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Name of Correspondent 
(Sent/Received)  

Date Communication / Comment Summary 

 
Batchewana First Nation of Ojibways (BFN) / Batchewana Natural Resources (BNR) 

 

To Chief Dean Sayers 
(from MNR) 

June 29, 2007  Letter 

 Proposed Applicant of Record Status for Wind Power Application documentation. 

 Attached maps illustrating the location of wind power applications. 

To Chief Sayers 
(from Vortex) 

September 
20, 2007 
 

 Letter 

 Provided introduction to company and wind investigation plan 

BFN and Vortex-MKI  February 22, 
2008 

 Meeting 

 Introduction of Project 

 Discussed Project, BFN history, treaties and rights. 

 Fish and cumulative impacts 

 Concerns expressed and noted. 

From Kim Lambert, CEO 
(to Vortex) 

August 11, 
2008 

 Letter 

 Received Meteorological Tower at Bow Lake Permitting approval; to allow necessary data collection process 

To Dan Sayers Jr., 

Batchewana Natural 

Resources (BNR) Coordinator 

(from Kevin O’Donovan, 

Vortex) 

April 3, 2009  Email 

 Project Update 

 Indicated voicemail was left with Kim Lambert 

 Confirmed the upcoming project discussion  

From Dan Sayers Jr., BNR 

Coordinator (to Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortex) 

April 7, 2009  Email 

 Project update 

 Advised that the discussion between the proponent and BNR was positive, and looking forward to developing 

relationship with proponent 

To Dan Sayers Jr., BNR 

Coordinator (from Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortex) 

May 18, 2009  Email 

 Advised that the proponent recognizes BFN as the sole First Nation community that the proponent is in discussion with 

for the Project 

 Provided the Draft ESR 

To Dan Sayers Jr., BNR 
Coordinator (from Kevin 
O’Donovan, Vortex) 

May 18, 2009  Email 

 In follow to the telephone conversation, the proponent indicated willingness to work with BNR on proposal submitted   
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Name of Correspondent 
(Sent/Received)  

Date Communication / Comment Summary 

From Dan Sayers Jr., BNR 
Coordinator (to Kevin 
O’Donovan, Vortex) 

May 21, 2009  Email 

 As per telephone conversion indicated that BNR would like to begin the next step in the BNR Land Permit process 

 Provided a draft copy of the MOU for Field Explorations Agreement 

To Dan Sayers Jr., BNR 

Coordinator (from Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortext) 

June 3, 2009  Email 

 Advised that the Draft Field Exploration Agreement proposal will be reviewed and the proponent will be in contact for 

further discussion 

From Dan Sayers Jr., BNR 

Coordinator (to Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortex) 

August 11, 

2009 

 Email 

 Requested updates on the review of the Draft Field Exploration Agreement 

From Dan Sayers Jr., BNR 

Coordinator (to Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortex) 

August 12, 

2009 

 Email 

 Updated on Draft Field Exploration Agreement 

To Dan Sayers Jr., BNR 

Coordinator (from Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortext) 

October 23, 

2009 

 Email 

 Acoustic Bat Survey Report 

To BNR ( from Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortex) 

November 2, 

2009 

 Email 

 Request for Telephone Conference 

To Dan Sayers Jr., BNR 

Coordinator (to Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortex) 

December 7, 
2009 

 Email 

 Request for Telephone Conference to provide Project updates and finalize MOU for the field exploration work. 

To Dan Sayers Jr., BNR 

Coordinator (to Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortex) 

December 7, 

2009 

 Email 

 Memorandum of Understanding and Field Exploration Agreement 

To Dan Sayers Jr., BNR 

Coordinator (to Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortex) 

December 8, 

2009 

 

 Email 

 Establish Meeting Dates 
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Name of Correspondent 
(Sent/Received)  

Date Communication / Comment Summary 

From Dan Sayers Jr., BNR 

Coordinator (to Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortex) 

December 9, 

2009 

 

 Email 

 Proposed Teleconference for December 11, 2009 

To BNR (from Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortex) 

December 14, 

2009 

 Email 

 Update on Vortex Submission under the Feed-in-Tariff Program 

To BNR (from Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortex) 

January 18, 

2010 

 Email 

 Proposed Teleconference 

To BNR (from Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortex) 

January 22, 

2010 

 Email 

 Proposed Teleconference 

To BNR (from Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortex) 

January 26, 

2010 

 Email 

 Draft MOU and Field Exploration Agreement 

To BNR (from Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortex) 

February 2, 

2010 

 Email 

 Draft MOU 

Chief Dean Sayers, Greg 
Agawa, Trudy Boyer, Harvey 
Bell Danny Sayers, Dave 
Sewell, Leeann Sayers, Kevin 
O’Donovan, Simon De Pietro, 
Maureen De Pietro 

April 27, 2010  Meeting 

 Provided update to Bow Lake Project 

To BNR (from Simon 

DePietro, DP Energy) 

May 20, 2010  

 

 Birds and Bats Study 

To Chief Dean Sayers 
(from Vortex) 

June 29, 2010 
 
Phase 1 

 Letter (also emailed) 

 Introduction of Bow Lake Project – Phase 1 

 Invited to attend upcoming public meeting 

 Provided Phase 1 Project Description Report (PDR), as per the REA requirements. 

 Advised of the REA reports that will be sent within coming week for review and comment. 
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Name of Correspondent 
(Sent/Received)  

Date Communication / Comment Summary 

To Kim Lambert,  (from 

Maureen DePietro) 

July 13, 2010  Email 

 Project Update 

To BNR (from Maureen 

DePietro)  

July 16, 2010  Email 

 Project Meeting 

To BNR (from Maureen 

DePietro) 

July 21, 2010 

 

 Email 

 Proposed Meeting Dates 

To BNR (from Maureen 

DePietro) 

July 23, 2010  Email 

 Project Update 

To BNR (from Maureen 

DePietro) 

July 29, 2010  Email 

 Draft Field Exploration Agreement 

To BNR (from Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortex) 

August 9, 

2010 

 Email 

 Draft Field Exploration Agreement and MOU 

To Leeann Sayers, BNR 

Admin. Assistant (from Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortex) 

August 31, 

2010 

 Email 

 Proposal for MOU between BLWF and BFN 

To Danny Sayers Jr., BNR 

Coordinator (from Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortex) 

September 1, 

2010 

 

 Email 

 Requesting Update on Proposal to BFN 

To Leeann Sayers, BNR 

Admin. Assistant (from Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortex) 

September 1, 

2010 

 

 Email 

 Request for Meeting with Chief and Council  

Danny Sayers, Chief Dean 

Sayers, Leeann Sayers, Kevin 

September  Meeting 
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Name of Correspondent 
(Sent/Received)  

Date Communication / Comment Summary 

O’Donovan, Simon De Pietro, 

Maureen De Pietro 

10, 2010 

 

 Bow Lake Project Discussion 

To BNR (from Maureen 

DePietro) 

September 

30, 2011 

 

 Email 

 Requesting  Information 

To BNR (from Maureen 

DePietro, DP Energy) 

November 1, 

2010 

 Email 

 Draft Proposals for BFN 

Simon DePietro, DP Energy 

and BNR Staff 

November 15, 

2010 

 Meeting 

 Bow Lake Project Discussion 

From Danny Sayers, BNR 
Manager 
(to Vortex) 

November 17, 
2010 

 Letter 

 Site evaluation of two wetlands in the vicinity of the Bow Lake Project. 

 Provided the Batchewana Wetland Report. 

To Dan Sayers Jr. (from 

Maureen De Pietro, DP 

Energy) 

November 21, 

2010 

 Email 

 Update on Field Exploration Agreement 

To Dan Sayers Jr. (from Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortex) 

November 21, 

2010 

 

 Email 

 Update on Field Exploration Agreement 

 Provided signed Field Exploration Agreement 

To BNR (from Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortex) 

November 22, 

2010 

 Email 

 Update on Field Exploration Agreement 

From BNR (to Maureen 

DePietro, DP Energy) 

November 23, 

2010 

 Email 

 Field Exploration Permit Issued 

To BFN  November 24,  Letter and Notice 
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Name of Correspondent 
(Sent/Received)  

Date Communication / Comment Summary 

(from DP Energy) 2010 

Phase 1 & 2 

 Provided Notice of Proposal to Engage (Phase 1 and Phase 2) as per the REA requirements. 

To BFN 
(from Tulloch Engineering) 

November 30, 
2010 
 
Phase 2 

 Letter 

 Provided the Met Tower Testing Package (Phase 2), per Crown land use requirements. 

 Included Met towers description, locations and installations. 

 Potential environmental impacts noted. 

 Included map and site plan. 

To BNR (from Simon 

DePietro, DP Energy)  

December 2, 

2010 

 Email 

 Consultation for REA and Class EA 

To BNR (from Blair Marnie ) December 7, 

2010 

 Email 

 Archaeology Reports for Bow Lake 

To BNR (from Blair Marnie) December 7, 

2010 

 Email 

 Application for Temporary Anemometer Masts 

To BNR (form Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortex) 

December 16, 

2010 

 

 Email 

 Phase 2 Meteorological Tower Testing Report 

To BNR (form Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortex) 

December 21, 

2010 

 Email 

 Meeting Request to Review Environmental Documents 

To BNR (from Maureen 

DePietro, DP Energy) 

January 4, 

2011 

 Email 

 Discussion of Draft Proposals with BFN 

To Chief Dean Sayers 
(from MKI) 

January 27, 
2011 
 
Phase 1 

 Email, Letter and Notice 

 Included draft copies of the REA reports for review and comment. 

 Provided Notice of the second Public Meeting (Phase 1), as per the REA requirements. 

To BFN (from MKI) January 31, 

2011 

 Provided Phase 1 REA documents, as per the REA requirements. (package arrived later - Feb 1, 2011 due to courier 

error) 
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Name of Correspondent 
(Sent/Received)  

Date Communication / Comment Summary 

Danny Sayers Jr. Phase 1 

 February 1, 
2011 

 Phone Call 

 Discussed consultation activities thus far for the Project. 

To BNR (from Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortex) 

February 8, 

2011 

 Email 

 Discussion Related to REA Documents 

Dave Sewell (BFN) and MKI- 
Thomas Bernacki & Nigel 
Ward 

March 2, 
2011 
 
Phase 1 

 Site Visit 

 Site survey of wetland/MAFA areas with BFN members. 

 Reviewed area of concern. 

 Flagged turbine and road locations with BFN members to their satisfaction. 

 Addressed the concern that individuals using the territory for traditional purposes (i.e., hunting, fishing, gathering 
plants etc.) should be able to identify areas to be affected by the development. 

Danny Sayers Jr. (BFN) and 
MKI- Thomas Bernacki 

March 3, 
2011 
 
Phase 1 

 Meeting  

 Discussed the project and concerns with the community 

 Also discussed archaeology, consultation and compensation 

To Danny Sayers Jr. 
(from MKI) 

March 14, 
2011 

 Email Letter 

 Provided summary of meetings/site visit with members of BFN on March 2 & 3, 2011 

To BFN (from MKI) March 25, 

2011 

Phase 2 

 Letter and Notice 

 Provided Notice of Proposal and Public Meeting for Phase 2. 

 Provided all draft REA documents, as per the REA requirement. 

To BFN April 2011  Letter 

 Notified of public meetings for Bow Lake Project and requested BFN to attend. 

To Chief Dean Sayers 
(from Tulloch) 

June 10, 
2011 

 Letter 

 Provided the Aggregate licence application (Phase 1 and 2), as per Crown land use requirements. 

 Included Notice of Application and Public Information Session, Natural Environment Level 1 Report, Groundwater 
Summary Statement and Stage 1 Cultural Heritage Report. 

To BNR (from Simon 

DePietro, DP Energy) 

August 17, 

2011 

 Email 

 Cultural Heritage Report – Questions for BNR Response 

To BNR (from Maureen August 25,  Email 
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Name of Correspondent 
(Sent/Received)  

Date Communication / Comment Summary 

DePietro, DP Energy) 2011  Update on Meeting with BluEarth 

Chief Dean Sayers and Staff Sept 12, 2011  Meeting 

 Meeting with Chief Sayers and staff to introduce BluEarth Renewables Inc. as part of the development team for the 
Project 

From Cathy Connor (to Kevin 

O’Donovan, Vortex) 

September 

23, 2011 

 Email 

 Request for Information from Vortex 

To BNR (from Simon 

DePietro, DP Energy) 

September 

28, 2011 

 Email 

 Draft Text for Cultural Heritage Report 

To BNR (from Simon 

DePietro, DP Energy) 

September 

30, 2011 

 Email 

 Draft Text for Cultural Heritage Report 

To BNR (from Simon 

DePietro, DP Energy) 

October 4, 

2011 

 Email 

 Final Text for Cultural Report 

BFN 21 November 
2011 

 Community Engagement Session – Goulais Reserve 

 Open House – Poster Board Display 

 Project Presentation 
 

BFN 22 November 
2011 

 Community Engagement Session – Batchewana Bay Reserve 

 Open House – Poster Board Display 

 Project Presentation 

BFN 23 November 
2011 

 Community Engagement Session – Rankin Reserve 

 Open House – Poster Board Display 

 Project Presentation 
 

BFN 16 January, 
2012 

 Community Engagement Session – Goulais Reserve 
 

BFN 17 January 
2012 

 Community Engagement Session – Rankin Reserve 
 

To Chief Dean Sayers 
 
 

July 30, 2012  Letter and Notice 

 Provided Notice of Proposal and Public Meeting. 

 Advised that this is a re-issuing of the Notice of a Proposal to Engage and Notice of Public Meeting for the combined 
Project (Phase 1 and Phase 2) and a new Draft Project Description Report has been prepared (attached). 
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Name of Correspondent 
(Sent/Received)  

Date Communication / Comment Summary 

 Provided brief description of project. 

 Indicated that the Aboriginal community has been included on the Project’s consultation list. 

To Chief Dean Sayers 
 

October 9, 
2012 

 Letter and Notice 

 Provided Notice of Final Public Meeting. 

 Noted that as required under O. Reg. 359/09, drafts of all reports required as part of the Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) application for the Project have been made available for public review for a period of at least 60-days prior to the 
Final Public Meeting. 

 Provided scheduled date of the final public meeting. 

 Requested the Aboriginal community provided any information that should be considered by the Proponent in 
preparing the REA documents. 

BFN, MFN, MOE, MNR, 
Proponent 

October 12, 
2012 

 Meeting  

 Meeting took place at MNR Sault St. Marie District Office with MFN, BFN, MNR, MOE, and Bow Lake Wind Farm Ltd. 

 First Nation to First Nation discussion between BFN and MFN 

 Project Update was Provided  

 Discussion of historical engagement with MFN 

 MFN requested  a community meeting for the Project, Bow Lake Wind Farm confirmed a meeting was offered 

previously and was willing to coordinate a meeting in the near future 

 BFN and MFN agree to hold additional Nation to Nation discussions. 

To Chief Dean Sayers 
 

November 28, 
2012 

 Letter 

 Follow up to letter sent October 9
th

, with Final Public Meeting Notice and REA Reports. 

 Advised the that Proponent and the study team have prepared draft environmental and technical reports that will 
ultimately be submitted to the Ontario Ministry of Environment as part of the Project's Renewable Energy Approval 
("REA") application for the Project.  

 Ontario Regulation 359/09 requires a proponent to contact potentially affected Aboriginal Communities to solicit 
comments and gather relevant information and incorporate this information in the relevant reports. 

 Requested comments by December 13, 2012 in order to incorporate into the draft reports. 

Chiefs and Councils for MFN 
and BFN, and  
Geoff Carnegie for Nodin 
Kitagan 

December 12, 
2012 

 Meeting 

 Meeting took place on Michipicoten Reserve, Wawa. Batchewana First Nation (BFN), Michipicoten First Nation (MFN), 
and BluEarth on behalf of Nodin Kitagan. 

 A portion of the meeting focused on describing the key project elements / components, its location south of the 
Montreal River, upcoming second public open house, status of the REA, and reiteration of the offer to host a 
community information session on 18 December at the MFN community centre. 

 At the meeting the MFN declined the community information session until such time as Chief and Council better 
understood the Project – when appropriate, MFN will come back to the Project and request a community information 
session. 
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Name of Correspondent 
(Sent/Received)  

Date Communication / Comment Summary 

 
Michipicoten First Nation (MFN) 

 

To Chief Buckell 
(from MNR) 
 

June 27, 2007  Letter 

 Proposed Applicant of Record Status for Wind Power Application documentation. 

 Attached maps illustrating the location of wind power applications including Bow Lake. 

MFN and Vortex 

 

2008  Meeting 

 Introduction of project 

 Project discussions and other issues 

 Follow up discussions 

To Chief Joe Buckell (from 
Kevein O’Donovan, Vortex) 

February 3, 
2008 

 Email 

 Advised of the upcoming public meeting on 21 February 2008 for the Bow Lake Project  

 Offered to meet at the chief’s office on 22 February 2008 to discuss the proposal to erect a monitoring mast on lands 
near Bow Lake. 

To MFN (from Ministry of 

Aboriginal Affairs) 

February 8, 

2008 

 Letter 

 The Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs advised that the MFN may have an interest in the Project. 

MFN and Vortex 

 

February 23, 

2008 

 Meeting  

 Provided further introduction of the developer and investigative plan. 

MFN and Vortex 

 

May 15, 2008  Presentation to MFN Band Council. 

 Provided: i) reference to the Project and its associated newsletter; and ii) details on a separate and distinct proposal to 

potentially develop a wind plant on MFN Reserve lands. 

To MFN (from Vortex) May 23, 2008  Newsletter 

 Provided project information and updates 

Chief Joe Buckell & MFN 
Council,  Vortex 

May 25, 2008  Meeting  

 Reviewed the potential for wind plant development on MFN Reserve lands and provide an update on the Bow Lake 

Project.   

