestic farm animals are in the study area , they did not
know. That is totally unacceptable given the passibility of negative effects on residents
and their livelihood. Show us peer reviewed evidence to prove otherwise and not
something done for and by CANWEA.

As for bumap health issues 1 support the documents you received from Mr, Horner.
Please refer to those documents. Please apply the attachments provided to you by Mr.
Homer to my submission. This will avoid overloading your mailbox.

These issues need to be addressed before continuing with the project. A copy of thig
submission is also being sent to the MOE.

[ hereby request a copy of the final REA document and a copy of the public
consultation report you wil} submit to the MOE

Subnu'.tfe)‘]. bly,-;

/( 7 g

/S o g s
_// d AJ.'/ .—f\” &\__///
John Krul

7662 16" Line RR#4 Arthur ONT
519-848-2427
jdkrul@tdtech.ca

€/¢ d 1£2559€£5906 << 8%6£-8%8 (619) JNyidy wJeuey 6991 90-2L-010¢



2010-12-09 07:55 Canarm Arthur (519) 848-3948 >> 9053355731 P 2/5

COMMENTS TO BE INCLUDED IN THE PUBLIC CONSULTATION REPORT TO THE
MINISTRY OF THE ENVIRONMENT

On Tuesday, November 30, 2010, I spent 3 hours at Public Meeting #2 for the Conestogo Wind
Energy Centre project. Three hours of questioning, listening, reading and writing. For a meeting that
was intended to provide satisfactory, suitable answers to the questions raised by concemed citizens, this
meeting FAILED TERRIBLY. In fact, this meeting has led to MANY MORE QUESTIONS and a
VERY SERIOUS CONCERN ABOUT INCONSISTENT INFORMATION AND/OR VAGUE
RESPONSES. This is not acceptable.

Immediately upon arrival at this meeting, Kevin Cook (Land Services) told me that the room was
filled with “experts” in their field. Having heard this, I cannot believe how many “I don’t knows” or I
didn’t study that” responses were given to meaningful, specific questions. Most speakers were hesitant
to share any specific details at all. However, with persistent questioning, details were sometimes slowly
given and then things got really interesting as the so-called “answers” becamne mconsistent, leading to
even more questions and greater concerns.

Speakers at this meeting were ill-prepared and NOT knowledgeable on this project. Very few
were even familiar with the project and they could not adequately address the concerns specific to this
community. Some speakers were smug. Many were disinterested. Most seemed irmitated that people
were even bothening to ask such questions. Very little regard was shown for local regulations or
conditions. This meeting was not professional and I cannot believe how poorly NextEra allowed, or :
perhaps chose, to have their company represented. Please refer to some specific concerns listed below:

A) The plans for this project are NOT DONE. I¢'s that plain and simple. Specific details of the
transmission lines, and the guaranteed location of all 10 turbines and the substation could NOT be
given. At the very least, this lack of finality warrants more time, more research, and another public
meeting when plans ARE final.

B) The noise “experts” refused to discuss low frequency noise. This is not acceptable. How can this
company exclude the availability of this information at a meeting of this magnitude??

C) Three different sizes were given for the base / foundation of the turbines. Which onc is 117? Who
knows what they are talking about??

D} This company has mistreated our community and continues to do so. BOTH Mzr. Bird and Ms.
Geneau admitted on Tuesday, November 30, 2010 that NextEra has made a “mistake” in 1ts
dealings with the community. The thingis ... you continue to do so.

Ms. Geneau rudely walked away from a concemed resident who wanted information about the
transmission lines that would pass closely by her house. Ms. Geneau went to get a water bottle and did
not return to give the resident a satisfactory answer.

Mr. Bird does not know the population of our community. Mr. Bird did not return LAST
YEAR’S QUESTIONNAIRES until the end of November 2010 ... after being asked about it more
than once by members of the community. Mr. Bird was not able to be reached unti] October 2010
10 months after Public Meeting #1. Communication with the community has not been adequate.
Virtually non-existent, actually. This is not acceptable.
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Mr. Bird, Ms. Geneau, and NextEra, not only have you made mistakes with this community, but
you have also made mistakes with the REA process. Public Meeting #2 was inconclusive and allusive.
Concerns were not clearly addressed and plans are not final. Until clear, succinct, accountable
information can be given to the concerned residents of this community, you have not fulfilled your
responsibilities for public consultation and that is net acceptable.

Mr. Bird, I trust that these comments will be included in your Public Consultation Report to the
MOE.

TREQUEST A PAPER COPY OF THE FINAL DRAFT OF YOUR REA SUBMISSION.

Sincerely,

Lori Nauta
R.R.#4

Arthur, Ontario
NOG 1A0



FAX TO;

Nextera Energy Canada,

5500 North Service Road,
Suite 205,

Burlington, Ontario, L7L. 6W6

Fax 1-905-335-5731

ATTENTION:  Thomas Bird

RE: Conestogo Wind Energy Centre Public Meeting #2

Comments about the Public Meeting held at the PMD (Drayton)
Arena on November 30, 2010.
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Nextera Energy Canada,
Att: Thomas Bird

5500 North Service Road,
Suite 205,

Burlington, Ontario,

L7L 6W6

Fax 1-905-335-5731

The purpose of this report is twofold: First to focus on the treatment the residents of
the Township of Mapleton have received as a result of their dealings with FLP Energy,
Nextera, or Conestogo Project or whatever name was used at the time. Secondly to have
this information provided to become a part of Nextera Energy Canada’s Consultation
Report to the Ministry of the Environment,

From the onset of the now Nextera Energy Canada coming into our Municipality,
deceitful tactics were used by employees of Elexco (hired by Nextera) to pressure
residents into signing contracts. Out and out lies were told. At the meeting at Tim
Horton’s on November 18, 2010 with Tom Bird et al, it was expressed that Nextera no
longer uses Elexco and the salesman is now “unavailable” to us so he cannot answer to
his lies. Now it is too late to undo the paramount damage that has been done. Along the
same vein, at the second public meeting at Drayton, Josie Hernandez of Nextera Energy
Canada, acknowledged that lies were told and they would do better. Also, some time
after the first Public Meeting in Moorefield in December 2009, Josic Hernandez was
quoted in the Wellington Advertiser as saying, “We are committed to the communities
we work in.” The dictionary definition of “committed” is “to put in trust or charge, to
entrust.” Nextera seems to have fallen short of the definition.

As to the issue of the December 6, 2010 deadline for submitting comments: No deadline
was given in the letter that residents in the study area received in September 2010 nor in
the September 172010 “Notice of Public Meeting #2” in the Wellington Advertiser. It
was only mentioned as an additional line to the second “Notice of Public Meeting #2” in
the Wellington Advertiser November 26, 2010. This gave us an unfair time limit to
complete and submit any comments that would become part of Nextera’s consultation
process. Public Meeting #2 held on November 30, 2010 allowed only three business days
to respond with questions or comments.

Public Meeting #1 with the now Nextera Energy Canada was held 25 km away. The
measurement was taken from the top of the study area (Highway 109) to the Moorefield
arena. They said that the PMD (Drayton) arena was booked for that night. They also
chose a night when at least 2 other very significant and important meetings for our
community were being held and at exact opposite ends of the county. Because part of
North Wellington County at highway 109 was part of the study area, the Arthur arena
could have been used contrary to what Nicole Genean said about the meeting having to
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be held in the municipality where the project is proposed (Wellington Advertiser) They
had a public meeting back in 2007 at the Arthur Arena. Also, the first notice for Public
Meseting #1 to be held on Dec. 2, 2009 at the Moorefield arena, was put in the
Wellington Advertiser November 20, 2009 and nearby residents received the letter
around the same time. THEY DID NOT OBSERVE THE 30 DAY PERIOD for notice
as mandated by the Ontario Ministry of the Environment p. 12 as well as the
Environmental Protection Act p. 12. “Frequently Asked Questions — Renewable Energy
Approval” appendix requires: must post at least two consecutive notices in a local
newspaper.”

The Draft Project Description report supporting documents were not made available for
public inspection on September 20, 2010 at the Mapleton Municipal office nor the week
of September 13 — 20" as shown on their first notice of Public Meeting #2 in September
17, 2010 Wellington Advertiser and on a poster board at their second meeting November
30,2010 at Drayton respectively. . They were not available for inspection by the public
until September 22, 2010.

According to Technical Bulletin #5 — Guidance for Preparing the Consultation Report,
page 1 #1 states: the Consultation Report is required as part of a complete submission
for all renewable energy projects that require a REA. The Consultation Report is a tool
applicants will produce to document how they consulted with interested and affected
stakeholders in the area and what changes were made to the project design as a result of
the consultation” Nothing changed because concems stated orally at Public Meeting #1
were inadequately answered and Surveys completed and submitted to Nextera
expressing concems were not answered until Tom Bird was asked on November 18% R
2010 at the meeting at Tim Horton’s why the questions on the surveys had not been
answered. It took twice for Tom Bird to respond to requests for answers completed on
the December 2, 2009 surveys — September 2010 and November 2010. Only then did
some arrive by UPS. Not everyone who had submitted a survey received a reply.
THEREFORE NOTHING CHANGED WITH THE PROJECT DESIGN.

At a meeting held November 18, 2010 at Tim Horton’s in Arthur with concerned
residents John Krul, Merle Kelley, Dunc Lamond and Donna Weaver as well as Neil
Jones, Director from Juno Beach Florida replacing Nicole Geneau, Peter Dick, an
electrical engineer from Toronto who has not been involved with the Mapleton Project
and Tom Bird, nothing was resolved and no changes have been made as a result of our
concerns. The main impetus of the meeting was to address concerns of the high power
lines running too close to residents’ properties. They couldn’t answer all of our
questions and seemed ill prepared for the meeting. Such questions were: What is the
dBA on the nameplate of the turbines? Didn’t know and didn’t get back to anyone with
the answer. A question was asked about the filters and was not answered. Asa follow
up, Tom Bird sent John Krul a drawing of a transformer that did not show the filters and
capacitors and it was not the exact transformer Nextera was going to use. They didn’t
have information on the harmonics of the turbines. Said the Geo tech was not done yet
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and a tech had not been hired. Overviews that were shown did not show all setback
distances from receptors to turbines. Neil Jones said that you couldn’t rely on Dr.
Pierpont’s research because she was getting paid to do it. They told John Krul that if he
signed an easement agreement (they said they could discuss that) it would save the
company money as well as wires wouldn’t have to go by John Krul’s’s house or down
Wellington Rd. 12 because the cables would be buried in the easement. No one has been
back to him about that. Other questions and replies will be addressed in another letter to
the MOE. This meeting, if it is considered to be a Consultation Meeting for the purpose
of submission by Nextera, was most unproductive. The meeting at Tim Horton’s was a
misleading gesture on the part of Nextera. Prior to the meeting John Krul had asked Tom
Bird to bring several things: overview projects that could be compared to Mapleton. He
brought 2 (out of 69 projects) neither of which were appropriate to our area. He said we
could keep the copies of the layouts but the one that was the farthest off from Mapleton,
he took back. He later denied this to John at Meeting #2 at Drayton.