 During the meeting neither the Chief nor any Council member highlighted any interest in or concern with the Bow Lake 

Project. 
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Name of Correspondent 
(Sent/Received)  

Date Communication / Comment Summary 

From MOE ( to Proponent) April 30, 2010  Advised that the MFN may have an interest in the project under the REA requirements. 

To Chief Joe Buckell 
(from Vortex) 

June 29, 2010 
 
Phase 1 

 Letter (also emailed) 

 Introduction of Bow Lake Project – Phase 1 

 Invited to attend upcoming public meeting 

 Provided Phase 1 Project Description Report (PDR), as per the REA requirements. 

 Advised of the REA reports that will be sent within coming week for review and comment. 

To Chief Joe Buckell October 27, 
2010 

 Phone Call 

 Provided update on the Bow Lake Project.  

 It was noted that no interest was expressed by the chief towards the Bow Lake Project. 

To Chief Joe Buckell (from DP 

Energy) 

November 24, 

2010 

Phase 1 & 2 

 Letter and Notice 

 Provided Notice of Proposal to Engage (Phase 1 and Phase 2) as per the REA requirements. 

To MFN 
(from Tulloch Engineering) 

November 30, 
2010 
 
Phase 2 

 Letter 

 Provided the Met Tower Testing Package (Phase 2), per Crown land use requirements. 

 Included Met towers description, locations and installations. 

 Potential environmental impacts noted. 

 Included map and site plan. 

To Chief Joe Buckell 
(from MKI) 

January 27, 
2011 
 
Phase 1 

 Email, Letter and Notice 

 Included draft copies of the REA reports for review and comment. 

 Provided Notice of the second Public Meeting (Phase 1), as per the REA requirements. 

To Chief Joe Buckell 

(from MKI) 

January 28, 

2011 

Phase 1 

 Provided Phase 1 REA documents, per the REA requirements. 

To Chief Joe Buckell 

(from MKI) 

March 25, 

2011 

Phase 2 

 Letter and Notice 

 Provided Notice of Proposal and Public Meeting for Phase 2. 

 Provided all draft REA documents, as per the REA requirement. 

To MFN April 2011  Letter 

 Notified of public meetings  and requested to attend. 
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Name of Correspondent 
(Sent/Received)  

Date Communication / Comment Summary 

From Chief Joe Buckell 
(to MOE and MNR) 

April 2, 2012  Letter 

 Indicated that MFN has no interest in the project. 

From Chief Joe Buckell  
(to MOE and MNR) 

April 12, 2012  Letter 

 Advised that MFN rescinds their letter on April 2, 2012. 

 Issued the Project a letter of interest. 

 Indicated MFN will contact the proponent to establish protocols for consultation. 

From Chief Joe Buckell  
(to Kent Brown, CEO – 
BluEarth) 

April 23, 2012  Letter 

 Advised that the Project is within their Traditional Territory and requested consultation. 

To Chief Joe Buckell (from 
Doris Dumais, Director – 
MOE) 

April 26, 2012  Letter 

 MOE issues response to the MFN letter on 12 April 2012 thanking the MFN for advising the Ministry that the Project is 

within their Traditional Territory and noting the development of a consultation protocol for the Project. 

To Chief Joe Buckell (from 
Kevin O’Donovan, Vortex) 

May 1, 2012  Phone Call 

 Left voicemail and advised that the message was in follow-up to the Chief’s call made on April 20, 2012. 

 It was noted that discussions were occurring with the Batchewana First Nation in an attempt to sort through some 
items. 

 Indicated that a Project representative would be in touch with him. 

To Carol Sanders, Band 
Manager (from Kevin 
O’Donovan, Vortex)  
 

May 9, 2012  Phone Call  

 In follow-up to the May 1, 2012 voice message left. 

 Looking for clarification of the change in MFN position.  

 The Band Manager did note that Chief Buckell was out of town, but acknowledged that Vortex had an agreement with 
the MFN for their Reserve lands to investigate the development of a wind farm thereon, but that the Chief would need 
to provide his understanding around the Project. 

 It was agreed that Vortex would contact the chief when he returned. 

To Chief Joe Buckell (from 

Kevin O’Donovan, Vortex) 

May 11, 2012  Phone Call 

 In follow to the May 1, 2012 voice message to seek clarification to the change in MFN position – no definitive 

explanation provided by the Chief other than reiterating that the MFN believe the Project is within their Traditional 

Territory and thus they require consultation.  

 Chief was to provide a copy of the 1850 Superior Robinson Treaty – the stated basis to his Traditional Territory position. 

To Chief Joe Buckell (from 
Kevin O’Donovan, Vortex) 

May 25, 2012  Phone Call 

 In follow up to the May 11, 2012 discussion. 
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Name of Correspondent 
(Sent/Received)  

Date Communication / Comment Summary 

 Proponent requested copy of Superior Robinson Treaty per 11 May 2012 phone call.  

 Chief advised that the Treaty could be found on the internet. 

 Chief Buckell confirmed his understanding that the Project is located in the MFN traditional territory based on the 

Treaty.  

 Chief Buckell stated that the MFN an BFNs do not have an overlapping agreement and the BFN treaties pre-date the 

Superior Robinson Treaty 

  

To Chief Joe Buckell June 19, 2012  BFN invitation to the MFN to attend a meeting at Toronto, following the Chiefs of Ontario meeting, to discuss their 

possible interests and claims to the Project area. 

BFN, MFN June 27, 2012  Meeting 

 BFN and MFN meeting following the Chiefs of Ontario meeting in Toronto to again discuss MFN’s potential interests in 

the Project area. 

 MFN provided no explanation of what the MFN’s participation might look like. 

From Chief Joe Buckell July 11, 2012  MFN letter to BFN as follow-up to the two Nations meeting on 27 June 2012, and ahead of 18 July 2012 meeting, 

expressing a desire to participate with the BFN in the Project. 

MFN, BFN July 18, 2012  Meeting 
 With MFN and BFN and Project in Toronto to further discuss MFN specific interests in the Project and further discussion 

on traditional territories.   
 BFN position is the Project is located on BFN reserve lands.   
 Chief Buckell was to prepare letter to Chief Sayers outlining specific MFN interest in the project for BFN consideration – 

no such letter subsequently received. 

To Chief Joe Buckell July 30, 2012  Letter and Notice 

 Provided Notice of Proposal and Public Meeting. 

 Advised that this is a re-issuing of the Notice of a Proposal to Engage and Notice of Public Meeting for the combined 

Project (Phase 1 and Phase 2) and a new Draft Project Description Report has been prepared (attached). 

 Provided brief description of project. 

 Indicated that the Aboriginal community has been included on the Project’s consultation list. 

From Chief Joe Buckell July 31, 2012 

(Add.) 

Aug. 3, 2012 

 Letter 

 Advised that the letter is in regard to the Bow Lake project and further to previous correspondence sent concerning the 

lack of engaged consultation for the community. 
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Name of Correspondent 
(Sent/Received)  

Date Communication / Comment Summary 

(Rec.)   Indicated that they were not advised by as to the exact location of the project by the proponent, nor received any 

government consultation. 

 There will be several meetings and discussions with Batchewana First Nations and BluEarth Renewables Inc. 

 At this time there are concerns for the lack of protocol in the consultative approach by the government, and the fact 

that the project lies completely within the Robinson Superior Treaty area, not the Robinson Huron Treaty and with their 

traditional First Nations territories. 

 Requested immediate attention to matters presented and would be content to meet for further discussion. 

From Chief Joe Buckell 

 

August 10, 

2012 

 Letter 

 Indicated concern with all activities regarding resources in the community’s traditional territories and wish to advise 

that they are currently reviewing these matters and have contacted the Minister of Natural Resources. 

 Until concerns have been fully addressed government to government, the community does not currently have bilateral 

process or agreement with Batchewana First Nation. 

 Michipicoten First Nation cannot provide its support in these matters and is on record as such with the Ministry as well 

as the proponents, for lack of protocol and consultation in its traditional and treaty territories. 

To Chief Joe Buckell  August 28, 
2012 

 Letter 

 Further to original letter sent on July 30, 2012, we are interested in hearing from Michipicoten First Nation about any 
information the community may have about any adverse impacts that the project may have on constitutionally 
protected aboriginal or treaty rights and any measure for mitigation those adverse impacts. 

To Chief Joe Buckell  October 9, 

2012 

 Letter and Notice 

 Provided Notice of Final Public Meeting. 

 Noted that as required under O. Reg. 359/09, drafts of all reports required as part of the Renewable Energy Approval 

(REA) application for the Project have been made available for public review for a period of at least 60-days prior to the 

Final Public Meeting. 

 Provided scheduled date of the final public meeting. 

 Requested the Aboriginal community provided any information that should be considered by the Proponent in 

preparing the REA documents. 

BFN: Chief Sayers, Harvey 

Bell, Greg Agawa 

MFN: Chief Buckell, Bill 

October 12, 

2012 

 Meeting  

 Meeting took place at MNR Sault St. Marie District Office with MFN, BFN, MNR, MOE, and Bow Lake Wind Farm Ltd. 

 First Nation to First Nation discussion between BFN and MFN 

 Project Update was Provided  
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(Sent/Received)  

Date Communication / Comment Summary 

Swanson 

Bow Lake Wind Farm: Scott 

Hossie (BluEarth), Kevin 

O’Donovan Vortex) 

MNR: Marty Blake 

MOE: Rod Whitlow 

 Discussion of historical engagement with MFN 

 MFN requested a community meeting for the Project, Bow Lake Wind Farm confirmed a meeting was offered previously 

and was willing to coordinate a meeting in the near future. 
 BFN and MFN agree to hold additional Nation to Nation discussions. 

To Shele Lapham, Executive 

Secretary 

October 22, 

2012 

 Phone Call 

 Contacted the MFN in order to discuss hosting a community information session for the MFN. 

From MisShele Lapham, 

Executive Secretary (to 

Bryan Tripp, BluEarth) 

October 23, 

2012 

 Email 

 Indicated that the Band Hall was booked for the  meeting on November 21
, 
2012,  

 

To MiShele Lapham, 

Executive Secretary (from 

Bryan Tripp, BluEarth) 

October 25, 
2012 

 Email 

 Advised on community meeting plans 

 Advised that the preparation of the flyer for distribution with the MFN community newsletter is almost complete. 

To MiShele Lapham, 

Executive Secretary (from 

Bryan Tripp, BluEarth) 

November 15, 

2012 

 Email  

 Advised that a call was received from Chief Buckell yesterday morning to inform that he was cancelling the community 

meeting scheduled for November 21, 2012.  

 It was agreed that we would reschedule the meeting in the near future. Ideally we would like to reschedule the meeting 

for some time before December 13 2012. 
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From MiShele Lapham, 

Executive Secretary (to 

Bryan Tripp, BluEarth) 

November 15, 

2012 

 Email 

 Indicated that unfortunately, MFN cannot reschedule this meeting until direction from Chief is received.  

 Request will be forward to the Chief and Proponent will be notified of what date have been decided when I am 
informed. 

To Chief Joe Buckell November 28, 

2012 

 Letter 

 Follow up to letter sent October 92012, with Final Public Meeting Notice and REA Reports. 

 Advised the that Proponent and the study team have prepared draft environmental and technical reports that will 

ultimately be submitted to the Ontario Ministry of Environment as part of the Project's Renewable Energy Approval 

("REA") application for the Project.  

 Ontario Regulation 359/09 requires a proponent to contact potentially affected Aboriginal Communities to solicit 

comments and gather relevant information and incorporate this information in the relevant reports. 

 Requested comments by December 13, 2012 in order to incorporate into the draft reports. 

 Proponent has rescheduled the community information session on the reserve for December 8 2012; requesting 

confirmation that meeting date is acceptable is requested. 

To Chief Joe Buckell (from 

Bryan Tripp, BluEarth) 

December 4, 

2012 

 Phone Call 

 The Chief was called in order to reschedule the community information session that was originally set for November 21
 

2012, but postponed at the request of the Chief. 

 The Chief agreed that December 18 2012 would be a suitable date, however indicated that he would be meeting with 

the Batchewana First Nation (BFN) on December 12 2012. 

 Advised that if at the meeting a satisfactory deal could not be worked out with the BFN, then he sees no point hosting 

the information session on MFN reserve. 

 The Proponent reiterated to the Chief that the Project was willing to host the community meeting to gather MFN 

feedback, regardless of the outcome with the BFN. 

 The Chief committed to call back if he wished to cancel the new meeting date on December 18 2012. 



Bow Lake Wind Project 
Aboriginal Comment Summary Table 

17 
 

Name of Correspondent 
(Sent/Received)  
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Chiefs and Councils for MFN 

and BFN, and  

Geoff Carnegie for Nodin 

Kitagan 

December 12, 

2012 

 Meeting  

 Meeting took place on Michipicoten Reserve, Wawa. Batchewana First Nation (BFN), Michipicoten First Nation (MFN), 
and BluEarth on behalf of Nodin Kitagan 

 A portion of the meeting focused on describing the key project elements / components, its location south of the 
Montreal River, upcoming second public open house, status of the REA, and reiteration of the offer to host a 
community information session on 18 December at the MFN community centre. 

 At the meeting the MFN declined the community information session until such time as Chief and Council better 
understood the project – when they are ready, MFN will come back to the project and request a community 
information session. 

 
Chapleau Ojibway First Nation (COFN) 

 

To COFN June 2010  Letter 

 Formal REA notification  

To Chief Anita Stephens 

(from Vortex) 

June 29, 2010 

 

Phase 1 

 Letter (also emailed) 

 Introduction of Bow Lake Project – Phase 1 

 Invited to attend upcoming public meeting 

 Provided Phase 1 Project Description Report (PDR), as per the REA requirements. 

 Advised of the REA reports that will be sent within coming week for review and comment. 

To COFN  

(from Vortex) 

June 29, 2010 

 

Phase 1 

 Phone Call 

 Left voicemail, providing introduction to Bow Lake Project - Phase 1 

 Invitation to Public Meeting  

 Advised of attempt to email letter and Project Description Report 

To Chief Stephens November 4, 

2010 

 Email 

 Follow up in regards to formal correspondence sent in June, and request confirmation of receipt. 

To COFN 

(from Vortex) 

November 4, 

2010 

 Phone Call 

 Left voicemail, indicated an email was attempted 

 Requested confirmation of receipt of Letter, Notice and PDR sent in June 
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(Sent/Received)  

Date Communication / Comment Summary 

To Allison , Assistant to Chief 

Stevens 

(from Vortex) 

November 16, 

2010 

 Phone Call 

 Request for confirmation of receipt of Letter,  Notice and PDR sent in June 

To Allison , Assistant to Chief 

Stevens 

(from Vortex) 

November 16, 
2010 

 Phone Call 

 Confirmed receipt project information as well as correspondence and emails. 

 Confirmed Chief had been provided with the Project information and indicated the Chief would respond if there were 
any comments. 

To COFN 

(from DP Energy) 

November 24, 

2010 

Phase 1 & 2 

 Letter and Notice 

 Provided Notice of Proposal to Engage (Phase 1 and Phase 2) as per the REA requirements. 

To COFN 

(from Tulloch) 

November 30, 

2010 

Phase 2 

 Letter 

 Provided the Met Tower Testing Package (Phase 2), per Crown land use requirements. 

 Included Met towers description, locations and installations. 

 Potential environmental impacts noted. 

 Included map and site plan. 

To COFN 

(from Vortex) 

December 2, 

2010 

Phase 1 

 Phone Call 

 Left voicemail, follow up in regards to call in November. 

To COFN 

(from Vortex) 

December 14, 

2010 

Phase 1 

 Phone Call 

 Left voicemail, follow up in regards to call in November. 

To Chief Anita Stephens 

(from MKI) 

January 27, 

2011 

Phase 1 

 Email, Letter and Notice 

 Included draft copies of the REA reports for review and comment. 

 Provided Notice of the second Public Meeting (Phase 1), as per the REA requirements. 
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To COFN 

(from MKI) 

January 31, 

2011 

Phase 1 

 Provided Phase 1 REA documents, as per the REA requirements. 

To COFN 

(from MKI) 

March 25, 

2011 

Phase 2 

 Letter and Notice 

 Provided Notice of Proposal and Public Meeting for Phase 2. 

 Provided all draft REA documents, as per the REA requirement. 

To COFN April 2011  Letter 

 Notified of public meetings and requested to attend. 

To Chief Anita Stephens 

from Tulloch) 

June 10, 2011  Letter 

 Provided the Aggregate licence application (Phase 1 and 2), as per Crown land use requirements. 

 Included Notice of Application and Public Information Session, Natural Environment Level 1 Report, Groundwater 

Summary Statement and Stage 1 Cultural Heritage Report. 

To Chief Anita Stephens  July 30, 2012  Letter and Notice 

 Provided Notice of Proposal and Public Meeting. 

 Advised that this is a re-issuing of the Notice of a Proposal to Engage and Notice of Public Meeting for the combined 

Project (Phase 1 and Phase 2) and a new Draft Project Description Report has been prepared (attached). 

 Provided brief description of project. 

 Indicated that the Aboriginal community has been included on the Project’s consultation list. 

To Chief Anita Stephens October 9, 

2012 

 

 Letter and Notice 

 Provided Notice of Final Public Meeting. 

 Noted that as required under O. Reg. 359/09, drafts of all reports required as part of the Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) application for the Project have been made available for public review for a period of at least 60-days prior to the 
Final Public Meeting. 

 Provided scheduled date of the final public meeting. 

 Requested the Aboriginal community provided any information that should be considered by the Proponent in 
preparing the REA documents. 
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(Sent/Received)  

Date Communication / Comment Summary 

To Chief Anita Stephens November 28, 

2012 

 Letter 

 Follow up to letter sent October 9
th

, with Final Public Meeting Notice and REA Reports. 

 Advised the that Proponent and the study team have prepared draft environmental and technical reports that will 

ultimately be submitted to the Ontario Ministry of Environment as part of the Project's Renewable Energy Approval 

("REA") application for the Project.  