Until the meeting at Tim Horton’s on November 18, 2010, there was literally no
communication through emails, or phone calls.  This was a desperate attempt on the
part of the concerned residents to have some communication and hopefully some
questions answered.

Public Meeting # 2 was held at Drayton on November 30, 2010. This meeting was also
strategically planned as the new council who will be preparing the municipality’s final
report has not yet been sworn into office. Therefore a new council must deal with this
huge project and do so in a timeline. There is a new mayor and 2 new councillors. This
is devious. It is also fast approaching the Christmas season when people are busy and
don’t have time to be attending meetings and following up with important questionnaires.

Public Meeting #2 was held on November 30, 2010 at the PMD (Drayton) arena.

Nicole Geneau stated on CTV news on Dec. 1, 2010, following the meeting #2 that
Nextera was a Canadian Company. If so, why weren’t the representatives made available
to us by Nextera to answer questions — Canadian? Director Neil Jones from Juno Beach
Florida was manning one of the stations and answering questions, Dick Rausch
answering construction questions was from Texas, one Land Service representative was
American etc. etc. Most were not versed in our metric system when it came to giving
measurements. Others worked for other companies and were imported for the evening
and have not worked on the project nor did they seem to have been adequately prepped or
prepared to answer questions. Oliver Romaniuk answering questions in Transmission
was not even knowledgeable about what was on the legend. When asked for a certain
measurement he used his hand to measure. When the Avian Specialist was asked how
many birds would be killed, he replied, “Who knows?” The Noise representative was
hired for the night. He couldn’t answer any questions about the dBA rating on the
turbines. He merely kept pointing to the MW rating on the chart. Finally he said that the
decibel rating for 9 of the turbines was 107 decibels which is incorrect. He didn’t know
that > sign means greater than when referring to the decibel ratings. The fellow who did
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the Noise study is no longer doing working for Nextera and therefore was not available
to answer questions.

No one would give us a straight answer as to what health issues could impact us. They
would only refer back to the 9000 turbines they have installed without incident or
complaint. However Nicole Geneau is to get back to us with the decibel rating “that
made an older gentleman sick and who had to leave his home” as a result of one of their
projects. '

Other examples of questions and answers are as follows:

Will you guarantee in writing that we will not get sick as a result of the audible noise,
low frequency noise and infrasound from the wind turbines? - won’t guarantee

How do you account for the families in Ontario and around the globe who got sick after
wind turbines were installed too close to their homes? Can’t

Do you think it’s right to put these turbines close to our home well knowing some of the
people exposed will get sick? Don’t know.

How do you justify installing more turbines when MOE claims to be unable to properly
measure and monitor the sound emanating from turbines? There is protocol being
developed and we are waiting for the MOE to release it.

What can you tell me about stray voltage? Stray voltage is not unique to turbines. After
they are built, they will be monitored and studied to see the effects of them.

On a map entitled: Nextera and Genivar — Conestogo Wind Farm “Electrical Collection
System Layout and Setbacks- the rep couldn’t answer what the red circles wereat 7,9, 2,
8, 1. These same red circles were not listed on the legend.

What would happen in the event of a tornado? They will be shut off from a remote
control in a control center that is monitored 24 hours a day. 2™ response; The blades
will turn sideways out of the wind 3™ response : I don’t know

What is the highest wind a turbine can sustain without toppling over? Windmills in
California are known to be able to withstand 100 mile per hour winds, If hit, the towers
would likely be fine but the blades might chip. -

Do you have any information on turbines and tornadoes in Ontario? No

What would happen in the event that the turbine catches on fire? It would have to burn
itself out.
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To summarize Meeting #2 held at the PMD (Drayton) arena on November 30, 2010:

We found most of the representatives there to answer our questions were inadequately
prepared, couldn’t accurately answer our questions, were inattentive with a ¢ couldn’t
care less attitude’ and were rather condescending by rolling their eyes at questions,
Almost all were unfamiliar with the area and could not discuss the impact on hog , dairy,
and turkey farms etc.

Furthermore, we spent a lot of the evening being sent from station to station to have a
question answered only to be sent back to the person of whom the question was originally
asked.

As far as we are concerned, Nextera has failed to comply with the transparency of the
consultation process that the Ministry of the Environment mandates.

Mr. Bird, we trust that this report will be in your final Consultation report.

Stop Mapleton Wind Farms
December 2, 2010.

See next page for signatures of SMWF members who are in agreement with this report.
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Stop Mapleton Wind Farms, (SMWF)

Signatures‘of the undersigned, members of SMWF, are in agreement with this report.

Dated in ‘HQPL‘M._This 1_d# day of December, 2010.
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Signatures of the undersigned, members of SMWF, are in agreement with this report.

Dated in fjap_uan._This Ancl_th day of December, 2010. "

Stop Mapleton Wind Farms, (SMWE)

Name: (Print) Addréss: Email: Telephone: Signature:
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Stop Mapleton Wind Farms, (SMWE)
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Signatures of the undersigned, members of SMWF, are in agreement with this report.
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Signatures of the undersigned, members of SMWF, are in agreement with this report.
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FAX TO;

Nextera Energy Canada,

5500 North Service Road,
Suite 205,

Burlington, Ontario, L7L 6W6

Fax 1-905-335-5731

ATTENTION:  Thomas Bird

RE: Conestogo Wind Energy Centre Public Meeting #2

Comments about the Public Meeting held at the PMD (Drayton)
Arena on November 30, 2010.
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AN

Nextera Energy Canada,
Ait: Thomas Bird

5500 North Service Road,
Suite 205,

Burlington, Ontario,

L70L 6W6

Fax 1-905-335-5731

The purpose of this report is twofold: First to focus on the treatment the residents of
the Township of Mapleton have received as a result of their dealings with FLP Energy,
Nextera, or Conestogo Project or whatever name was used at the time. Secondly to have
this information provided to become a part of Nextera Energy Canada’s Consultation
Report to the Ministry of the Environment.

From the onset of the now Nextera Energy Canada coming into our Municipality,
deceitful tactics were used by employees of Elexco (hired by Nextera) to pressure
residents into signing contracts. Out and out lies were told. At the meeting at Tim
Horton’s on November 18, 2010 with Tom Bird et al, it was expressed that Nextera no
longer uses Elexco and the salesman is now “unavailable” to us so he cannot answer to
his lies. Now it is too late to undo the paramount damage that has been done. Along the
same vein, at the second public meeting at Drayton, Josie Hernandez of Nextera Energy
Canada, acknowledged that lies were told and they would do better. Also, some time
after the first Public Meeting in Moorefield in December 2009, Josie Hernandez was
quoted in the Wellington Advertiser as saying, “We are committed to the communities
we work 1n.” The dictionary definition of “committed” is “to put in trust or charge, to
entrust.” Nextera seems to have fallen short of the definition.

As to the issue of the December 6, 2010 deadline for submitting comments: No deadline
was given in the letter that residents in the study area received in September 2010 nor in
the September 172010 “Notice of Public Meeting #2” in the Wellington Advertiser. It
was only mentioned as an additional line to the second “Notice of Public Meeting #2” in
the Wellington Advertiser November 26, 2010. This gave us an unfair time limit to
complete and submit any comments that would become part of Nextera’s consultation
process. Public Meeting #2 held on November 30, 2010 allowed only three business days
to respond with questions or comments.

Public Meeting #1 with the now Nextera Energy Canada was held 25 km away. The
measurement was taken from the top of the study area (Highway 109) to the Moorefield
arena. They said that the PMD (Drayton) arena was booked for that night. They also
chose a night when at least 2 other very significant and important meetings for our
community were being held and at exact opposite ends of the county. Because part of
North Wellington County at highway 109 was part of the study area, the Arthur arena
could have been used contrary to what Nicole Geneau said about the meeting having to
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be held in the municipality where the project is proposed (Wellington Advertiser) They
had a public meeting back in 2007 at the Arthur Arena. Also, the first notice for Public
Meeting #1 to be held on Dec. 2, 2009 at the Moorefield arena, was put i the
Wellington Advertiser November 20, 2009 and nearby residents received the letter
around the same time. THEY DID NOT OBSERVE THE 30 DAY PERIOD for notice
as mandated by the Ontario Ministry of the Environment p. 12 as well as the
Environmental Protection Act p. 12. “Frequently Asked Questions — Renewable Energy
Approval” appendix requires: must post at least two consecutive notices in a local
newspaper.”

The Draft Project Description report supporting documents were not made available for
public inspection on September 20, 2010 at the Mapleton Municipal office nor the week
of September 13 — 20™ as shown on their first notice of Public Meeting #2 in September
17,2010 Wellington Advertiser and on a poster board at their second meeting November
30, 2010 at Drayton respectively. . They were not available for inspection by the public
until September 22, 2010.

According to Technical Bulletin #5 — Guidance for Preparing the Consultation Report,
page 1 #1 states: the Consultation Report is required as part of a complete submission
for all renewable energy projects that require a REA. The Consultation Report is a tool
applicants will produce to document how they consulted with interested and affected
stakeholders in the area and what changes were made to the project design as a result of
the consultation” Nothing changed because concerns stated orally at Public Meeting #1
were inadequately answered and Surveys completed and submitted to Nextera
expressing concerns were not answered until Tom Bird was asked on November 18™
2010 at the meeting at Tim Horton’s why the questions on the surveys had not been
answered. It took twice for Tom Bird to respond to requests for answers completed on
the December 2, 2009 surveys — September 2010 and November 2010. Only then did
some arrive by UPS. Not everyone who had subrmitted a survey received a reply.
THEREFORE NOTHING CHANGED WITH THE PROJECT DESIGN.