 Ontario Regulation 359/09 requires a proponent to contact potentially affected Aboriginal Communities to solicit 

comments and gather relevant information and incorporate this information in the relevant reports. 

 Requested comments by December 13, 2012 in order to incorporate into the draft reports. 

To Chief Anita Stephens 

(from Bryan Tripp, BluEarth) 

 

December 4, 

2012 

 Phone Call 

 To follow up on letter sent November 28. 

 Left a voicemail for the Chief indicating that the project team was looking to discuss the Bow Lake Wind Farm project 

with the Chapleau Ojibway  in order to gather feedback as part of FN engagement activities for the REA approval 

process. 

 Proponent offered to arrange a meeting in Wawa on December 18 with Chief and council to further discuss the project 

if such a meeting was desired. 

 Requested that the Chief call back to discuss the project and the potential meeting. 

To Chief Anita Stephens January 15, 
2013 

 Letter 

 Notified of upcoming submission of REA application for the Bow Lake Project 

 Requested any comments and relevant information on the Project reports by January 23, 2013. 

To Chief Sayers 

(from MNR) 

 

June 29, 2007  Letter 

 Proposed Applicant of Record Status for Wind Power Application documentation. 

 Attached maps illustrating the location of wind power applications. 

To Chief Lyle Sayers 

(from Vortex) 

June 29, 2010 

Phase 1 

 Letter (also emailed) 

 Introduction of Bow Lake Project – Phase 1 

 Invited to attend upcoming public meeting 

 Provided Phase 1 Project Description Report (PDR), as per the REA requirements. 

 Advised of the REA reports that will be sent within coming week for review and comment. 

To Chief Sayers November 4,  Email 
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(from Vortex) 2010  Follow up in regards to formal correspondence sent in June, and request confirmation of receipt. 

To Tyana, Assistant to Chief 

(from Vortex) 

November 17, 

2010 

 

 Phone Call 

 Request for confirmation of receipt of forwarded email of letter to Chief in June 

To Tyana, Assistant to Chief 

(from Vortex) 

November 17, 

2010 

 Email 

 Re-sent email with request for confirmation of receipt of Letter,  Notice and PDR sent in June 

From Tyana, Assistant to 

Chief 

(to Vortex) 

November 17, 
2010 

 Email 

 Confirmed receipt email and that the project information would be passed to the Chief 

To GRFN 

(from DP Energy) 

November 24, 

2010 

Phase 1 & 2  

 Letter and Notice 

 Provided Notice of Proposal to Engage (Phase 1 and Phase 2) as per the REA requirements. 

To GRFN 

(from Tulloch Engineering) 

November 30, 

2010 

 

Phase 2 

 Letter 

 Provided the Met Tower Testing Package (Phase 2), per Crown land use requirements. 

 Included Met towers description, locations and installations. 

 Potential environmental impacts noted. 

 Included map and site plan. 

To GRFN 

(from Vortex) 

December 2, 

2010 

Phase 1 

 Phone Call 

 Voicemail left , follow up in regards to call in November 

To GRFN 

(from Vortex) 

December 14, 

2010 

 Phone Call 

 Voicemail left, second attempt for follow up in regards to call in November 
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Phase 1 

To Chief Lyle Sayers 

(from MKI) 

January 27, 

2011 

 

Phase 1 

 Email, Letter and Notice 

 Included draft copies of the REA reports for review and comment. 

 Provided Notice of the second Public Meeting (Phase 1), as per the REA requirements. 

To GRFN 

(from MKI) 

January 28, 

2011 

Phase 1 

 Provided Phase 1 REA documents, as per the REA requirements. 

To GRFN 

(from MKI) 

March 25, 

2011 

Phase 2 

 Letter and Notice 

 Provided Notice of Proposal and Public Meeting for Phase 2 

 Provided all draft REA documents, as per the REA requirement. 

To GRFN April 2011  Letter 

 Notified of public meetings and requested to attend. 

To Chief Lyle Sayers 

(from Tulloch Engineering) 

June 10, 2011  Letter 

 Provided the Aggregate licence application (Phase 1 and 2), as per Crown land use requirements. 

 Included Notice of Application and Public Information Session, Natural Environment Level 1 Report, Groundwater 

Summary Statement and Stage 1 Cultural Heritage Report. 

From Chief Lyle Sayers  
(to MNR & MOE) 

April 12, 2012  Letter 

 Advised that Garden River First Nation has no interest in participating in the Bow Lake Project  

To Chief Lyle Sayers July 30, 2012  Letter and Notice 

 Provided Notice of Proposal and Public Meeting. 

 Advised that this is a re-issuing of the Notice of a Proposal to Engage and Notice of Public Meeting for the combined 

Project (Phase 1 and Phase 2) and a new Draft Project Description Report has been prepared (attached). 

 Provided brief description of project. 
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 Indicated that the Aboriginal community has been included on the Project’s consultation list. 

To Chief Lyle Sayers October 9, 

2012 

 

 Letter and Notice 

 Provided Notice of Final Public Meeting. 

 Noted that as required under O. Reg. 359/09, drafts of all reports required as part of the Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) application for the Project have been made available for public review for a period of at least 60-days prior to the 
Final Public Meeting. 

 Provided scheduled date of the final public meeting. 

 Requested the Aboriginal community provided any information that should be considered by the Proponent in 
preparing the REA documents. 

To Chief Lyle Sayers 

 

November 28, 

2012 

 Letter 

 Follow up to letter sent October 9
th

, with Final Public Meeting Notice and REA Reports. 

 Advised the that Proponent and the study team have prepared draft environmental and technical reports that will 

ultimately be submitted to the Ontario Ministry of Environment as part of the Project's Renewable Energy Approval 

("REA") application for the Project.  

 Ontario Regulation 359/09 requires a proponent to contact potentially affected Aboriginal Communities to solicit 

comments and gather relevant information and incorporate this information in the relevant reports. 

 Requested comments by December 13, 2012 in order to incorporate into the draft reports. 

 
Historic Sault Ste. Marie Métis Council (HSSMMC) 

 

HSSMMC, Proponent May 31 
2010 

 Meeting 

 Proponent provided background and status update on Project 

 MNO and HSSMMC provided background on the MNO, the HSSMMC, and Metis use of the territory. 

 MNO provided a description of MNO initiatives related to renewable energy and economic development. 

 MNO and HSSMMC expressed interest in understanding potential effects on bats, raptors, and Metis 
harvesting activities (specifically the use of herbicides). 

To MNO and HSSMMC 
(From Proponent) 

June 4 2010  Email 

 Thanked MNO and HSSMMC for attendance at the May 31, 2010 meeting and committed to ongoing communications. 

From Art Yancey Bennett, 
Chairperson - HSSMMC (to 
Simon De Pietro, DP Energy) 

June 25, 2010 
(letter dated 
04 June 2010) 

 Email with attached letter. 

 MNO thanked proponent for their participation in 31 May 2010 meeting. 

 Letter included a summary of questions and concerns raised in the meeting, including economic development, 



Bow Lake Wind Project 
Aboriginal Comment Summary Table 

24 
 

Name of Correspondent 
(Sent/Received)  

Date Communication / Comment Summary 

potential bird and bat effects, and use of herbicides for vegetation control. 

To Art Yancey Bennett, 
Chairperson (from Simon Di 
Pietro, DP Energy) 

July 1, 2010  Email with attached Letter (letter dated June 27, 2010) 

 Letter provided in response to June 25 2010 MNO letter 

 Proponent confirmed willingness to work with the MNO on stewardship measures to enhance bat habitat, and 
confirmed that the Project has conducted, and will be conducting, nesting surveys related to Raptors. 

 Proponent also confirmed that gating will not be installed throughout the Project in order to ensure public access is 
maintained in accordance with MNR requirements. 

 Proponent confirmed willingness to continue to explore economic development activities related to renewable energy. 

To Alden Barty 

(from Vortex) 

June 29, 2010 

Phase 1 

 Letter (also emailed) 

 Introduction of Bow Lake Project – Phase 1 

 Invited to attend upcoming public meeting 

 Provided Phase 1 Project Description Report (PDR), as per the REA requirements. 

 Advised of the REA reports that will be sent within coming week for review and comment. 

From Art Yancey Bennett, 
Chairperson (to Simon De 
Pietro, DP Energy) 

July 5, 2010  Letter 

 In follow up to letter sent June 27, 2010. 

 The committee indicated they were pleased with DP Energy’s willingness to work with MNO and the committee. 

 Provided the new release of the Metis Nation of Ontario signing of a MOU with Great lakes Power Transmission. 

From MNO  
(to Proponent) 

July 5, 2012  Letter (also emailed) 

 Response to June 27 letter, MNO is pleased that proponent is willing to work with the committee. 

 Discuss issues of access and looking forward to keeping lines of communication open. 

From Alden Barty, 
Consultation Assessment 
Coordinator ( to Joanne 
Manatha-McConnell,  
Art Bennett  
Kim Powley 

September 7, 
2010 

 Email 

 Indicated the Committee received questions. 

 Provided project information and relationship status of Proponent and the Committee in relation to the Bow Lake 
Project.  

 Individually, addressed questions concerning potential animal loss and bat habitat and mortatlity. 

To HSSMMC 

(from DP Energy) 

November 24, 

2010 

Phase 1 & 2 

 Letter and Notice 

 Provided Notice of Proposal to Engage (Phase 1 and Phase 2) as per the REA requirements. 

To Alden Barty, Consultation 
Assessment Coordinator & 
Art Yancey Bennett, 
Chairperson  

November 24, 
2010 

 Email  

 Provided project update and copies of newspaper proofs of REA Notice of Proposal for Phase 1 and Phase 2. 
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(from Simon Di Pietro, DP 
Energy) 

To HSSMMC 

(from Tulloch Engineering) 

November 30, 

2010 

Phase 2 

 Letter 

 Provided the Met Tower Testing Package (Phase 2), per Crown land use requirements. 

 Included Met towers description, locations and installations. 

 Potential environmental impacts noted. 

 Included map and site plan. 

To Kim Powley, President 

(from MKI) 

January 27, 

2011 

Phase 1 

 Email, Letter and Notice 

 Included draft copies of the REA reports for review and comment. 

 Provided Notice of the second Public Meeting (Phase 1), as per the REA requirements. 

To HSSMMC 

(from MKI) 

January 28, 

2011 

Phase 1 

 Provided Phase 1 REA documents, as per the REA requirements. 

To HSSMMC 

(from MKI) 

March 25, 

2011 

Phase 2 

 Letter and Notice 

 Provided Notice of Proposal and Public Meeting for Phase 2. 

 Provided all draft REA documents, as per the REA requirement. 

To HSSMMC April 2011  Letter 

 Notified of public meetings and requested to attend. 

To Kim Powley, President 

(from Tulloch Engineering) 

June 10, 2011  Letter 

 Provided the Aggregate licence application (Phase 1 and 2), as per Crown land use requirements. 

 Included Notice of Application and Public Information Session, Natural Environment Level 1 Report, Groundwater 

Summary Statement and Stage 1 Cultural Heritage Report. 

HSSMMC and Proponent December 6, 
2012 

 Meeting 

 Meeting took place at HSSMMC offices between Project representatives and representatives of the HSSMMC  

 Provided update on Project status and schedule. 

 Introduced BluEarth Renewables Inc. as new project partner and lead developer.. 
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To Kim Powley, President July 30, 2012  Letter and Notice 

 Provided Notice of Proposal and Public Meeting. 

 Advised that this is a re-issuing of the Notice of a Proposal to Engage and Notice of Public Meeting for the combined 

Project (Phase 1 and Phase 2) and a new Draft Project Description Report has been prepared (attached). 

 Provided brief description of project. 

 Indicated that the Aboriginal community has been included on the Project’s consultation list. 

Meeting at HSSMMC Offices July 31, 2012  Meeting  

 Meeting took place at HSSMMC offices between Project representatives and representatives of the HSSMMC.  

 Provided update on Project status and schedule. 

 Conducted site visit with MNO and HSSMMC representatives. 

To Kim Powley, President 

 

October 9, 

2012 

 

 Letter and Notice 

 Provided Notice of Final Public Meeting. 

 Noted that as required under O. Reg. 359/09, drafts of all reports required as part of the Renewable Energy Approval 

(REA) application for the Project have been made available for public review for a period of at least 60-days prior to the 

Final Public Meeting. 

 Provided scheduled date of the final public meeting. 

 Requested the Aboriginal community provided any information that should be considered by the Proponent in 

preparing the REA documents. 

To Kim Powley, President November 28, 

2012 

 Letter 

 Follow up to letter sent October 9
th

, with Final Public Meeting Notice and REA Reports. 

 Advised the that Proponent and the study team have prepared draft environmental and technical reports that will 

ultimately be submitted to the Ontario Ministry of Environment as part of the Project's Renewable Energy Approval 

("REA") application for the Project.  

 Ontario Regulation 359/09 requires a proponent to contact potentially affected Aboriginal Communities to solicit 

comments and gather relevant information and incorporate this information in the relevant reports. 

 Requested comments by December 13, 2012 in order to incorporate into the draft reports. 

HSSMC and NKLP and NKLP2 November 16, 

2012 

 The Project and the HSSMMC (along with the MNO and the Regional Consultation Committee) execute an agreement of 

mutual understanding and ongoing engagement.  

 MNO and the HSSMMC have  confirmed that the Project has fulfilled any obligations in relation to engagement, 

consultation and accommodation with the MNO regarding the Project. The Project and the MNO have committed to 
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certain ongoing engagement and communications activities during the development, construction and operation of the 

Project. 

 
Metis Nation of Ontario (MNO) 

 

To Steven Leffler 

(from MNR) 

 

June 29, 2007  Letter 

 Proposed Applicant of Record Status for Wind Power Application documentation. 

 Attached maps illustrating the location of wind power applications. 

To Karole Dumont-Beckett, 

Registrar-Director or Registry 

(from MKI) 

August 11, 

2008 

 Email 

 Inquiry as to potential interest in project 

 Request for opportunity to consult 

From Karole Dumont-
Beckett, Registrar-Director 
or Registry 
(to MKI) 

August 11, 
2008 

 Email 

 Indicated that the inquiry would be forwarded to the MNO Economic Development Branch, who would be better suited 
to respond 

MNO, Proponent May 31 2010  Meeting 

 Proponent provided background and status update on Project 

 MNO and HSSMMC provided background on the MNO, the HSSMMC, and Metis use of the territory. 

 MNO provided a description of MNO initiatives related to renewable energy and economic development. 

 MNO and HSSMMC expressed interest in understanding potential effects on bats, raptors, and Metis harvesting 
activities (specifically the use of herbicides) 

To MNO 

(from Vortex) 

June 29, 2010 

Phase 1 

 Letter (also emailed) 

 Introduction of Bow Lake Project – Phase 1 

 Invited to attend upcoming public meeting 

 Provided Phase 1 Project Description Report (PDR), as per the REA requirements. 

 Advised of the REA reports that will be sent within coming week for review and comment. 

To MNO 

(from DP Energy) 

November 24, 

2010 

 Letter and Notice 

 Provided Notice of Proposal to Engage (Phase 1 and Phase 2) as per the REA requirements. 
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Phase 1 & 2 

To MNO 

(from Tulloch Engineering) 

November 30, 

2010 

Phase 2 

 Letter 

 Provided the Met Tower Testing Package (Phase 2), per Crown land use requirements. 

 Included Met towers description, locations and installations. 

 Potential environmental impacts noted. 

 Included map and site plan. 

To Alden Barty, Consultation 

Assessment Coordinator 

(from MKI) 

January 27, 

2011 

Phase 1 

 Email, Letter and Notice 

 Included draft copies of the REA reports for review and comment. 

 Provided Notice of the second Public Meeting (Phase 1), as per the REA requirements. 

To MNO 

(from MKI) 

January 28, 

2011 

Phase 1 

 Provided Phase 1 REA documents, as per the REA requirements. 

To MNO 

(from MKI) 

March 25, 

2011 

 Phase 2 

 Letter and Notice 

 Provided Notice of Proposal and Public Meeting for Phase 2 

 Provided all draft REA documents, as per the REA requirement. 

To MNO April 2011  Letter 

 Notified of public meetings and requested to attend. 

To Melanie Paradis 

(from Tulloch Engineering) 

June 10, 2011  Letter 

 Provided the Aggregate licence application (Phase 1 and 2), as per Crown land use requirements. 

 Included Notice of Application and Public Information Session, Natural Environment Level 1 Report, Groundwater 

Summary Statement and Stage 1 Cultural Heritage Report. 

Meeting at HSSMMC Offices 06 December 

2011 

 Meeting 

 Meeting to place at HSSMMC offices between Project representatives and representatives of the HSSMMC . 

 Provided update on Project status and schedule. 
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Name of Correspondent 
(Sent/Received)  

Date Communication / Comment Summary 

 Introduced BluEarth Renewables Inc. as new project partner and lead developer. 

To Alden Barty, Consultation 

Assessment Coordinator 

July 30, 2012  Letter and Notice 

 Provided Notice of Proposal and Public Meeting. 

 Advised that this is a re-issuing of the Notice of a Proposal to Engage and Notice of Public Meeting for the combined 

Project (Phase 1 and Phase 2) and a new Draft Project Description Report has been prepared (attached). 

 Provided brief description of project. 

 Indicated that the Aboriginal community has been included on the Project’s consultation list. 

To Alden Barty, Consultation 

Assessment Coordinator 

October 9, 

2012 

 

 Letter and Notice 

 Provided Notice of Final Public Meeting. 

 Noted that as required under O. Reg. 359/09, drafts of all reports required as part of the Renewable Energy Approval 

(REA) application for the Project have been made available for public review for a period of at least 60-days prior to the 

Final Public Meeting. 

 Provided scheduled date of the final public meeting. 

 Requested the Aboriginal community provided any information that should be considered by the Proponent in 

preparing the REA documents. 

To Alden Barty, Consultation 

Assessment Coordinator 

 

November 28, 

2012 

 Letter 

 Follow up to letter sent October 9
th

, with Final Public Meeting Notice and REA Reports. 

 Advised the that Proponent and the study team have prepared draft environmental and technical reports that will 

ultimately be submitted to the Ontario Ministry of Environment as part of the Project's Renewable Energy Approval 

("REA") application for the Project.  

 Ontario Regulation 359/09 requires a proponent to contact potentially affected Aboriginal Communities to solicit 

comments and gather relevant information and incorporate this information in the relevant reports. 

 Requested comments by December 13, 2012 in order to incorporate into the draft reports. 

MNO and NKLP and NKLP2 November 16, 

2012 

 The Project and the MNO (along with the HSSMMC and the Regional Consultation Committee) execute an agreement of 

mutual understanding and ongoing engagement.  

 MNO confirmed that the Project has fulfilled any obligations in relation to engagement, consultation and 

accommodation with the MNO regarding the Project. The Project and the MNO have committed to certain ongoing 

engagement and communications activities during the development, construction and operation of the Project. 
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Name of Correspondent 
(Sent/Received)  

Date Communication / Comment Summary 

 
Aboriginal Affairs and Northern Development Canada (AANDC) 

 

From Allison Berman (to DP 

Energy) 

November 2, 

2012 

 Email 

 Indicated writing on behalf of the Consultation and Accommodation Unit (CAU) of Aboriginal Affairs and Northern 

Development Canada (AANDC). 

 As a rule, AANDC officials do not participate in environmental assessments that pertain to projects off-reserve, nor does 

the department track how other parties carry out their EA or consultation activities where no reserve lands or AANDC 

programs are involved.  

 Therefore in future, please omit AANDC officials from your public information notification for projects that do not 

intersect with reserve lands or engage AANDC programs.  

 This information has been relayed to the Ministry of Environment, and their contact list will be updated shortly. 

 If you are contacting AANDC to request Aboriginal consultation information, please reply and I will provide it.  

 The CAU’s Consultation Information Service (CIS) has been established as a 'single window approach' to help co-

ordinate departmental responses to consultation-related queries coming from federal departments and third parties.  

 We provide information (generally within a 100 km radius of a project) related to Aboriginal groups and their asserted 

or established Aboriginal and/or treaty rights and claims, to the extent that these are known by ANDC. 

 Future requests for Aboriginal consultation information from AANDC, can be submitted directly to the following 

mailbox: UCA-CAU@aadnc-aandc.gc.ca. 

  To facilitate a more timely response, use the following subject heading in your e-mail: request for ‘Aboriginal 

consultation information’. 

 
Ontario Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs (MAA) 

 

From Allan Kary, Deputy 

Director – Policy & 

Relationships Branch 

(to MKI) 

February 8, 

2008 

 Letter 

 Response to Notice of Commencement of Environmental Screening 

 Indicated potential Aboriginal communities that would have interest in project: Ojibways of Batchewana, Michipicoten 

First Nation, and Objiways of Garden River.  

 Also provided Federal contacts for claims.   
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Name of Correspondent 
(Sent/Received)  

Date Communication / Comment Summary 

 
Ontario Ministry of Aboriginal Affairs (MAA) 

 

From Marc-André Millaire, 

Litigation Team Leader 

(to MKI) 

June 16, 2008  Letter 

 Confirm any open Litigation files associated with Bow Lake Lands 

 No active  litigation files were found in the vicinity of the project 
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Terella, Andrea

From: CAU-UCA [mailto:CAU-UCA@aadnc-aandc.gc.ca]  

Sent: November-02-12 2:41 PM 
To: BowLakeWind 

Cc: Allison Berman 
Subject: Aboriginal consultation information re: Bow Lake Wind Farm - Sault Ste. Marie 

 

Hello Project Leadership, 
 
I am writing on behalf of the Consultation and Accommodation Unit (CAU) of Aboriginal Affairs and 
Northern Development Canada (AANDC).  
 
As a rule, AANDC officials do not participate in environmental assessments that pertain to projects 
off-reserve, nor does the department track how other parties carry out their EA or consultation 
activities where no reserve lands or AANDC programs are involved. Therefore in future, please 
omit AANDC officials from your public information notification for projects that do not 
intersect with reserve lands or engage AANDC programs.  This information has been relayed 
to the Ministry of Environment, and their contact list will be updated shortly. 
 
If you are contacting AANDC to request Aboriginal consultation information, please reply and I will 
be happy to provide it. The CAU’s Consultation Information Service (CIS) has been established as a 
'single window approach' to help co-ordinate departmental responses to consultation-related queries 
coming from federal departments and third parties. We provide information (generally within a 100 
km radius of a project) related to Aboriginal groups and their asserted or established Aboriginal 
and/or treaty rights and claims, to the extent that these are known by AANDC.   
 
Future requests for Aboriginal consultation information from AANDC, can be submitted directly to 
the following mailbox: UCA-CAU@aadnc-aandc.gc.ca.  To facilitate a more timely response, use the 
following subject heading in your e-mail: request for ‘Aboriginal consultation information’.  
 
Kind regards, 
 
Allison Berman 
Regional Subject Expert for Ontario 
Consultation and Accommodation Unit 
Aboriginal Affairs and Northern Development Canada 
5H- 5th Floor,  
Gatineau, QC K1A 0H4 
Tel: 819-934-5267 







 
 
Batchewana First Nations 
Chief Dean Sayers 
236 Frontenac Street 
Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6A 5K9 
 
Date: 20th September 2007 
 
RE: Letter of Notification to Batchewana First Nations (BFN) Community regarding the 
development of a small scale wind farm  
 
Dear Chief Sayers, 
 
Vortex Wind Power Limited (Vortex), established in 2006, is an Ontario registered 
company specialising in the development of wind farms in the Ontario region. The 
directors of the company are experienced in the development of small and large scale 
wind farms and have expertise in the key areas required to successfully develop wind 
farms. Vortex has a number of wind farm sites which they wish to develop over the next 
3 years.  
 
In particular Vortex is currently investigating the possibility of developing a wind farm 
site at the location shown on the attached map which is near Montreal River in the Peever 
and Smilsky Townships. Vortex is aware that the BFN community have strong links with 
this particular area and hence Vortex is sending this letter of notification to you.  
 
Vortex Wind Power hopes that this letter will be the starting point for ongoing 
discussions between the BFN community and Vortex. We are available to discuss this 
project at any stage with you and we also have our environmental consultants MKInce 
available to meet with you to explain the project in more detail regarding the location and 
size of turbines, proposed access route, grid connection route etc., and to discuss any 
questions or comments you may have. 
 
The first step in developing this project is to receive the Applicant of Record status from 
the MNR, this will allow us to begin investigating the suitability of the site including the 
erection of a monitoring mast to record the wind speeds on the site. As the MNR have 
already indicated granting “Applicant of Record” status does not allow us to do any 
significant alterations or works to the land, it simply allows Vortex to start investigating 
the viability of a wind farm at this location. 
 
The wind monitoring campaign is expected to last for at least two years from the date of 
erecting the monitoring mast. This is required to ensure that a representative level of 
wind data is collected to confirm the long term wind climate at the site. Subject to receipt 
of the Applicant of Record from the MNR we would expect to erect the mast within 2 
months weather permitting.  
 



During the wind monitoring campaign period we would also begin the Environmental 
Assessment of the site. This involves detailed studies of the existing environment at the 
site and will incorporate at least a 1 year period of onsite studies. At this stage I can 
confirm that Vortex is looking to develop a small-scale wind farm which will consist of 
approximately 9 wind turbines and the EA is expected to be based on this size of project. 
 
It is expected that the EA process will take at least 18 months to complete due to the need 
to include year round monitoring programmes as part of the EA.   
 
As Vortex Wind Power Ltd is a small company with no local links to the Sault St Marie 
area we feel that there is an opportunity for the local First Nations knowledge of the area 
to be of significant assistance to our wind farm development work. For example, a 
representative from the BFN could assist the monitoring mast contractors during the 
erection of the wind monitoring mast. Likewise the environmental consultants will 
require local expertise in identifying traditional land usage in the area and sensitive 
habitats. 
 
To discuss the project in more detail then please feel free to contact me as the Vortex 
point of contact. I am available to discuss this project at any time with the BFN and I will 
keep you updated on the various stages of the project as we progress.  
 
We look forward to working with you and the BFN community as we move towards 
developing this wind farm.  
 
 
Regards,  
 
Kevin O’Donovan  
Vortex Wind Power Ltd. 
011 353 8682 11764 
 
 



M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd.   

 
Meeting Minutes – Batchewana First Nation, Vortex, M.K. Ince 
Re. Bow Lake Wind Project  
 
Friday February 22nd, 2008, Batchewana First Nation Office, Sault Ste Marie  
 
Attendees: Chief Dean Sayers Batchewana First Nation 
  Kim Lambert, CEO Batchewana First Nation 
  Greg Agawa  Batchewana First Nation 
  Shaun Boyer, Stan McCoy Batchewana First Nation 
  Kevin O’Donovan Vortex Wind Power 
  Jacinta McNairn M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd 
  Catherine Taylor-Hell M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd 
  Rochelle Rumney M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd 
 
Items Discussed: 
 
1) Batchewana First Nation responsibility for lands 

• from Sault Ste Marie to Wawa and beyond, from Lake to 30 miles inland 
• plants, animals, water and wind, medicine, herbs and sacred places 

 
2) Treaties and historical events 

• Royal Proclamation of 1763 
• Montreal Mining Company copper mine 1849 
• Robinson Huron Treaty 1850 
• Robinson Superior Treaty  

 
3) Batchewana First Nation and Bow Lake project 

• Prince wind farm in traditional territory, agreements being reached with 
Brookfield 

• Bow Lake wind farm would need to benefit the Batchewana people and be 
overseen by them 

• Agreement needs to be reached with the Council, if project proceeds without 
Batchewana permission project will be dismantled 

• Batchewana ceremony to be held about the project 
• MOU needed between Vortex and Batchewana First Nation 
• Work Permit needed from Batchewana First Nation for collection of wind data 
• Batchewana First Nation does not recognize permits given by MNR, Crown, or 

Ontario government on this land 
• Wind data to be available to Batchewana First Nation if project does not proceed 



M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd.   

• Develop agreement about benefit to Batchewana First Nation; Batchewana 
proposed lease payments or partnership options 

• Lease payments indicated as preferred by Vortex 
• Studies (bird, wildlife, etc) should be made available to Batchewana First Nation 

for their review 
• Batchewana members have local knowledge about wildlife habitat, land use, that 

could benefit project investigations 
• Vortex/MKI to keep Batchewana First Nation and MNR informed about 

communications between Vortex and each party 
• Kim Lambert to prepare wind data collection Work Permit 
• Batchewana First Nation has Natural Resource department, Fish and Forest 

management plans 
 

4) Concerns expressed 
• Impact of turbine vibration on fish in nearby lakes 
• Concern about cumulative impacts of many wind projects in the area, desire to 

limit wind development but feeling that this project will be acceptable 
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Terella, Andrea

From: Kevin O Donovan <kevin.odonovan@vortexwind.ca>

Sent: Tuesday, April 07, 2009 6:40 PM

To: 'Dan Sayers Jr'

Subject: RE: Update.

Danny, 
 
Thanks for taking the time to talk to me yesterday. It was a positive discussion from my point of view and I look forward to 
receiving your comments on potential agreements between Vortex and Batchewana for the development of the Bow Lake 
Wind Farm project.  
 
As discussed if you have any comments in relation to the draft ESR which you received recently then please feel free to 
email/ring me.  
 

 

Regards, 

  

  

Kevin O'Donovan 

Vortex Wind Power Ltd 

  

T:011 353 8682 11764 

  

 

  

From: Kevin O Donovan [mailto:kevin.odonovan@vortexwind.ca]  

Sent: 03 April 2009 21:20 

To: 'Dan Sayers Jr' 

Subject: RE: Update. 
 
Hi Danny, 
 
I will contact you on Monday. It would be good to talk, I had left some messages with Kim but didn’t actually get to speak 
to her.  
 
I look forward to talking to you on Monday.  
 

 

Regards, 

  

  

Kevin O'Donovan 

Vortex Wind Power Ltd 

  

T:011 353 8682 11764 
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From: Dan Sayers Jr [mailto:dansayers@batchewana.ca]  

Sent: 03 April 2009 20:32 

To: kevin.odonovan@vortexwind.ca 

Subject: Update. 
 
Hey Kevin, can you please contact the Natural Resources @ 705-759-0914, we have a new land permit process that I 
would like to talk to you about. 
  
Miigwetch, Danny 
 
Danny Sayers Jr. 
Ka-Ka-Biinisa 
BNR Coordinator 
Batchewana First Nation of Ojibways 
705-759-0914 
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Terella, Andrea

From: Kevin O Donovan <kevin.odonovan@vortexwind.ca>

Sent: Monday, May 18, 2009 5:57 PM

To: 'Dan Sayers Jr'

Subject: Bow Lake Wind Farm Draft ESR

Danny, 
 
Further to our recent conversation I want to confirm that Vortex recognise that the Batchewana First Nations are the sole 
First Nations community that we are in discussion with for the Bow Lake project as it became evident during our 
consultation process with various FN communities that the Bow Lake area is only relevant to the Batchewana FN.  
 
 

 

Regards, 

  

  

Kevin O'Donovan 

Vortex Wind Power Ltd 

  

T:011 353 8682 11764 
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Terella, Andrea

From: Kevin O Donovan <kevin.odonovan@vortexwind.ca>

Sent: Monday, May 18, 2009 5:23 PM

To: 'Dan Sayers Jr'

Subject: Vortex Wind Power

Hi Danny, 
 
Further to our recent conversation I look forward to receiving your email regarding your proposal for working with Vortex 
on the Bow Lake project.  

 

Regards, 

  

  

Kevin O'Donovan 

Vortex Wind Power Ltd 

  

T:011 353 8682 11764 
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Terella, Andrea

From: Kevin O Donovan <kevin.odonovan@vortexwind.ca>

Sent: Wednesday, August 12, 2009 4:18 PM

To: 'Dan Sayers Jr'

Cc: 'Dave Sewell'; 'Shauna Weston'; 'Kim Lambert'

Subject: RE: DRAFT, Field Exploration Agreement

Hi Danny, 
 
Thanks for the email. I have spoken with my colleagues and they we are willing to enter into such an agreement, 
obviously we would like to discuss the terms etc in more detail with you. We have not made contact with you over the last 
few weeks because we have been focusing on the new FIT rules being launched by the OPA which will have a significant 
impact on all renewable energy projects in Ontario. These rules will need to be finalized before we make our next steps 
with our project as it will determine the viability of developing a wind farm at the Bow Lake site.  
 
I will call you tomorrow to discuss further.  

 

Regards, 

  

  

Kevin O'Donovan 

Vortex Wind Power Ltd 

  

T:011 353 8682 11764 

  

 

  

From: Dan Sayers Jr [mailto:dansayers@batchewana.ca]  

Sent: 11 August 2009 13:34 
To: Kevin O Donovan 

Cc: Dave Sewell; Shauna Weston; Kim Lambert 

Subject: Re: DRAFT, Field Exploration Agreement 
 

Aahniin Kevin, 

I just wanted to send a fast email to find out how you are making out with talking to your colleagues regarding 

the draft MOU so that BNR can conduct the necessary field work that is needed to make an educated 

recommendations to Chief and Council.  I would like to inform you again that this is a negotiable agreement, 

however the cost related to field exploration is very costly for the BNR Department.  Hope to hear from you 

soon. 

  

Miigwetch,  

Danny Sayers Jr. 

Ka-Ka-Biinisa 

BNR Coordinator 

Batchewana First Nation of Ojibways 

705-759-0914 

  

----- Original Message -----  
From: Kevin O Donovan  
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To: 'Dan Sayers Jr'  
Cc: 'Kim Lambert' ; 'Dave Sewell'  
Sent: Wednesday, June 03, 2009 6:03 PM 
Subject: RE: DRAFT, Field Exploration Agreement 

 
Hi Danny, 
 
Sorry for the delay in our response, I have been away from the office for the past few weeks. I will speak to my 
colleagues in Vortex about this proposal and I will be in contact with you in the next few weeks and hopefully we can 
reach an agreement soon after.  
 

 

Regards, 

  

  

Kevin O'Donovan 

Vortex Wind Power Ltd 

  

T:011 353 8682 11764 

  

 

  

From: Dan Sayers Jr [mailto:dansayers@batchewana.ca]  

Sent: 21 May 2009 20:19 
To: Kevin O Donovan 

Cc: Kim Lambert; Dave Sewell 
Subject: Re: DRAFT, Field Exploration Agreement 
 

Aahniin Kevin, 

 

As per our phone conversation, BNR would like to began the next step in the BNR Land Permit process that 

calls for the development of a MOU so that BNR can conduct the necessary work that is needed to make an 

educated recommendations to Chief and Council.  I have attached a DRAFT copy of the MOU for a Field 

Explorations Agreement.  I would like to inform you again that this is a negotiable agreement, however the 

cost related to field exploration is very costly for the BNR Department.     

 

If you want to change anything working in the MOU please do so in red or some other colour.  BNR would like 

to develop a relationship with Vortex that will see both party share in the economic and environmentally 

benefits associated with this project. 

  
Chi-Miigwetch, Baa-Maa-Pee-Gwaabmin 
 
Danny Sayers Jr. 
Ka-Ka-Biinisa 
BNR Coordinator 
Batchewana First Nation of Ojibways 
705-759-0914 

----- Original Message -----  
From: Kevin O Donovan  
To: 'Dan Sayers Jr'  
Sent: Monday, May 18, 2009 5:57 PM 
Subject: Bow Lake Wind Farm Draft ESR 

 
Danny, 
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Further to our recent conversation I want to confirm that Vortex recognise that the Batchewana First Nations are the sole 
First Nations community that we are in discussion with for the Bow Lake project as it became evident during our 
consultation process with various FN communities that the Bow Lake area is only relevant to the Batchewana FN.  
 