At a meeting held November 18, 2010 at Tim Horton's in Arthur with concerned
residents John Krul, Merle Kelley, Dunc Lamend and Donna Weaver as well as Nejl
Jones, Director from Juno Beach Florida replacing Nicole Geneau, Peter Dick, an
electrical engineer from Toronto who has not been involved with the Mapleton Project
and Tom Bird, nothing was resolved and no changes have been made as a result of our
concerns. The main impetus of the meeting was to address concerns of the high power
lines running too close to residents’ properties. They couldn’t answer all of our
questions and seemed il prepared for the meeting. Such questions were: What is the
dBA on the nameplate of the turbines? Didn’t know and didn’t get back to anyone with
the answer. A question was asked about the filters and was not answered. As a follow
up, Tom Bird sent Jobn Krul a drawing of a transformer that did not show the filters and
capacitors and it was not the exact transformer Nextera was going to use. They didn’t
have information on the harmonics of the turbines. Said the Geo tech was not done yet
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and a tech had not been hired. Overviews that were shown did not show all setback
distances from receptors to turbines. Neil Jones said that you couldn’t rely on Dr.
Pierpont’s research because she was getting paid to do it. They told John Krul that if he
signed an easement agreement (they said they could discuss that) it would save the
company money as well as wires wouldn’t bave to go by John Krul’s’s house or down
Wellington Rd. 12 because the cables would be buried in the easement. No one has been
back to him about that. Other questions and replies will be addressed in another letter to
the MOE. This meeting, if it is considered to be a Consultation Meeting for the purpose
of submission by Nextera, was most unproductive. The meeting at Tim Horton’s was a
misleading gesture on the part of Nextera. Prior to the meeting John Krul had asked Tom
Bird to bring several things: overview projects that could be compared to Mapleton. He
brought 2 (out of 69 projects) neither of which were appropriate to our area. He said we
could keep the copies of the layouts but the one that was the farthest off from Mapleton,
he took back. He later denied this to John at Meeting #2 at Drayton.

Until the meeting at Tim Horton’s on November 18, 2010, there was literally no
communication through emails, or phone calls.  This was a desperate attempt on the
part of the concerned residents to have some communication and hopefully some
questions answered.

Public Mecting # 2 was held at Drayton on November 30, 2010. This meeting was also
strategically planned as the new council who will be preparing the municipality’s final
report has not yet been sworn into office. Therefore a new council must deal with this
huge project and do so in a timeline. There is a new mayor and 2 new councillors. This
is devious. It is also fast approaching the Christmas season when people are busy and
don’t have time to be attending meetings and following up with important questionnaires.

Public Meeting #2 was held on November 30, 2010 at the PMD (Drayton) arena.

Nicole Geneau stated on CTV news on Dec. 1, 2010, following the meeting #2 that
Nextera was a Canadian Company. If so, why weren’t the representatives made available
t0 us by Nextera to answer questions — Canadian? Director Neil Jones from Juno Beach
Florida was manning one of the stations and answering questions, Dick Rausch
answering construction questions was from Texas, one Land Service representative was
American etc. etc. Most were not versed in our metric system when it came to giving
measurements. Others worked for other companies and were imported for the evening
and have not worked on the project nor did they seem to have been adequately prepped or
prepared to answer questions. Oliver Romaniuk answering questions in Transmission
was not even knowledgeable about what was on the legend. When asked for a certain
measurement he used his hand to measure. When the Avian Specialist was asked how
many birds would be killed, he replied, “Who knows?” The Noise representative was
hired for the night. He couldn’t answer any questions about the dBA rating on the
turbines. e merely kept pointing to the MW rating on the chart. Finally he said that the
decibel rating for 9 of the turbines was 107 decibels which is incorrect.  He didn’t know
that > sign means greater than when referring to the decibel ratings. The fellow who did
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the Noise study is no longer doing working for Nextera and therefore was not available
to answer questions.

No one would give us a straight answer as to what health issues could impact us. They
would only refer back to the 9000 turbines they have installed without incident or
complaint. However Nicole Geneau is to get back to. us with the decibel rating “that
made an older gentleman sick and who had to leave his home” as a result of one of their
projects.

Other examples of questions and answers are as follows:

Will you guarantee in writing that we will not get sick as a result of the audible noise,
low frequency noise and infrasound from the wind turbines? - won’t guarantee

How do you account for the families in Ontario and around the globe who got sick after
wind turbines were installed 100 close to their homes? Can’t

Do you think it’s right to put these turbines close to our home weil knowing some of the
people exposed will get sick? Don’t know.

How do you justify installing more turbines when MOE claims to be unable to properly
measure and monitor the sound emanating from turbines? There is protocol being
developed and we are waiting for the MOE to release it.

What can you tell me about stray voltage? Stray voltage is not unique to turbines. After
they are built, they will be monitored and studied to see the effects of them.

On a map entitled: Nextera and Genivar — Conestogo Wind Farm “Electrical Collection
System Layout and Setbacks- the rep couldn’t answer what the red circles were at 7, 9, 2,
8, 1. These same red circles were not listed on the legend.

What would happen in the event of a tornado? They will be shut off from a remote
contro! in a control center that is monitored 24 hours a day. 2™ response; The blades
will turn sideways out of the wind 3™ response : I don’t know

What is the highest wind a turbine can sustain without toppling over? Windmills in
California are known to be able to withstand 100 mile per hour winds. If hit, the towers
would likely be fine but the blades might chip.

Do you have any information on turbines and tornadoes in Ontario? No

What would happen in the event that the turbine catches on fire? It would have to burn
itself out.
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To summarize Mecting #2 held at the PMD (Drayton) arena on November 30, 2010:

We found most of the representatives there to answer our questions were inadcquatcly
prepared, couldn’t accurately answer our questions, were inattentive with a * couldn’t
care less attitude’ and were rather condescending by rolling their eyes at questions.
Almost all were unfamiliar with the area and could not discuss the impact on hog , dairy,
and turkey farms etc.

Furthermore, we spent a lot of the evening being sent from station to station to have a
question answered only to be sent back to the person of whom the question was originally

asked.

As far as we are concerned, Nextera has failed to comply with the transparency of the
consultation process that the Ministry of the Environment mandates.