 

 

Regards, 

  

  

Kevin O'Donovan 

Vortex Wind Power Ltd 

  

T:011 353 8682 11764 
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Terella, Andrea

From: Kevin O Donovan <kevin.odonovan@vortexwind.ca>

Sent: Wednesday, December 09, 2009 6:03 PM

To: 'Dan Sayers Jr'

Cc: 'Kim Lambert'; 'Dave Sewell'; 'Chief Dean Sayers'; 'Carrie Virta'

Subject: RE: telephone call with Vortex Wind Power re Bow Lake

Ok, thanks Danny, could we agree to do a call on Friday the 11
th
 at 2.30pm your time? 

 

 

Regards, 

  

  

Kevin O'Donovan 

Vortex Wind Power Ltd 

  

T:011 353 8682 11764 

  

 

  

From: Dan Sayers Jr [mailto:dansayers@batchewana.ca]  

Sent: 09 December 2009 15:00 

To: Kevin O Donovan 
Cc: Kim Lambert; Dave Sewell; Chief Dean Sayers; Carrie Virta 

Subject: Re: telephone call with Vortex Wind Power re Bow Lake 
 

Aahniin Kevin, 

 

I would like to meet with you before our Christmas Holiday to discuses Vortex Wind Power’s current status and 

BNR’s draft MOU for Field Exploration work. 

Here are the available dates that I have: 

 

•         December 10, 2009, in the office from 8:30 a.m. to 12:00 noon. 

•         December 11, 2009, in the office all day 

•         December 14, 2009, in the office from 1:00 pm to 4:30 pm 

•         December 17, 2009, in the office from 8:30 a.m. to 12:00 noon 

•         December 18, 2009, in the office from 8:30 a.m. to 12:00 noon 

 

I hope these days can meet your schedule.  Let me know what you think? 

 

Miigwetch, Danny 

----- Original Message -----  
From: Kevin O Donovan  
To: 'Dan Sayers Jr'  
Sent: Tuesday, December 08, 2009 4:25 PM 
Subject: RE: telephone call with Vortex Wind Power re Bow Lake 

 
Sorry Danny I have a meeting which is likely to clash with 10am, would you be available later in the day, say 3-5pm your 
time? 
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Regards, 

  

  

Kevin O'Donovan 

Vortex Wind Power Ltd 

  

T:011 353 8682 11764 

  

 

  

From: Dan Sayers Jr [mailto:dansayers@batchewana.ca]  
Sent: 08 December 2009 20:54 

To: Kevin O Donovan 
Cc: 'Kim Lambert'; 'Chief Dean Sayers' 

Subject: Re: telephone call with Vortex Wind Power re Bow Lake 
 
Kevin 
I have a meeting in the City of Sault Ste. Marie for 12:00, can we have it at 10:00? 
Danny 

----- Original Message -----  
From: Kevin O Donovan  
To: 'Dan Sayers Jr'  
Cc: 'Kim Lambert' ; 'Chief Dean Sayers'  
Sent: Tuesday, December 08, 2009 2:01 PM 
Subject: RE: telephone call with Vortex Wind Power re Bow Lake 

 
Danny, 
 
Thursday morning would be fine, could we do 12.30am eastern time? 
 

 

Regards, 

  

  

Kevin O'Donovan 

Vortex Wind Power Ltd 

  

T:011 353 8682 11764 

  

 

  

From: Dan Sayers Jr [mailto:dansayers@batchewana.ca]  
Sent: 08 December 2009 16:24 

To: Kevin O Donovan 

Cc: Kim Lambert; Chief Dean Sayers 
Subject: Re: telephone call with Vortex Wind Power re Bow Lake 
 
Aahniin Kevin, 
  
How does afternoon on Wednesday 9

th
 or Thursday morning sound to you?  Let me know what you think. 

Danny Sayers 
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----- Original Message -----  

From: Kevin O Donovan  
To: 'Dan Sayers Jr'  
Sent: Monday, December 07, 2009 4:34 PM 
Subject: telephone call with Vortex Wind Power re Bow Lake 

 
Hi Danny, 
 
Can we agree on a time to speak this week? I would like to update you on the current status of our site and to finalise 
the MOU for the field explorations work.  
 

 

Regards, 

  

  

Kevin O'Donovan 

Vortex Wind Power Ltd 

  

T:011 353 8682 11764 
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Terella, Andrea

From: Kevin O Donovan <kevin.odonovan@vortexwind.ca>

Sent: Monday, December 07, 2009 4:35 PM

To: 'Dan Sayers Jr'

Subject: telephone call with Vortex Wind Power re Bow Lake

Hi Danny, 
 
Can we agree on a time to speak this week? I would like to update you on the current status of our site and to finalise the 
MOU for the field explorations work.  
 

 

Regards, 

  

  

Kevin O'Donovan 

Vortex Wind Power Ltd 

  

T:011 353 8682 11764 
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Bow Lake Phase 1 Wind Farm Limited  
Mill House, Buttevant, 

Co Cork, Ireland 
Tel: +353  (0) 22 23955 
Fax: +353  (0) 22 23027 

 E-mail: bowlake@dpenergy.com 
 

29th June 2010 
 

236 Frontenac St 
Sault St Marie, 
Ontario, Canada  
ON P6A 5K9 
 
CC: Dan Sayers, BFN Natural Resources Division 
 
 
Attention:  Chief Dean Sayers 
Reference:  Bow Lake Wind Farm Documents Forthcoming for Your Review 
 
 
Dear Chief, 
 
As you are aware from our ongoing discussions with you and your colleagues in the 
Batchewana Natural Resources division over the last 3 years, we propose to develop a wind 
farm in the Bow Lake area near Montreal River. This project is undergoing a Renewable Energy 
Approval (REA) process, and it is a requirement of this process that detailed reports evaluating 
the potential impacts of this project will be made available to all interested parties in the coming 
months for review.   
 
The total capacity for the Bow Lake Wind Farm Phase 1 is 20 MW, and the current 
REA application is for this first phase.  (Phases 2a and 2b are also being proposed at 20 
MW each. We will be lodging a further application for Phase 2 as soon as we can but 
this letter relates specifically to Phase 1.)  
   
To comply with the formal requirements of the REA process we will be holding a public 
meeting in September this year, at which representatives of our company and our environmental 
consultants will be present to share the results of assessments performed in support of the 
project’s Renewable Energy Approval (REA) application, and address any questions or 
comments you may have about the project.   
 
Since we are already in detailed discussions with Batchewana First Nation regarding this project 
much of this information will already have been made available to you and Council, however 
we would like to invite any interested members of your community to attend this event.  A 
notice of the date and time of this public meeting will be sent to you in advance of this event. 
 
We will be sending you the following draft assessment reports for your review within 
the coming weeks: 

 
Construction Plan Report describing the nature, location, and timing of all 
activities associated with construction of the wind farm and associated 

Your Ref:  
Our Ref:  
 
Chief Dean Sayers 
Batchewana First Nation 
Ojibiways of Batchewana  
Goulais Bay 15A 
236 Frontenac St 
Sault St Marie, 
Ontario, Canada  
ON P6A 5K9 



Registered Office: 200 Bay Street, Royal Bank Plaza, South Tower, Suite 3800, Toronto, Ontario, M5J 2Z4 
Registered in Toronto No. 699322-2 

Directors: Maureen De Pietro ~ Peter Harte ~ Paul Loughnane 

infrastructure.  The report also addresses potential negative effects within 
300 m of such activities and mitigation measures relating to these potential 
effects. 
 
Decommissioning Plan Report describing plans for the eventual 
decommissioning of the wind farm, including procedures for dismantling the 
facilities, managing excess materials and waste, and restoring any land or 
water negatively affected by the facility. 
 
Design and Operations Report, including: 

− a Site Plan with supporting maps, diagrams, and descriptions 
identifying project components and nearby residences or significant 
habitats, features, or properties; 

− conceptual plans, specifications, and descriptions relating to the 
design and to the operation of the facility, including any applicable 
water takings and any waste or contaminants; 

− an environmental effects monitoring plan setting out performance 
objectives with respect to potential negative environmental effects, as 
well as mitigation measures, a proposed monitoring program, and 
contingency measures in case of failure of mitigation measures; and 

− a response plan indicating how the project owner/operator can be 
contacted, how correspondence will be recorded and addressed, and 
measures for providing information to the public, aboriginal 
communities, and planning boards about the project. 

 
Natural Heritage Assessment and Water Assessment Reports detailing 
the presence of natural features including wetlands, significant wildlife 
habitat, lakes, streams and other water bodies within vicinity of the proposed 
wind farm infrastructure, and assessing any impacts of the projects on these 
features. The Natural Heritage Reports will also contain information on 
species at risk in the vicinity of the project. 
 
Wind Turbine Specifications Report indicating make, model, name plate 
capacity, hub height above grade, rotation speeds and acoustic emissions 
data as provided by the turbine manufacturer. 
 
Archaeological Assessment, Bird Monitoring, Bat Monitoring, Visual 
Impact and Radio Communication Impact Assessment Reports will also 
be provided. 

 
As outlined in the Ontario Ministry of Environment’s Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) Rules (O.Reg. 359/09), the above-listed reports will be included in the Bow Lake 
Wind Farm REA Application.  For your reference, we have also enclosed with this letter 
the Draft Bow Lake Wind Farm Project Description Report, which will also be 
submitted as part of the REA Application.  Further details on the required contents of 
these reports can be found in Table 1 of the REA Rules (O.Reg. 359/09). 
 
Once you have received the above-listed documents, we invite you to make them available to 
your members.  There will be a 60 period public review period in which to review these 
documents prior to the public meeting.  Based on the assessments performed to date, no adverse 
impacts to aboriginal or treaty rights are anticipated from the proposed Bow Lake Wind Farm.   
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If, having reviewed these documents, any member of your community has any additional 
information that you feel should be considered in the Renewable Energy Approval application, 
particularly with respect to adverse impacts the Bow Lake Wind Farm may have on 
constitutionally protected aboriginal or treaty rights and any measures for mitigating those 
impacts, we respectfully request that you provide this to us in writing, as well as of course 
through our ongoing discussions.   
 
We look forward to discussing the Bow Lake Wind Farm with you further.  As always, if you 
have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact us. 
 
 
Best Regards, 
 
 
 
Kevin O’Donovan 
Bow Lake Phase 1Wind Farm Ltd  
Tel +353 86 8211764 
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Terella, Andrea

From: Kevin O'Donovan <kevin.odonovan@vortexwind.ca>

Sent: Thursday, September 02, 2010 10:03 AM

To: 'Leeann Sewell'

Subject: RE: Meeting with Chief and Council

Hi Leeann, 
 
Thanks for that, however I have just looked at my schedule and I have another meeting set up in Toronto next 
Wednesday, so would it be possible to meet with Danny (and the Chief if he is available) on Thursday next week in your 
offices? 
 
Sorry for all of the requests but it would be good to meet next week as well if possible.  
 
Regards,  
 
Kevin O’Donovan 
 

From: Leeann Sewell [mailto:leeann@batchewana.ca]  
Sent: 02 September 2010 14:42 

To: Kevin O'Donovan 

Subject: Re: Meeting with Chief and Council 
 
Sorry Kevin, just talked to the Chief and 10am is no good for him but 12 noon is so its booked for this time. The meeting 
will take place at North 82 on Great Northern  
Road. I already called and booked the meeting room  

----- Original Message -----  
From: Kevin O'Donovan  
To: 'DANNY SAYERS'  
Cc: 'Leeann Sewell' ; 'Mrs M. De Pietro' ; simon.depietro@dpenergy.com ; kiml@batchewana.ca ; 'Chief Dean Sayers'  
Sent: Wednesday, September 01, 2010 3:07 PM 
Subject: RE: Meeting with Chief and Council 

 
Thanks Leeann, 
 
Danny,  
 
I have attached an initial version of our proposal to Batchewana for the development of the wind farm at Bow Lake. As 
discussed in more detail in the attachment we would like to meet prior to the 21

st
 September meeting to discuss the 

proposal in more detail. 
 
We look forward to hearing from you on the content of this proposal and possible dates for meeting up. 
 
Regards,  
 
Kevin O’Donovan  
 

From: Leeann Sewell [mailto:leeann@batchewana.ca]  
Sent: 30 August 2010 19:45 

To: kevin.odonovan@vortexwind.ca 

Cc: DANNY SAYERS 
Subject: Meeting with Chief and Council 
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Hello Kevin, I  received confirmation regarding the meeting (presentation) with Chief and Council , the date is set 
for Sept.21,2010  @ 7:30 p.m.  at the Batchewana First Nation Office. If you can send information ahead I can email it 
to council to prepare  for your meeting.  If you need any information please contact Leeann Sayers. 
  
  
Leeann Sayers 
Natural Resources Administration Assistant 
236 Frontenac St. 
Rankin Reserve 15D, Ontario 
P6A 5K9 
(705) 759-0914 ext 222 
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Terella, Andrea

From: Kevin O'Donovan <kevin.odonovan@vortexwind.ca>

Sent: Monday, November 22, 2010 5:20 PM

To: 'Maureen De Pietro'; 'Dan Sayers Jr'

Cc: 'Leeann Sayers'; dannysayers@hotmail.com; simon.depietro@dpenergy.com

Subject: RE: Bow Lake Field Exploration agreement

Attachments: BFN MOU signed page.JPG

Danny,  
 
Further to Maureen’s email please find the Field Exploration Agreement signed by both Maureen and me.   
 
Regards,  
 
Kevin O’Donovan  
 
 

From: Maureen De Pietro [mailto:maureen.depietro@dpenergy.com]  

Sent: 21 November 2010 16:59 

To: 'Dan Sayers Jr' 
Cc: 'Leeann Sayers'; 'Kevin O'Donovan'; dannysayers@hotmail.com 

Subject: Bow Lake Field Exploration agreement 
 

Dear Danny 

 

Simon reminded me that we still haven’t signed the Field Exploration Agreement. Sorry. I have signed it, scanned it and 

sent it to Kevin to sign and send on to you.  I have corrected the name of the Co ( Phase 1 in the wrong place) and as I 

have become the President we thought that we should both sign. 

 

It provides for 4 quarterly payments- 1
st

 June, September, December and March.  We made a first  payment in 

September and another is due 1 Dec so we will send 2 payments this week for 1
st

 December which will bring us up to 

date. Could you please let us have an invoice and also  for your legal fees and the equipment rental fee.  

 

Best Regards  

 

Maureen 

 

Maureen De Pietro 
DP Energy Ireland Ltd 
Registered Office: Mill House, Buttevant, Co Cork 
Registered in Ireland no 345411 
Tel:  + 353 (0) 22 23955  
Fax: + 353 (0) 22 23027 
Mobile:  +353 (0) 872777035  
email:maureen.depietro@dpenergy.com 
www.dpenergy.com 
 

 

 

__________ Information from ESET NOD32 Antivirus, version of virus signature database 5635 (20101120) 

__________ 
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Project Description 
 

Bow Lake Wind Farm Ltd. Phase 2 

 
 
Contact:  

 

Kevin O’Donovan 
Leighmoney 
Dunderrow 
Kinsale 
Co. Cork 
Ireland 
Ph: 011 353 868 2117 64 
E: kevin.odonovan@vortexwind.ca 

 

 
Introduction:  

 
Bow Lake Wind Farm Ltd. proposes the development of the Bow Lake Wind 
Farm Phase 2 in the District of Algoma, Ontario, 80 kilometres north of Sault Ste 
Marie and 8 km east of Montreal River Harbour. The proposed 40 MW wind 
energy project will include 25 wind turbine generators and associated roads and 
electrical infrastructure. 
The proposed Bow Lake Wind Farm Phase 2 would be located in the townships of 
Smilsky and Peever, in the District of Algoma, Ontario. The wind farm will be a 
Class 4 wind facility as defined in O.Reg. 359/09. The Bow Lake Wind Farm will 
be built primarily on Crown Land.  
 
In support of the project two meteorological towers are proposed for erection 
within the Phase 2 site boundaries. The renewable energy testing project will 
consist of a multi section steel meteorological tower of up to 80 metres in overall 
height, supported by a number of guy wires. Attached to the tower will be multi 
level booms with anemometers and wind vanes for measuring wind speed and 
direction.  The data collected will be recorded at a solar PV and battery powered 
data logger at the base of the tower, and remotely downloaded at regular intervals 
via a dedicated mobile phone card. No other infrastructure or structures are 
required for the operation of the tower. The towers will be erected to confirm 
wind turbine output during project commissioning and operating stages with 
actual wind speeds. 
 
The Bow Lake Wind Farm project is a Green Energy project within the province 
of Ontario. The Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources Approval for Permitting 
Requirements Document for Renewable Energy Projects will be used for the 
approval of the installation of this testing equipment. Specifically Section 5.1: 
Testing projects on crown land where no construction of a transportation system 
is required. 



 

3 

 
Figure 1 shows the general location of the Bow Lake Wind Farm and the two 
meteorological towers. 

 
Tower Locations and Access: 

 
One tower will be located within Phase 2a (P2a) at UTM 687513E, 5233680N, 
Peever Township the other within Phase 2b (P2b) at UTM 689017E, 5228919N, 
Smilsky Township. See Figure 1: Bow Lake Anemometer Tower Locations; P2a, 
P2b. Each location will be cleared of standing tress and shrubs to ground level 
within a circular area of 100m radius. This will be accomplished with the use of 
chain saws and 4x4 “quad” bikes.  
 
The towers are located in proximity to a system of old logging trails and good all 
weather surfaced roads. Access to the sites off the old logging roads will be 
accomplished with 4x4 “quad” trail bikes or snow machine as the weather 
dictates. The bikes will be used firstly to transport men and clearing equipment 
and subsequently the various components of the tower. This method has been 
used successfully in the past and does not require construction of new 
transportation systems. The bikes are of size and strength capabilities to maneuver 
off road with little damage to existing forest growth. No water crossings will be 
required at either location. 

 
Method of Installation: 

 

The installation of the tower and mounting of instrumentation will be 
accomplished by a field crew of approximately 4 personnel using winches and gin 
poles to achieve mechanical advantage and without the use of cranes. Full 
installation including anchors and towers is likely to take 5 days subject to 
weather conditions. Erection must be halted during period of high winds or 
lightning.  

 
Tower Dimensions: 

 
Constructed of steel sections the towers will be up to 80 m in height and held in 
position by a series of steel guy wires attached at load points out to a radius of up 
to 50metres.  The guy wires will be attached to ground anchors designed for the 
specific soil or rock conditions at the point of location. The tower will be 
protected from lightning strikes by a lightning rod, grounding wire and earth 
stakes.  

 
Timing and Duration of Operation: 

 
The tower locations have been selected to be close to existing forest access trails 
so that access can be achieved for installation throughout the year either via snow 
sled or ATV. However, it is proposed to install the equipment in the 
spring/summer of 2011 subject to award of permits and weather conditions. It is 
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proposed that the installation would remain in place and in operation until the 
erection of the Bow Lake Phase 2 wind turbines, i.e. for a period of up to 24 
months from date of commissioning of tower. 
 

Since the tower sites are on the same centre coordinates as proposed wind 
turbines the towers will be decommissioned but the site reused for the wind 
turbines. The towers will be disassembled and removed from the site for use 
elsewhere. 

 
Operation of the Towers: 

 
Once installed and its instrumentation satisfactorily commissioned no on site 
personnel are required. The data collected will be recorded at a solar PV and 
battery powered data logger at the base of the tower, and remotely downloaded at 
regular intervals via a dedicated mobile phone card. Field inspections will be 
conducted at regular periods (usually monthly) to inspect for evidence of damage 
and to re-tension guy wires as necessary.  

 
Avoidance of Environmental Impact: 

 
Care will be taken at all times during the land clearing and installation phases to 
keep the sites free of garbage and litter. Fueling of the quads and chainsaws will 
be done with care and in a controlled area to ensure no impact on the 
environment. All construction debris, garbage, lunch bags etc. will be removed 
from the site and disposed of in an approved location. 
 
Once the towers are operational there will be regular visits made to ensure the site 
continues to perform as intended and is having no detrimental effect on the 
surrounding environment. 
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Site Plan 

 
The site plan on the following page depicts an elevation and plan view of a typical 80-
metre tower installation. The tower is centered on the cleared circular area of 100m 
radius and secured with a system of guy wires and anchors as shown.
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Endangered Species Act, 2007 

Species at Risk (SAR) Review 

 
Field Investigations: 

 

Field investigations were completed throughout the proposed site of the Bow 
Lake Wind Farm development between September 27 and October 29, 2010. The 
assessment for the meteorological towers included the 100m radius circular area 
of the proposed location, as well as an additional buffer of 120m. Field 
investigations were performed in order to gather information on existing 
conditions and to specifically identify any species or habitat protected under the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA, 2007) on or within 120m of the proposed site. 
 

Background Information: 

  
A review of the Natural Heritage Information Centre (NHIC) database was 
conducted to identify any potential rare or sensitive species in the area. Records 
within a 1km square of both the Phase 2a (P2a) and Phase 2b (P2b) 
meteorological towers revealed the potential presence of Boreal Bedstraw and 
Braun’s Holly Fern. Boreal Bedstraw is assigned a ranking of S2 (Very rare in 
Ontario) according to the NHIC’s Ontario Ranking (SRank) system. Braun’s 
Holly Fern is assigned a ranking of S3 (Rare to uncommon in Ontario).     

 
The MNR’s All Values Map and Critical Values Map were also reviewed for the 
Bow Lake area. The data contained within these maps is derived from the MNR’s 
Natural Resources and Values Information System (NRVIS). No significant 
values including Species at Risk (SAR) were identified on these maps for the area 
of investigation.    
 

Existing Environment:  
 

It should be noted that due to the timing of the project (outside of flowering 
season for plants, migratory nesting season for birds, etc.), a full inventory of 
plants, terrestrial habitat and aquatic features could not be completed and 
therefore the scope of the investigation focused on general features and 
composition only.  
 
Meteorological Tower in Phase 2a (P2a) 
Topography was greatly undulating throughout the study area as the proposed 
tower location exists at peak in elevation and most of the surrounding habitat 
exists in more lowland areas. Drainage appeared to be fairly good due to this 
change in elevation.  
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The majority of the study area consisted of a mainly deciduous vegetation 
community containing maple (Acer sp.), white birch (Betula papyrifera) and 
yellow birch (Betula alleghaniensis). The understory was limited and consisted of 
small red maple, ferns and common forest ground cover such as starflower 
(Trientalis borealis) and bunchberry (Cornus canadensis). Mixedwood and 
mainly coniferous communities appeared to be present within the lowland areas 
and consisted of species such as eastern white cedar (Thuja occidentalis), balsam 
fir (Abies balsamea), white spruce (Picea glauca) and occasional eastern white 
pine (Pinus strobus).  

 
There was no evidence of wildlife noted throughout the study area at the time of 
field investigations. A small cold water lake was noted on the outer edge of the 
120m buffer west of the proposed tower location.      
 
None of the species identified within the background review of the site were 
identified within the study area however, oval-leaved bilberry (Vaccinium 

ovalifolium) was observed within the outer edge of the 120m buffer near the lake.  
 
Meteorological Tower in Phase 2b (P2b) 
Topography was greatly undulating throughout the study area as the proposed 
tower location exists at peak in elevation and most of the surrounding habitat 
exists in more lowland areas. Drainage appeared to be fairly good due to this 
change in elevation.  
 
The majority of the study area consisted of a mainly deciduous vegetation 
community containing maple, white birch and yellow birch. Coniferous species 
including eastern white pine, white spruce, eastern white cedar and balsam fir 
were noted in lowland areas. The understory consisted of small red maple, 
mountain maple (Acer spicatum), ferns and common forest ground cover such as 
starflower (Trientalis borealis) and bunchberry (Cornus canadensis). Patches of 
wild red raspberry (Rubus idaeus ssp. melanolasius) and common blackberry 
(Rubus allegheniensis) were also noted throughout this location.  
 
Evidence of moose (Alces alces) was noted within the study area in the way of 
browse and tracks. Two moose were observed within a similar community east of 
the study area. No areas of significant aquatic habitat were noted within the study 
area.   
 
None of the species identified within the background review of the site were 
identified within the study area however, oval-leaved bilberry was observed 
northwest of the proposed tower location (within the 100m x100m boundary).  
 

Species or Habitat Protected under the Endangered Species Act (ESA):  

  

No species or habitat that would be protected under the Endangered Species Act 
(ESA, 2007) were noted throughout the study area for either meteorological tower 
(Phase 2a and Phase 2b). 
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Oval-leaved bilberry was observed within the study area associated with the 
meteorological tower in Phase 2a and Phase 2b. Oval-leaved bilberry is assigned a 
ranking of S3 (Rare to uncommon in Ontario) according to the NHIC’s Ontario 
Ranking (SRank) system. Although it is not considered a Species at Risk (SAR) 
and protected under the ESA, general mitigation will be outlined below as a best 
management practice (BMP) to afford protection for the species. 
 

Environmental Impacts and Mitigation: 

 
It is expected that a permanent loss of vegetation (trees, shrubs, ground cover) 
will result from the clearing of land in the area directly associated with the 
meteorological towers (Circular area of 100m radius).  
Efforts should be taken to clear only the trees and shrubs necessary to fulfill 
project requirements, wherever possible and to use seed mix and species common 
to Ontario for restorative planting if choosing to rehabilitate disturbed areas. 
 
As oval-leaved bilberry was identified within the 100m radius area around the 
Phase 2b Meteorological Tower, it is expected that the species will be removed 
due to clearing. In order to minimize impacts to oval-leaved bilberry in this area, 
it is recommended that the methods outlined within the MNR’s Bilberry 
Relocation Procedure are followed in order to transplant the species to similar 
habitat in the surrounding area. Oval-leaved bilberry was also identified within 
the 120m buffer outside of the area to be cleared for the Phase 2a Meteorological 
Tower. As it has been observed within the general area, it is recommended that 
workers are trained to identify the species. Should it be identified within the area 
to be cleared, the Relocation Procedure will, again, be utilized. 
 
The clearing of trees and vegetation will also result in a loss of wildlife habitat, 
specifically for moose in the area of the Phase 2b meteorological tower and birds 
in the area of both meteorological towers. The clearing of trees and vegetation 
during the migratory nesting period could also result in the loss of active bird 
nests and young birds which is illegal under the Migratory Birds Convention Act 
(MBCA). In order to minimize impacts, clearing should only occur where 
necessary to minimize the loss of habitat as much as possible and restorative 
planting using native species should be done wherever possible. All clearing 
during the migratory bird nesting season (May 5 to August 10) should be avoided. 
If clearing will occur during these times, a pre-clearing check should be 
undertaken by a qualified individual with experience in avian nesting habits for 
the presence of migratory bird nests before tree removal. If a species protected 
under the MBCA is identified during the pre-clearing check, a permit will need to 
be obtained from the Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) to allow for the nest to be 
destroyed. This is conditional upon the stage of the nesting birds. The MNR 
should also be consulted regarding the Fish and Wildlife Conservation Act 
(FWCA), if any species are found to be nesting within the project limits during 
the pre-clearing check. 
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As no aquatic habitat was identified within the study area of either meteorological 
tower, there are no expected impacts to fish habitat. 
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Decommissioning Plan 

 
REA Testing Equipment on Crown Land: Decommissioning Plan 

 
Decommissioning of Anemometer Towers: 

 
Each of the two anemometer towers is centered on the future base of a wind 
turbine. It is proposed to install the equipment in the spring/summer of 2011 
subject to award of permits and weather conditions. It is proposed that the 
installations would remain in place and in operation until the erection of the Bow 
Lake Phase 2 wind turbines, i.e. for a period of up to 24 months from date of 
commissioning of tower. The decommissioning is therefore planned for 2013. 
 
The towers will be disassembled as the development of the Phase 2 wind farm 
progresses. It is anticipated at the time of decommissioning the road access 
network associated with the wind turbines of Phase 2 will be established and the 
use of a small crane or boom truck will be utilized to aid in the disassembly of the 
two towers. The recording equipment will be removed and the masts of the towers 
broken down into the individual segments. These along with the guy wires and 
anchors will be removed from the site.  

 
Site rehabilitation will not be necessary, as the wind turbines will require the “foot 
print” of the meteorological towers in their installation. 
 

Avoidance of Environmental Impact: 

 
Care will be taken at all times during the disassembling and removal phases to 
keep the sites free of garbage and litter. Fueling of the equipment will be done 
with care and in a controlled area to ensure no impact on the environment. All 
construction debris, garbage, lunch bags etc. will be removed from the site and 
disposed of in an approved location. 
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Request for Information 

 
REA Testing Equipment on Crown Land: Request for Information 

 
 

The proponent formally requests from your community any information available 
to the community that, in its opinion, should be considered in preparing a 
document as part of the testing project submission to the MNR, and in particular, 
any information the community may have about any adverse impacts that the 
project may have on constitutionally protected aboriginal or treaty rights and any 
measures for mitigating those adverse impacts. 

 



 
    
 
January 27, 2011 
 
Chief Dean Sayers  
Ojibways of Batchewana 
Goulais Bay 15A 
236 Frontenac Street 
Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6A 5K9 
 
 
Attention:  Chief Dean Sayers  

Reference:  Bow Lake Wind Farm REA Documents for Your Review 

 
 
Dear Chief, 
 
As you may be are aware, M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. has been contracted to 
undertake assessments and prepare reports required under the Renewable Energy 
Approval (REA) regulations (O.Reg. 359/09) for the Bow Lake Wind Farm Phase 1.  
We are pleased to enclose draft copies of the reports for your review. 
  
We will be holding public meetings in April this year at which representatives of our 
company and the project developers will be present to further discuss the results of the 
studies and the reports, and the project in general.  Between now and then there is a 
formal public review period, during which you are invited to review the reports and 
submit any questions or comments you have to us.  Please find the formal notice of the 
meetings enclosed. 
 
Following the public review period and the public meetings we will be revising the draft 
reports to incorporate the results of the public consultation, and preparing a formal 
Public Consultation report.  As required by the regulation, the enclosed reports contain 
drafts of all the reports that will eventually be submitted to the Ministry of the 
Environment in the application for a Renewable Energy Approval for the wind farm, 
with the exception of the forthcoming Public Consultation Report.  If it is agreeable to 
your community, we invite you to make the documents available in your community for 
review during the public review period. 
  
We look forward to seeing you at the forthcoming public meetings.  If you have any 
questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact us. 
 
 
Best Regards, 
 
 
 
Thomas Bernacki, P.Eng. 
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March 14, 2011    
 
 
Danny Sayers Jr. 
dansayers@batchewana.ca 
 
Electronic Delivery 
 
Attention: Danny Sayers Jr. 
Reference: Batchewana First Nation Site Visit, March 2 and 3, 2011 
 
 
Dear Danny, 
  
Please find a summary of our meetings with the Batchewana First Nation on March 2 and 3, 
2011, including a visit to the Bow Lake Phase 1 site to address concerns raised in meetings 
held in mid-February regarding impacts to natural heritage features. 
 
Wednesday March 2, 2011 
 
I (Thomas Bernacki, project manager) and Nigel Ward (biologist) of M.K. Ince and Associates, 
met with Dave Sewell of the Batchewana First Nation (BFN) at 8:30 AM on the morning of 
Wednesday, March 2, 2011, at the BFN band office in Sault Ste. Marie.  Dave Sewell suggested 
we meet at the site at 10:00 AM in order to allow him to gather his gear and pick up his 
colleague Clarence, who would accompany us on the trip. 
 
We departed immediately, and arrived on site at shortly after 10:00 AM.  The weather was cold 
(approximately -15 C), with clear skies and effectively unlimited visibility.  Dave and Clarence 
arrived approximately 15 minutes after our arrival.  They brought us on site in their pick-up truck, 
through the Brookfield security gate and across the dam, to the location of the proposed 
northern access road.  From there we snow-shoed up the access road, to the area of primary 
concern as raised by BFN in previous meetings, the 29m distance from the edge of the 
proposed road to the wetland/MAFA (Moose Aquatic Feeding Area).  The location was tagged 
with pink marking tape at two locations.  It should be noted that all along the route there was a 
great deal of orange tagging tape and orange spray paint on trees of various sizes and species.  
At least 10-12 locations were marked.  No significance to the markings could be ascertained, 
although it was presumed it had something to do with logging activities proposed for the area.  
As the goals of the visit were to show first-hand the areas of concern, and mark them for future 
reference, it was seen that the existing markings may be confusing for future visits.  As 
mentioned, however, the new tape that was placed was pink (as opposed to the existing orange 
tape) so hopefully that would make the purpose of the tape clear. 
 



Bow Lake Wind Farm –Batchewana First Nation Site Visit 

M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd.         

Dave noted that there would need to be significant movement of earth/stone to run the road 
along the route chosen, as it was not very flat in the area of concern.  He felt that the road 
should run as far northwest as possible (i.e. away from the wetland) in order to protect the 
wetland from run-off, siltation, etc.  Nigel and I explained in detail the proposed mitigation 
measures, and there was general satisfaction that they would be appropriate, however Dave 
was still of the opinion that the road should stay as far away from the wetland as possible.  He 
also noted that had BFN been included in the field work process earlier this visit would have 
been unnecessary as the area would have already been visited by a band member. 
 
A number of photos of the location were taken.  Dave Sewell took GPS waypoints of the point of 
concern, and visually surveyed the area to his satisfaction.  At that point he was satisfied that 
the main aim of the visit was achieved.  It was nevertheless decided to follow the course of the 
proposed road up to the first turbine, to get a better sense of the overall track of that road, which 
comes close to a number of natural features, besides the wetland/MAFA.  Turbine location 1 
was visited and marked.  Dave Sewell noted that he had not visited that area in his previous 
field expeditions (he had mostly stayed to the south end of the project area) and was glad to 
have visited the area.  He noted that he had no problems with the design of the remainder of the 
northernmost features of the project that had been visited.  The only concerns were, as 
mentioned, the proximity of the road to the wetland at the one location. 
 
The party returned along the same route to the truck, where lunch was taken.  By approximately 
2 pm we had departed the site.  We had returned to Sault Ste Marie by approximately 3:30 pm. 
 
Thursday March 3, 2011 
 
A meeting between me and Danny Sayers Jr. was arranged for 1:00 pm at the BFN band office.  
Danny and Dave Sewell were spending the morning in court but planned to return to the band 
office after lunch.  Serendipitously, I encountered them at the Station Mall Food Court around 
12:30 PM, and we held the meeting there, as it turned out they needed to return to court 
afterwards, and would not have been available for the meeting at the band office. 
 
The main points of discussion I wished to raise were regarding the archaeological reports, and 
how the existing AMICK reports could be submitted (to “tick the regulatory boxes”) while adding 
an archaeological report satisfactory to the BFN as an accompanying report.  Danny confirmed 
that this would be fine.  The issue of starting the BFN report was discussed.  Danny had been in 
touch with Luke Dalla Bona, but it turns out he will be out of the country until April.  Danny 
mentioned that other archaeologists would also be satisfactory, and that it didn’t necessarily 
need to be Luke.  He agreed to send the contact information for the archaeologists.  I told him 
that likely Simon and Kevin together with MKI would arrange the details of the contract with the 
archaeologist, but that the archaeologist would of course work closely with BFN to ensure that 
their expectations are met. 
 
The larger part of the discussion with Danny and Dave over lunch was with regard to the 
consultation process in general.  They reiterated their comments from mid-February about the 
lack of engagement.  They re-iterated the need for the developers to treat BFN as “land 
owners”.  The request for details on payments made to the MNR was reiterated, including a 
detailed list of approvals, fees, etc., that would be paid.  They felt that although not always 
practical, that if discussions are happening with the MNR that they should be invited.  They felt 
that the BFN should be being consulted at least to the same extent as Clergue with regard to 
forest management, and if arrangements are being made with regard to forestry practices with 
Clergue, that similar arrangements should be made with BFN. 