Mr. Bird, we trust that this report will be in your final Consultation report.

Stop Mapleton Wind Farms
December 2, 2010.

See next page for signatures of SMWF members who are in agreement with this report.
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Stop Mapleton Wind Farms, (SMWF}
Signatures of the undersigned, members of SMWF, are In agreement with this report.

Dated in . This th day of December, 2010.

Name: (Print) Address: F Email: 'Teiepiﬁone: Signature:
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Stop Mapleton Wind Farms, 'SMWE)

Signatures of the undersigned, members of SMWF, are in agreement with this report.

Dated in . This th day of December, 2010.
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From: Bird, Thomas

Sent: Thursday, November 18, 2010 05:49 PM
To: Jones, Neil

Cc: Geneau, Nicole; Hernandez, Joselen
Subject: discussion with John Krul and friends

Neil,

I thought | should summarize our discussion with the group today. The 'group’ refers to John
Krul and friends. Unfortunately, | got sidetracked at the beginning and didn't catch the names of
the two other men with John and didn't catch Donna’s last name. | included any action items
that | noted. Let me know if you have anything to add:

o discussed stray voltage. Group was told by Peter Dick that the collection cabling and t-line
can be designed to not contribute to stray voltage problems. Should there be any stray
voltage levels above .5V they would be assessed and corrected by Hydro One.

0 we need to ensure we are designing according to best practices to avoid stray
voltage potential

o discussed dirty voltage and Peter told group that the design of the electrical system must
comply with Hydro One standards and these are quite conservative.
0 we were asked to provide specs for the pad mounted transformer and inverter - any
idea who to get this from?

o discussed EMF and Peter stated that there are not standards though the WHO has
guidelines. Typically wind turbine electrical systems are well within guidelines. A calculation
can be performed to determine levels that would be generated by our cabling.

e group is raising money to fund their own baseline stray voltage, EMF, and harmonic study.

e group presented us statement to sign that stated we would not contribute to any stray
voltage above the allowable limits
0 Neil to see if we can sign this or re-word it to make it acceptable for our sign off

e group wanted cables to be re-routed so they run south from T10 to 14th Line, west to 17 SR
and north to the substation. We discussed how the existing road ROW is probably not wide
enough to allow poles on this route

0 Neil to confirm this is the case

e group wanted collection cables buried along 16th line if they couldn't be re-routed. | don't
recall if we were going to follow up with further explanation as to why we weren't going to
do this.

¢ John wanted to know if the poles along 16th line would be moved off his property and into
the road ROW. Peter suggested that this is sometimes done when poles are replaced.
0 we need to follow up with HONI to determine if this is the case



e group wanted to know if the poles along Wellington Rd 12 would be in the same
configuration (crossing back and forth the road) or if they would be re-routed to one side of
the road

0 we need to follow up with HONI to determine if this is the case

¢ John was offered to have the collection line routed through the back of his property as a
way of removing the cable from being along Wellington Rd 12 and 16th Line. He wanted to
look at the agreement before he decided.

0 Neil to get agreement drafted for his review

e group wanted MPP John Wilkinson invited to the open house.
0 who should do this?

Tom

Tom Bird | Environmental Services Project Manager
Era Energy Canada, ULC
5500 North Service Road, Suite 205, Burlington, ON L7L 6W6
905.335.4904 x15
thomas.bird@nexteraenergy.com

é Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail. Thank you




Terence Rasmussen

From: Kirton, Jennifer [Jennifer.Kirton@nexteraenergy.com] on behalf of SharedMailbox, Conestogo
Wind [Conestogo.Wind@nexteraenergy.com]

Sent: Thursday, October 21, 2010 3:42 PM

To: Geneau, Nicole; Bird, Thomas; Hernandez, Joselen

Subject: FW: concerns

Importance: High

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Due By: Friday, October 22, 2010 8:30 AM

Flag Status: Flagged

————— Original Message-----

From: Norma and John Beggs [mailto: jnbeggs@wightman.ca]
Sent: Thursday, October 21, 2010 3:28 PM

To: SharedMailbox, Conestogo Wind

Subject: concerns

Dear Mr. Bird,

My husband and I live on Mapleton sideroad 18 in Wellington County.

We were very surprised to see on your project map that the electrical line going past our
home from the turbines to Highway 6 are to be overhead. |1 am sure I saw (in the past few
months) in the paper, a representative of your company being quoted as saying the lines would
be buried.

I hope you will answer this. A friend, in the past, got no answer from your company.
Sincerely,

Norma Beggs

7866 Mapleton Sideroad 18,

Wellington County



Terence Rasmussen

From: Bird, Thomas [THOMAS.BIRD@nexteraenergy.com]
Sent: Friday, October 22, 2010 10:54 AM

To: jnbeggs@wightman.ca

Subject: RE: concerns

Hello Ms. Beggs,

Thank you for your message. 1 apologize if there is any confusion about the transmission
lines for our project. In the article 1 believe you are referring to, Nicole Geneau the
project director, was talking about the cables on peoples®™ properties that connect to the
wind turbines. These cables will be buried underground where possible. However, the
transmission line you are referring to that runs up to Highway 6 will be overhead on hydro
poles. Where possible, this transmission line will be placed on the existing hydro poles
rather than new ones. We are working with Hydro One to determine where we can share their
existing poles.

I hope this answers your question. If not, or if you have additional questions, please feel
free to contact me.