Bow Lake Wind Farm –Batchewana First Nation Site Visit 

M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd.         

 
Regarding the previous day’s site visit, Dave reiterated the need for early cooperation on field 
work, reminding us that the site visit wouldn’t have been necessary had they only been included 
at the outset.  I told him that MKI would be open to including the BFN in any forthcoming field 
visits that might come up this season for Phase 2, if necessary. 
 
I told Danny and Dave that I would communicate all of our discussion to Simon and Kevin.  The 
final request from Danny and Dave was to have a good thorough look through the REA report 
package together.  I suggested that when we are up in April that we could sit down for a few 
hours if needed and go through all of the reports page by page if necessary, just to talk about 
the contents and purpose with them.  The meeting concluded around 1:15 PM. 
 
 
Sincerely,   
M. K. INCE AND ASSOCIATES LTD. 
 

 
 
Thomas Bernacki 



 
                                                                          TULLOCH ENGINEERING INC 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

Batchewana First Nation 

Ojibwe of Batchewana 

Goulais Bay 15A 

236 Frontenac St. 

Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6A 5K9 

 

Attention: Chief Dean Sayers 
 

June 10, 2011 

 

Please find enclosed information for an aggregate licence application for the Radon Aggregate 

Pit made to the Sault Ste. Marie Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR) under the Ontario 

Aggregate Resources Act. 

 

Included in this package are: 

• Form 1- Notice of Application for a Licence 

• Form 2 Notice of Public Information Session 

• “Complete Application” Letter from Sault Ste. Marie Ministry of Natural Resources 

• Site Drawings 

o 1 of 4: Existing Conditions Plan 

o 2 of 4: Operation and Progressive Rehabilitation Plan 

o 3 of 4: Final Rehabilitation Plan 

o 4 of 4: Site Standards Notes 

• Natural Environment Level 1 Report 

• Groundwater Summary Statement 

• Stage One Cultural Heritage Report 

 

The MNR has directed this information be distributed to you for your perusal and comments. 

 

Written comments will be accepted until July 29, 2011. 

 

Regards, 

 
 

Gary MacKay, P.Eng. 

Project Manager 

Tulloch Engineering 

1942 Regent St. 
Unit L 
Sudbury, ON 
P3E 5V5 

 T. 705 522 6303 
 F. 705 671 9477 
     877 535.0558 

 www.tulloch.on.ca 
 sudbury@tulloch.on.ca 
   

































































































































































































































































































































Registered Office: 200 Bay Street, Royal Bank Plaza, South Tower, Suite 3800, Toronto, Ontario, M5J 2Z4 
Registered in Toronto No. 699322-2 

Directors: Maureen De Pietro ~ Peter Harte ~ Paul Loughnane 

    
 

Bow Lake Phase 1 Wind Farm Limited  
Mill House, Buttevant, 

Co Cork, Ireland 
Tel: +353  (0) 22 23955 
Fax: +353  (0) 22 23027 

 E-mail: bowlake@dpenergy.com 
 

29th June 2010 
 
 
Attention:  Chief Anita Stephens 
Reference:  Bow Lake Wind Farm Documents Forthcoming for Your Review 
 
 
Dear Chief, 
 
This letter is to inform you of our proposal to develop a wind farm in the Bow Lake area 
near Montreal River, 80 km north of Sault Ste Marie. This project is undergoing a 
Renewable Energy Approval (REA) process, and it is a requirement of this process that 
detailed reports evaluating the potential impacts of this project will be made available to 
all interested parties in the coming months for review.   
 
The total capacity for the Bow Lake Wind Farm Phase 1 is 20 MW, and the current 
REA application is for this first phase.  (Phases 2a and 2b are also being proposed at 20 
MW each. We will be lodging a further application for Phase 2 as soon as we can but 
this letter relates specifically to Phase 1.)  
   
To comply with the formal requirements of the REA process we will be holding a 
public meeting in September this year at which representatives of our company and our 
environmental consultants M.K. Ince and Associates will be present to share the results 
of assessments performed in support of the project’s Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) application, and to address any questions or comments you may have about the 
project.   
 
We invite and encourage you and any interested members of your community to attend 
this event. A notice of the date and time of this public meeting will be sent to you 
shortly. 
 
We will be sending you the following draft assessment reports for your review within 
the coming weeks: 

 
Construction Plan Report describing the nature, location, and timing of all 
activities associated with construction of the wind farm and associated 
infrastructure.  The report also addresses potential negative effects within 
300 m of such activities and mitigation measures relating to these potential 
effects. 
 

Your Ref:  
Our Ref:  
 
Chief Anita Stephens  
Chapleau Ojibway First Nations 
Chapleau 74 
522 Highway 129 ,PO BOX 279 
Chapleau, ON P0M 1K0 
 
 



Registered Office: 200 Bay Street, Royal Bank Plaza, South Tower, Suite 3800, Toronto, Ontario, M5J 2Z4 
Registered in Toronto No. 699322-2 

Directors: Maureen De Pietro ~ Peter Harte ~ Paul Loughnane 

Decommissioning Plan Report describing plans for the eventual 
decommissioning of the wind farm, including procedures for dismantling the 
facilities, managing excess materials and waste, and restoring any land or 
water negatively affected by the facility. 
 
Design and Operations Report, including: 

− a Site Plan with supporting maps, diagrams, and descriptions 
identifying project components and nearby residences or significant 
habitats, features, or properties; 

− conceptual plans, specifications, and descriptions relating to the 
design and to the operation of the facility, including any applicable 
water takings and any waste or contaminants; 

− an environmental effects monitoring plan setting out performance 
objectives with respect to potential negative environmental effects, as 
well as mitigation measures, a proposed monitoring program, and 
contingency measures in case of failure of mitigation measures; and 

− a response plan indicating how the project owner/operator can be 
contacted, how correspondence will be recorded and addressed, and 
measures for providing information to the public, aboriginal 
communities, and planning boards about the project. 

 
Natural Heritage Assessment and Water Assessment Reports detailing 
the presence of natural features including wetlands, significant wildlife 
habitat, lakes, streams and other water bodies within vicinity of the proposed 
wind farm infrastructure, and assessing any impacts of the projects on these 
features. The Natural Heritage Reports will also contain information on 
species at risk in the vicinity of the project. 
 
Wind Turbine Specifications Report indicating make, model, name plate 
capacity, hub height above grade, rotation speeds and acoustic emissions 
data as provided by the turbine manufacturer. 
 
Archaeological Assessment, Bird Monitoring, Bat Monitoring, Visual 
Impact and Radio Communication Impact Assessment Reports will also 
be provided. 

 
As outlined in the Ontario Ministry of Environment’s Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) Rules (O.Reg. 359/09), the above-listed reports will be included in the Bow Lake 
Wind Farm REA Application.  For your reference, we have also enclosed with this letter 
the Draft Bow Lake Wind Farm Project Description Report, which will also be 
submitted as part of the REA Application.  Further details on the required contents of 
these reports can be found in Table 1 of the REA Rules (O.Reg. 359/09). 
 
Once you have received the above-listed documents, we invite you to make them 
available to your members.  There will be a 60 day public review period in which to 
review these documents prior to the public meeting.  Based on the assessments 
performed to date, no adverse impacts to aboriginal or treaty rights are anticipated from 
the proposed Bow Lake Wind Farm.   
 
If, having reviewed these documents, any member of your community has any 
additional information that you feel should be considered in the Renewable Energy 



Registered Office: 200 Bay Street, Royal Bank Plaza, South Tower, Suite 3800, Toronto, Ontario, M5J 2Z4 
Registered in Toronto No. 699322-2 

Directors: Maureen De Pietro ~ Peter Harte ~ Paul Loughnane 

Approval application, particularly with respect to adverse impacts the Bow Lake Wind 
Farm may have on constitutionally protected aboriginal or treaty rights and any 
measures for mitigating those impacts, we respectfully request that you provide this to 
us in writing, as well as through our ongoing discussions.   
 
We look forward to discussing the Bow Lake Wind Farm with you further.  If you have 
any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact us. 
 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Kevin O’Donovan  
Bow Lake Phase 1Wind Farm Ltd  
Tel  +353 86 8211764 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



From: Kevin O'Donovan [kevin.odonovan@vortexwind.ca]

Sent: 04 November 2010 12:08

To: 'chapleauojibwe@onlink.net'

Subject: for attn of Chief Stephens - Bow Lake Wind Farm

Dear Chief Stephens,

 

My name is Kevin O’Donovan and I am writing on behalf of a company called Bow Lake Wind Farm Ltd. who is

developing a wind farm near Montreal River called Bow Lake. We have written (please see copy of letter) to you

previously in relation to the development of a wind farm at the Bow Lake site. We also included with our letter the draft

Project Description Report which gives details on the project.

 

Since I have not received a response to our letter, I am writing again to see if you have had time to review the letter and

Project Description Report?

 

I would be grateful if you could respond to this email.

 

 

Regards,

 

Kevin O’Donovan

 

https://mail.google.com/mail/?ui=2&ik=5204de7229&view=att&th=134...
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Bow Lake Wind Farm Ltd. 
 

Phase 2 
 

Meteorological Towers Testing Project 
 

Consultation Package 
As Required Under Section 5.2.1.2  

MNR Approvals and Permitting Requirements Document for 
Renewable Energy Projects 

 
 

Aboriginal Communities Circulated to: 
 

 Michipicoten First Nation 
 

Batchewana First Nation 
 

Garden River First Nation 
 

Chapleau Ojibwe First Nations 
 

Historic Sault Ste Marie Métis Council 
 

Métis Nation of Ontario 
 
 
 

November 30, 2010 
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Project Description 
 

Bow Lake Wind Farm Ltd. Phase 2 

 
 
Contact:  

 

Kevin O’Donovan 
Leighmoney 
Dunderrow 
Kinsale 
Co. Cork 
Ireland 
Ph: 011 353 868 2117 64 
E: kevin.odonovan@vortexwind.ca 

 

 
Introduction:  

 
Bow Lake Wind Farm Ltd. proposes the development of the Bow Lake Wind 
Farm Phase 2 in the District of Algoma, Ontario, 80 kilometres north of Sault Ste 
Marie and 8 km east of Montreal River Harbour. The proposed 40 MW wind 
energy project will include 25 wind turbine generators and associated roads and 
electrical infrastructure. 
The proposed Bow Lake Wind Farm Phase 2 would be located in the townships of 
Smilsky and Peever, in the District of Algoma, Ontario. The wind farm will be a 
Class 4 wind facility as defined in O.Reg. 359/09. The Bow Lake Wind Farm will 
be built primarily on Crown Land.  
 
In support of the project two meteorological towers are proposed for erection 
within the Phase 2 site boundaries. The renewable energy testing project will 
consist of a multi section steel meteorological tower of up to 80 metres in overall 
height, supported by a number of guy wires. Attached to the tower will be multi 
level booms with anemometers and wind vanes for measuring wind speed and 
direction.  The data collected will be recorded at a solar PV and battery powered 
data logger at the base of the tower, and remotely downloaded at regular intervals 
via a dedicated mobile phone card. No other infrastructure or structures are 
required for the operation of the tower. The towers will be erected to confirm 
wind turbine output during project commissioning and operating stages with 
actual wind speeds. 
 
The Bow Lake Wind Farm project is a Green Energy project within the province 
of Ontario. The Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources Approval for Permitting 
Requirements Document for Renewable Energy Projects will be used for the 
approval of the installation of this testing equipment. Specifically Section 5.1: 
Testing projects on crown land where no construction of a transportation system 
is required. 
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Figure 1 shows the general location of the Bow Lake Wind Farm and the two 
meteorological towers. 

 
Tower Locations and Access: 

 
One tower will be located within Phase 2a (P2a) at UTM 687513E, 5233680N, 
Peever Township the other within Phase 2b (P2b) at UTM 689017E, 5228919N, 
Smilsky Township. See Figure 1: Bow Lake Anemometer Tower Locations; P2a, 
P2b. Each location will be cleared of standing tress and shrubs to ground level 
within a circular area of 100m radius. This will be accomplished with the use of 
chain saws and 4x4 “quad” bikes.  
 
The towers are located in proximity to a system of old logging trails and good all 
weather surfaced roads. Access to the sites off the old logging roads will be 
accomplished with 4x4 “quad” trail bikes or snow machine as the weather 
dictates. The bikes will be used firstly to transport men and clearing equipment 
and subsequently the various components of the tower. This method has been 
used successfully in the past and does not require construction of new 
transportation systems. The bikes are of size and strength capabilities to maneuver 
off road with little damage to existing forest growth. No water crossings will be 
required at either location. 

 
Method of Installation: 

 

The installation of the tower and mounting of instrumentation will be 
accomplished by a field crew of approximately 4 personnel using winches and gin 
poles to achieve mechanical advantage and without the use of cranes. Full 
installation including anchors and towers is likely to take 5 days subject to 
weather conditions. Erection must be halted during period of high winds or 
lightning.  

 
Tower Dimensions: 

 
Constructed of steel sections the towers will be up to 80 m in height and held in 
position by a series of steel guy wires attached at load points out to a radius of up 
to 50metres.  The guy wires will be attached to ground anchors designed for the 
specific soil or rock conditions at the point of location. The tower will be 
protected from lightning strikes by a lightning rod, grounding wire and earth 
stakes.  

 
Timing and Duration of Operation: 

 
The tower locations have been selected to be close to existing forest access trails 
so that access can be achieved for installation throughout the year either via snow 
sled or ATV. However, it is proposed to install the equipment in the 
spring/summer of 2011 subject to award of permits and weather conditions. It is 
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proposed that the installation would remain in place and in operation until the 
erection of the Bow Lake Phase 2 wind turbines, i.e. for a period of up to 24 
months from date of commissioning of tower. 
 

Since the tower sites are on the same centre coordinates as proposed wind 
turbines the towers will be decommissioned but the site reused for the wind 
turbines. The towers will be disassembled and removed from the site for use 
elsewhere. 

 
Operation of the Towers: 

 
Once installed and its instrumentation satisfactorily commissioned no on site 
personnel are required. The data collected will be recorded at a solar PV and 
battery powered data logger at the base of the tower, and remotely downloaded at 
regular intervals via a dedicated mobile phone card. Field inspections will be 
conducted at regular periods (usually monthly) to inspect for evidence of damage 
and to re-tension guy wires as necessary.  

 
Avoidance of Environmental Impact: 

 
Care will be taken at all times during the land clearing and installation phases to 
keep the sites free of garbage and litter. Fueling of the quads and chainsaws will 
be done with care and in a controlled area to ensure no impact on the 
environment. All construction debris, garbage, lunch bags etc. will be removed 
from the site and disposed of in an approved location. 
 
Once the towers are operational there will be regular visits made to ensure the site 
continues to perform as intended and is having no detrimental effect on the 
surrounding environment. 
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6 

Site Plan 

 
The site plan on the following page depicts an elevation and plan view of a typical 80-
metre tower installation. The tower is centered on the cleared circular area of 100m 
radius and secured with a system of guy wires and anchors as shown.
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Endangered Species Act, 2007 

Species at Risk (SAR) Review 

 
Field Investigations: 

 

Field investigations were completed throughout the proposed site of the Bow 
Lake Wind Farm development between September 27 and October 29, 2010. The 
assessment for the meteorological towers included the 100m radius circular area 
of the proposed location, as well as an additional buffer of 120m. Field 
investigations were performed in order to gather information on existing 
conditions and to specifically identify any species or habitat protected under the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA, 2007) on or within 120m of the proposed site. 
 

Background Information: 

  
A review of the Natural Heritage Information Centre (NHIC) database was 
conducted to identify any potential rare or sensitive species in the area. Records 
within a 1km square of both the Phase 2a (P2a) and Phase 2b (P2b) 
meteorological towers revealed the potential presence of Boreal Bedstraw and 
Braun’s Holly Fern. Boreal Bedstraw is assigned a ranking of S2 (Very rare in 
Ontario) according to the NHIC’s Ontario Ranking (SRank) system. Braun’s 
Holly Fern is assigned a ranking of S3 (Rare to uncommon in Ontario).     

 
The MNR’s All Values Map and Critical Values Map were also reviewed for the 
Bow Lake area. The data contained within these maps is derived from the MNR’s 
Natural Resources and Values Information System (NRVIS). No significant 
values including Species at Risk (SAR) were identified on these maps for the area 
of investigation.    
 

Existing Environment:  
 

It should be noted that due to the timing of the project (outside of flowering 
season for plants, migratory nesting season for birds, etc.), a full inventory of 
plants, terrestrial habitat and aquatic features could not be completed and 
therefore the scope of the investigation focused on general features and 
composition only.  
 
Meteorological Tower in Phase 2a (P2a) 
Topography was greatly undulating throughout the study area as the proposed 
tower location exists at peak in elevation and most of the surrounding habitat 
exists in more lowland areas. Drainage appeared to be fairly good due to this 
change in elevation.  
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The majority of the study area consisted of a mainly deciduous vegetation 
community containing maple (Acer sp.), white birch (Betula papyrifera) and 
yellow birch (Betula alleghaniensis). The understory was limited and consisted of 
small red maple, ferns and common forest ground cover such as starflower 
(Trientalis borealis) and bunchberry (Cornus canadensis). Mixedwood and 
mainly coniferous communities appeared to be present within the lowland areas 
and consisted of species such as eastern white cedar (Thuja occidentalis), balsam 
fir (Abies balsamea), white spruce (Picea glauca) and occasional eastern white 
pine (Pinus strobus).  

 
There was no evidence of wildlife noted throughout the study area at the time of 
field investigations. A small cold water lake was noted on the outer edge of the 
120m buffer west of the proposed tower location.      
 
None of the species identified within the background review of the site were 
identified within the study area however, oval-leaved bilberry (Vaccinium 

ovalifolium) was observed within the outer edge of the 120m buffer near the lake.  
 