Best regards,

Tom Bird | Environmental Services Project Manager NextEra Energy Canada, ULC 5500 North
Service Road, Suite 205, Burlington, ON L7L 6W6

905.335.4904 x15

thomas.bird@nexteraenergy.com

P Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail. Thank you

From: Norma and John Beggs [mailto: jnbeggs@wightman.ca]
Sent: Thursday, October 21, 2010 3:28 PM

To: SharedMailbox, Conestogo Wind

Subject: concerns

Dear Mr. Bird,

My husband and I live on Mapleton sideroad 18 in Wellington County.

We were very surprised to see on your project map that the electrical line going past our
home from the turbines to Highway 6 are to be overhead. 1 am sure I saw (in the past few
months) in the paper, a representative of your company being quoted as saying the lines would
be buried.

I hope you will answer this. A friend, in the past, got no answer from your company.
Sincerely,

Norma Beggs

7866 Mapleton Sideroad 18,

Wellington County



Terence Rasmussen

From: Hernandez, Joselen [Joselen.Hernandez@nexteraenergy.com]
Sent: Friday, December 03, 2010 4:52 PM

To: rnauta@canarm.ca

Cc: lori.nauta@ugdsb.on.ca; Bird, Thomas

Subject: NextEra Energy Canada - Conestogo Visual Simulations

Dear Mr. And Mrs. Nauta,

Thank you for attending this week's open house for the proposed Conestogo Wind Energy Centre. Lori, if you recall, we
chatted briefly about the various visual simulations we provided at the open house. I've attached them on this email, per
your request.

NextEra Energy Resources is the largest builder, owner and operator of wind generating facilities in North America.
NextEra Energy Canada, ULC is NextEra Energy Resources’ subsidiary based in Burlington, Ontario. NextEra Energy
Canada takes communication with our local neighbours seriously and we want to assure you that we will be providing
prompt responses to any future comments you may have. We are committed to keeping lines of communication open
with you and local members of the public during the development and construction phases of our wind generation
facilities and will continue that open relationship once the wind energy centres are operational. We want to be the first
and best source of information about our facility. We also want to develop and plan in a manner that is consistent with
community needs and expectations.

If you have any further questions or would like to talk directly with any of our team members, please do not hesitate to
call and | will gladly facilitate your request.

Respectfully,
Josie Hernandez

Josie Hernandez | Sr. Media Relations Specialist

Era Energy Resources (f/k/a FPL Energy, LLC)
561.694.6225 Direct Line
561.315.3280 Mobile
joselen.hernandez@NextEraEnergy.com

5% Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail. Thank you




Terence Rasmussen

From: Bird, Thomas [THOMAS.BIRD @nexteraenergy.com] on behalf of SharedMailbox, Conestogo
Wind [Conestogo.Wind@nexteraenergy.com]

Sent: Saturday, May 29, 2010 9:02 AM

To: Sandy Little

Subject: RE: Public Meeting Circulation

Hello Sandy,

The next open house will be the final open house. It now looks like this will be in September. We haven't confirmed a
date yet. We will be placing a notice in the local papers as well as delivering a notice that provides information about the
date and location of the open house as well as where the draft Renewable Energy Approval reports will be available for
viewing. The actual reports will be available locally (probably the township office) and we will also have them available
on our website www.canadianwindproposals.com

Our current schedule has construction starting in the spring of next year. The earliest start date would be March.
However, the actual start date could be later because it is dependent upon when we receive final approval from the
Ministry of Environment.

Best regards,

Tom Bird | Environmental Services Project Manager
Era Energy Canada, ULC
(formerly FPLE Canadian Wind, ULC)
5500 North Service Road, Suite 205, Burlington, ON L7L 6W6
1-877-257-7330
conestogo.wind@nexteraenergy.com

5% Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail. Thank you

From: Sandy Little [mailto:sandyslittle@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 18, 2010 9:16 PM

To: SharedMailbox, Conestogo Wind

Subject: Re: Public Meeting Circulation

Tom,
I never received a response to my email sent April 25. 1'd appreciate a reply at your earliest convenience.
Sandy Little

On Sun, Apr 25, 2010 at 12:19 PM, Sandy L.ittle <sandyslittle@gmail.com> wrote:
Hi Tom,

Thanks for your reply. 1 work in the planning field in the private sector so | understand how time can escape
you. However, I also know how important it is to maintain a good relationship with the residents affected by a
development under your jurisdiction. It's a difficult line at times.

Thanks for the information that you provided me. Is the July/August open house the final open house?
Furthermore, how can | find out when the studies will be available for viewing? Summer isn't an ideal time to
1



have an open house which I'm sure that many Mapleton residents would want to attend. It's unfortunate that it
couldn't be held in the fall however, | am aware that you have your own deadlines to meet. Finally, given the
current timeline when would construction begin?

I look forward to your reply.

Sandy Little

On Fri, Apr 23, 2010 at 9:48 AM, SharedMailbox, Conestogo Wind <Conestogo.Wind@nexteraenergy.com>
wrote:

Hello Ms. Little,

My sincere apologies for the delays in responding to you. This has been an extremely busy time for us because of the
Ontario Power Authority's recent announcement regarding which renewable energy projects were awarded contracts for
generating electricity. We are pleased that our Conestogo project was awarded a contract under this program. However
even in consideration of this, the length of time it has taken to respond to your questions is much longer than we would
have liked. Again, my apologies.

I will try to answer all your questions in the order they appear below.

We are now planning to have the second public open house in July or August. The exact date for this event will depend on
when we can have all the studies necessary studies and reports completed for our Renewable Energy Approval
application. Once the studies are complete, the draft application with all the studies and reports will be available for public
review for 60 days and then we will have our final public open house.

We do not have any plans to expand the Conestogo project beyond the 12 wind turbines currently being considered.

The turbine locations are close to being finalized. We still need to complete an archaeological field study and to have our
project reviewed by Ministry of Natural Resources. Both of these could result in further turbine location changes.
However, we are still planning to have them within the boundary between 14th and 16th line.

Our project is subject to an REA and as | mentioned above, when the draft REA is ready it will be made publicly available
for 60 days. This document will show the final turbine locations. We will post it on our website and have a copy at the
Mapleton Township office. We will notify residents by mail and through a notice in the newspaper when the documents
are ready.

Please let me know that if you have any further questions. In the future, please know that I commit to providing you a
prompt reply.



Sincerely,

Tom Bird | Environmental Services Project Manager
Era Energy Canada, ULC
(formerly FPLE Canadian Wind, ULC)
5500 North Service Road, Suite 205, Burlington, ON L7L 6W6
1-877-257-7330

conestogo.wind@nexteraenergy.com

5% Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail. Thank you

From: Sandy Little [mailto:sandyslittle@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, April 23, 2010 6:20 AM

To: SharedMailbox, Conestogo Wind

Subject: Re: Public Meeting Circulation

I have now sent four emails without a response. | have also sent an email to the general email address for Next
Era Energy with no luck as of yet. | sent questions in my March 17th and March 22nd email that have gone
without reply for weeks. I'm a little confused as to why there has been no response. To add to my list of
questions, | also would like to know when the second public meeting is planned. Your original timeline
identified April for the second public meeting however April is coming to a close.

Any reply would be greatly appreciated.

Sandy Little

On Thu, Apr 8, 2010 at 4:34 PM, Sandy L.ittle <sandyslittle@gmail.com> wrote:




I was just wondering when | might get a response. I've been waiting patiently for a few weeks now and still 1
have not received a response to the questions | asked regarding the wind farm in Mapleton. If there is an
alternate email please inform me.

Thanks in advance.

Sandy

On Fri, Mar 26, 2010 at 8:02 AM, Sandy L.ittle <sandyslittle@gmail.com> wrote:

Hi Tom,

I have sent two emails now since March 17. I'm just wondering when | might expect a response to the
questions | included in both emails.

Any information you can provide would be greatly appreciated.

Sandy Little

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Sandy Little <sandyslittle@gmail.com>

Date: Mon, Mar 22, 2010 at 10:37 AM
Subject: Fwd: Public Meeting Circulation
To: "SharedMailbox, Conestogo Wind" <conestogo.wind@nexteraenergy.com>

Hi Tom,

Further to my email last week, | do have another question. Are there any plans to expand the Conestogo wind
project or is it limited to 12 turbines?

Your response to this question and the others in my previous email would be greatly appreciated.

Thanks in advance.



Sandy Little

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Sandy Little <sandyslittle@gmail.com>

Date: Wed, Mar 17, 2010 at 5:23 PM
Subject: Re: Public Meeting Circulation
To: "SharedMailbox, Conestogo Wind" <Conestogo.Wind@nexteraenergy.com>

Hi Tom,

Thanks for your timely reply. As you can appreciate, although my property is not within the study area the
project does have the potential to impact my property.

I have been to your website and obtained the information relevant to the project. | understand the turbines are
to be located between 14th line and 16th line. I'm trying to determine how far they would be from my house
(i.e. closer to 16th line, closer to 14th line, somewhere in the middle?). | understand there are specific setback
requirements from roads and properties but | would like a better understanding of where the turbines would be.
Is that something that has been decided yet? Do you know when the second public meeting will be held? Is
your project subject to an REA?

I hope you can appreciate the fact that | want to obtain accurate information rather than relying on the
information available at many public meetings involving many wind farm projects in the area.

Any additional information you can provide would be greatly appreciated.

Sandy Little

On Wed, Mar 17, 2010 at 5:12 PM, SharedMailbox, Conestogo Wind <Conestogo.Wind@nexteraenergy.com>
wrote:

Hello Ms. Little,

Thank you for your message and your interest in our project. All the residents within the area we are studying for our
project were notified about our public open house.



I would be happy to share information about our proposed project with you. The easiest way would be for you to visit our
website which has all the information that was presented at our open house: www.CanadianWindProposals.com click on
'‘Conestogo’ from the drop down menu under the 'Proposed Projects' tab.

If you prefer, | can also have this information mailed to you.

Please let me know if there is any other information | can provide.

Best regards,

Tom Bird | Environmental Services Project Manager
Era Energy Canada, ULC
(formerly FPLE Canadian Wind, ULC)
5500 North Service Road, Suite 205, Burlington, ON L7L 6W6
1-877-257-7330

conestogo.wind@nexteraenergy.com

é Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail. Thank you

From: Sandy Little [mailto:sandyslittle@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 16, 2010 8:53 PM

To: SharedMailbox, Conestogo Wind

Subject: Public Meeting Circulation

To Whom It May Concern,

Only recently have I begun to educate myself on the Conestogo Wind project. | live on County Road 7, just
west of Sideroad 18 and I'm wondering why we weren't circulated concerning the public meeting held in
Moorefield in December 2009. From what | understand we are south of the study area but I'm not sure why we
weren't notified of the meeting.



Any information you can provide would be greatly appreciated.

Sandy Little
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