Meteorological Tower in Phase 2b (P2b) 
Topography was greatly undulating throughout the study area as the proposed 
tower location exists at peak in elevation and most of the surrounding habitat 
exists in more lowland areas. Drainage appeared to be fairly good due to this 
change in elevation.  
 
The majority of the study area consisted of a mainly deciduous vegetation 
community containing maple, white birch and yellow birch. Coniferous species 
including eastern white pine, white spruce, eastern white cedar and balsam fir 
were noted in lowland areas. The understory consisted of small red maple, 
mountain maple (Acer spicatum), ferns and common forest ground cover such as 
starflower (Trientalis borealis) and bunchberry (Cornus canadensis). Patches of 
wild red raspberry (Rubus idaeus ssp. melanolasius) and common blackberry 
(Rubus allegheniensis) were also noted throughout this location.  
 
Evidence of moose (Alces alces) was noted within the study area in the way of 
browse and tracks. Two moose were observed within a similar community east of 
the study area. No areas of significant aquatic habitat were noted within the study 
area.   
 
None of the species identified within the background review of the site were 
identified within the study area however, oval-leaved bilberry was observed 
northwest of the proposed tower location (within the 100m x100m boundary).  
 

Species or Habitat Protected under the Endangered Species Act (ESA):  

  

No species or habitat that would be protected under the Endangered Species Act 
(ESA, 2007) were noted throughout the study area for either meteorological tower 
(Phase 2a and Phase 2b). 
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Oval-leaved bilberry was observed within the study area associated with the 
meteorological tower in Phase 2a and Phase 2b. Oval-leaved bilberry is assigned a 
ranking of S3 (Rare to uncommon in Ontario) according to the NHIC’s Ontario 
Ranking (SRank) system. Although it is not considered a Species at Risk (SAR) 
and protected under the ESA, general mitigation will be outlined below as a best 
management practice (BMP) to afford protection for the species. 
 

Environmental Impacts and Mitigation: 

 
It is expected that a permanent loss of vegetation (trees, shrubs, ground cover) 
will result from the clearing of land in the area directly associated with the 
meteorological towers (Circular area of 100m radius).  
Efforts should be taken to clear only the trees and shrubs necessary to fulfill 
project requirements, wherever possible and to use seed mix and species common 
to Ontario for restorative planting if choosing to rehabilitate disturbed areas. 
 
As oval-leaved bilberry was identified within the 100m radius area around the 
Phase 2b Meteorological Tower, it is expected that the species will be removed 
due to clearing. In order to minimize impacts to oval-leaved bilberry in this area, 
it is recommended that the methods outlined within the MNR’s Bilberry 
Relocation Procedure are followed in order to transplant the species to similar 
habitat in the surrounding area. Oval-leaved bilberry was also identified within 
the 120m buffer outside of the area to be cleared for the Phase 2a Meteorological 
Tower. As it has been observed within the general area, it is recommended that 
workers are trained to identify the species. Should it be identified within the area 
to be cleared, the Relocation Procedure will, again, be utilized. 
 
The clearing of trees and vegetation will also result in a loss of wildlife habitat, 
specifically for moose in the area of the Phase 2b meteorological tower and birds 
in the area of both meteorological towers. The clearing of trees and vegetation 
during the migratory nesting period could also result in the loss of active bird 
nests and young birds which is illegal under the Migratory Birds Convention Act 
(MBCA). In order to minimize impacts, clearing should only occur where 
necessary to minimize the loss of habitat as much as possible and restorative 
planting using native species should be done wherever possible. All clearing 
during the migratory bird nesting season (May 5 to August 10) should be avoided. 
If clearing will occur during these times, a pre-clearing check should be 
undertaken by a qualified individual with experience in avian nesting habits for 
the presence of migratory bird nests before tree removal. If a species protected 
under the MBCA is identified during the pre-clearing check, a permit will need to 
be obtained from the Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) to allow for the nest to be 
destroyed. This is conditional upon the stage of the nesting birds. The MNR 
should also be consulted regarding the Fish and Wildlife Conservation Act 
(FWCA), if any species are found to be nesting within the project limits during 
the pre-clearing check. 
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As no aquatic habitat was identified within the study area of either meteorological 
tower, there are no expected impacts to fish habitat. 
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Decommissioning Plan 

 
REA Testing Equipment on Crown Land: Decommissioning Plan 

 
Decommissioning of Anemometer Towers: 

 
Each of the two anemometer towers is centered on the future base of a wind 
turbine. It is proposed to install the equipment in the spring/summer of 2011 
subject to award of permits and weather conditions. It is proposed that the 
installations would remain in place and in operation until the erection of the Bow 
Lake Phase 2 wind turbines, i.e. for a period of up to 24 months from date of 
commissioning of tower. The decommissioning is therefore planned for 2013. 
 
The towers will be disassembled as the development of the Phase 2 wind farm 
progresses. It is anticipated at the time of decommissioning the road access 
network associated with the wind turbines of Phase 2 will be established and the 
use of a small crane or boom truck will be utilized to aid in the disassembly of the 
two towers. The recording equipment will be removed and the masts of the towers 
broken down into the individual segments. These along with the guy wires and 
anchors will be removed from the site.  

 
Site rehabilitation will not be necessary, as the wind turbines will require the “foot 
print” of the meteorological towers in their installation. 
 

Avoidance of Environmental Impact: 

 
Care will be taken at all times during the disassembling and removal phases to 
keep the sites free of garbage and litter. Fueling of the equipment will be done 
with care and in a controlled area to ensure no impact on the environment. All 
construction debris, garbage, lunch bags etc. will be removed from the site and 
disposed of in an approved location. 
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Request for Information 

 
REA Testing Equipment on Crown Land: Request for Information 

 
 

The proponent formally requests from your community any information available 
to the community that, in its opinion, should be considered in preparing a 
document as part of the testing project submission to the MNR, and in particular, 
any information the community may have about any adverse impacts that the 
project may have on constitutionally protected aboriginal or treaty rights and any 
measures for mitigating those adverse impacts. 

 



 
    
 
January 27, 2011 
 
Chief Anita Stephens  
Chapleau Ojibway First Nations 
Chapleau 74 
522 Highway 129, PO Box 279 
Chapleau, ON P0M 1K0  
 
 
Attention:  Chief Anita Stephens 

Reference:  Bow Lake Wind Farm REA Documents for Your Review 

 
 
Dear Chief, 
 
As you may be are aware, M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. has been contracted to 
undertake assessments and prepare reports required under the Renewable Energy 
Approval (REA) regulations (O.Reg. 359/09) for the Bow Lake Wind Farm Phase 1.  
We are pleased to enclose draft copies of the reports for your review. 
  
We will be holding public meetings in April this year at which representatives of our 
company and the project developers will be present to further discuss the results of the 
studies and the reports, and the project in general.  Between now and then there is a 
formal public review period, during which you are invited to review the reports and 
submit any questions or comments you have to us.  Please find the formal notice of the 
meetings enclosed. 
 
Following the public review period and the public meetings we will be revising the draft 
reports to incorporate the results of the public consultation, and preparing a formal 
Public Consultation report.  As required by the regulation, the enclosed reports contain 
drafts of all the reports that will eventually be submitted to the Ministry of the 
Environment in the application for a Renewable Energy Approval for the wind farm, 
with the exception of the forthcoming Public Consultation Report.  If it is agreeable to 
your community, we invite you to make the documents available in your community for 
review during the public review period. 
  
We look forward to seeing you at the forthcoming public meetings.  If you have any 
questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact us. 
 
 
Best Regards, 
 
 
 
Thomas Bernacki, P.Eng. 



 
                                                                          TULLOCH ENGINEERING INC 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

Chapleau Ojibwe First Nation 

Chapleau 74 

522 Hwy 129 

PO Box 279 

Chapleau, ON P0M 1K0 

 

 

Attention: Chief Anita Stephens 

 

June 10, 2011 

 

Please find enclosed information for an aggregate licence application for the Radon Aggregate 

Pit made to the Sault Ste. Marie Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR) under the Ontario 

Aggregate Resources Act. 

 

Included in this package are: 

• Form 1- Notice of Application for a Licence 

• Form 2 Notice of Public Information Session 

• “Complete Application” Letter from Sault Ste. Marie Ministry of Natural Resources 

• Site Drawings 

o 1 of 4: Existing Conditions Plan 

o 2 of 4: Operation and Progressive Rehabilitation Plan 

o 3 of 4: Final Rehabilitation Plan 

o 4 of 4: Site Standards Notes 

• Natural Environment Level 1 Report 

• Groundwater Summary Statement 

• Stage One Cultural Heritage Report 

 

The MNR has directed this information be distributed to you for your perusal and comments. 

 

Written comments will be accepted until July 29, 2011. 

 

Regards, 

 
 

Gary MacKay, P.Eng. 

Project Manager 

Tulloch Engineering 

1942 Regent St. 
Unit L 
Sudbury, ON 
P3E 5V5 

 T. 705 522 6303 
 F. 705 671 9477 
     877 535.0558 

 www.tulloch.on.ca 
 sudbury@tulloch.on.ca 
   















Date: __04 December 2012___________ 

 

Type of contact with landowner/stakeholder:    meeting __  phone _X_ 

 

Name of landowner/stakeholder: _Cheif Anita Stephens, Chapleau Ojibway First Nation 

Who initiated contact:    BluEarth _X_  Landowner/stakeholder __ 

 

Name of BluEarth representative: __Bryan Tripp_______________________ 

 

Summary of Conversation; specifically identify any issues/concerns raised; mitigation 

offered by BluEarth 

 

___Call placed to Chief Stephens to follow up on the Project letter sent on November 28.  

Left voicemail for Chief Stephens indicating that Bow Lake Wind Farm was looking to 

discuss the Project with the Chapleau Ojibway in order to gather feedback on the 

proposed wind farm as part of the FN engagement activities for the REA approval.  I 

offered to arrange a meeting in Wawa on December 18 with Chief and Council to further 

discuss the project, if such a meeting was desired and requested that Chief Stephens 

call back to further discuss the project and a potential meeting. 

 

___Bryan Tripp________    ________________________ 

BluEarth Representative    Land-/Stakeholder (if meeting) 
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Bow Lake Phase 1 Wind Farm Limited  
Mill House, Buttevant, 

Co Cork, Ireland 
Tel: +353  (0) 22 23955 
Fax: +353  (0) 22 23027 

 E-mail: bowlake@dpenergy.com 
 

29th June 2010 
 
 
Attention:  Chief Lyle Sayers, Garden River First Nation 
Reference:  Bow Lake Wind Farm Documents Forthcoming for Your Review 
 
 
Dear Chief, 
 
This letter is to inform you of our proposal to develop a wind farm in the Bow Lake area 
near Montreal River, 80 km north of Sault Ste Marie. This project is undergoing a 
Renewable Energy Approval (REA) process, and it is a requirement of this process that 
detailed reports evaluating the potential impacts of this project will be made available to 
all interested parties in the coming months for review.   
 
The total capacity for the Bow Lake Wind Farm Phase 1 is 20 MW, and the current 
REA application is for this first phase.  (Phases 2a and 2b are also being proposed at 20 
MW each. We will be lodging a further application for Phase 2 as soon as we can but 
this letter relates specifically to Phase 1.)  
   
To comply with the formal requirements of the REA process we will be holding a 
public meeting in September this year at which representatives of our company and our 
environmental consultants M.K. Ince and Associates will be present to share the results 
of assessments performed in support of the project’s Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) application, and to address any questions or comments you may have about the 
project.   
 
We invite and encourage you and any interested members of your community to attend 
this event. A notice of the date and time of this public meeting will be sent to you 
shortly. 
 
We will be sending you the following draft assessment reports for your review within 
the coming weeks: 

 
Construction Plan Report describing the nature, location, and timing of all 
activities associated with construction of the wind farm and associated 
infrastructure.  The report also addresses potential negative effects within 
300 m of such activities and mitigation measures relating to these potential 
effects. 
 

Your Ref:  
Our Ref:  
 
Chief Lyle Sayers 
Garden River First Nation 
Ketegaunseebee 
Garden River 14 
7, Shingwauk Street, 
Garden River, ON P6A 6Z8 
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Decommissioning Plan Report describing plans for the eventual 
decommissioning of the wind farm, including procedures for dismantling the 
facilities, managing excess materials and waste, and restoring any land or 
water negatively affected by the facility. 
 
Design and Operations Report, including: 

− a Site Plan with supporting maps, diagrams, and descriptions 
identifying project components and nearby residences or significant 
habitats, features, or properties; 

− conceptual plans, specifications, and descriptions relating to the 
design and to the operation of the facility, including any applicable 
water takings and any waste or contaminants; 

− an environmental effects monitoring plan setting out performance 
objectives with respect to potential negative environmental effects, as 
well as mitigation measures, a proposed monitoring program, and 
contingency measures in case of failure of mitigation measures; and 

− a response plan indicating how the project owner/operator can be 
contacted, how correspondence will be recorded and addressed, and 
measures for providing information to the public, aboriginal 
communities, and planning boards about the project. 

 
Natural Heritage Assessment and Water Assessment Reports detailing 
the presence of natural features including wetlands, significant wildlife 
habitat, lakes, streams and other water bodies within vicinity of the proposed 
wind farm infrastructure, and assessing any impacts of the projects on these 
features. The Natural Heritage Reports will also contain information on 
species at risk in the vicinity of the project. 
 
Wind Turbine Specifications Report indicating make, model, name plate 
capacity, hub height above grade, rotation speeds and acoustic emissions 
data as provided by the turbine manufacturer. 
 
Archaeological Assessment, Bird Monitoring, Bat Monitoring, Visual 
Impact and Radio Communication Impact Assessment Reports will also 
be provided. 

 
As outlined in the Ontario Ministry of Environment’s Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) Rules (O.Reg. 359/09), the above-listed reports will be included in the Bow Lake 
Wind Farm REA Application.  For your reference, we have also enclosed with this letter 
the Draft Bow Lake Wind Farm Project Description Report, which will also be 
submitted as part of the REA Application.  Further details on the required contents of 
these reports can be found in Table 1 of the REA Rules (O.Reg. 359/09). 
 
Once you have received the above-listed documents, we invite you to make them 
available to your members.  There will be a 60 day public review period in which to 
review these documents prior to the public meeting.  Based on the assessments 
performed to date, no adverse impacts to aboriginal or treaty rights are anticipated from 
the proposed Bow Lake Wind Farm.   
 
If, having reviewed these documents, any member of your community has any 
additional information that you feel should be considered in the Renewable Energy 
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Approval application, particularly with respect to adverse impacts the Bow Lake Wind 
Farm may have on constitutionally protected aboriginal or treaty rights and any 
measures for mitigating those impacts, we respectfully request that you provide this to 
us in writing, as well as through our ongoing discussions.   
 
We look forward to discussing the Bow Lake Wind Farm with you further.  If you have 
any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact us. 
 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
 
Kevin O’Donovan 
Bow Lake Phase 1Wind Farm Ltd  
Tel +353 86 8211764 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



From: Kevin O'Donovan [kevin.odonovan@vortexwind.ca]

Sent: 04 November 2010 12:12

To: 'info@gardenriver.org'

Subject: For attn of Chief Sayers - Bow Lake Wind Farm

Dear Chief Sayers,

 

My name is Kevin O’Donovan and I am writing on behalf of a company called Bow Lake Wind Farm Ltd. who is

developing a wind farm near Montreal River called Bow Lake. We have written (please see copy of letter) to you

previously in relation to the development of a wind farm at the Bow Lake site. We also included with our letter the draft

Project Description Report which gives details on the project.

 

Since I have not received a response to our letter, I am writing again to see if you have had time to review the letter and

Project Description Report?

 

I would be grateful if you could respond to this email.

 

 

Regards,

 

Kevin O’Donovan

https://mail.google.com/mail/?ui=2&ik=5204de7229&view=att&th=134...
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Kevin O’Donovan
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Bow Lake Wind Farm Ltd. 
 

Phase 2 
 

Meteorological Towers Testing Project 
 

Consultation Package 
As Required Under Section 5.2.1.2  

MNR Approvals and Permitting Requirements Document for 
Renewable Energy Projects 

 
 

Aboriginal Communities Circulated to: 
 

 Michipicoten First Nation 
 

Batchewana First Nation 
 

Garden River First Nation 
 

Chapleau Ojibwe First Nations 
 

Historic Sault Ste Marie Métis Council 
 

Métis Nation of Ontario 
 
 
 

November 30, 2010 
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Project Description 
 

Bow Lake Wind Farm Ltd. Phase 2 

 
 
Contact:  

 

Kevin O’Donovan 
Leighmoney 
Dunderrow 
Kinsale 
Co. Cork 
Ireland 
Ph: 011 353 868 2117 64 
E: kevin.odonovan@vortexwind.ca 

 

 
Introduction:  

 
Bow Lake Wind Farm Ltd. proposes the development of the Bow Lake Wind 
Farm Phase 2 in the District of Algoma, Ontario, 80 kilometres north of Sault Ste 
Marie and 8 km east of Montreal River Harbour. The proposed 40 MW wind 
energy project will include 25 wind turbine generators and associated roads and 
electrical infrastructure. 
The proposed Bow Lake Wind Farm Phase 2 would be located in the townships of 
Smilsky and Peever, in the District of Algoma, Ontario. The wind farm will be a 
Class 4 wind facility as defined in O.Reg. 359/09. The Bow Lake Wind Farm will 
be built primarily on Crown Land.  
 
In support of the project two meteorological towers are proposed for erection 
within the Phase 2 site boundaries. The renewable energy testing project will 
consist of a multi section steel meteorological tower of up to 80 metres in overall 
height, supported by a number of guy wires. Attached to the tower will be multi 
level booms with anemometers and wind vanes for measuring wind speed and 
direction.  The data collected will be recorded at a solar PV and battery powered 
data logger at the base of the tower, and remotely downloaded at regular intervals 
via a dedicated mobile phone card. No other infrastructure or structures are 
required for the operation of the tower. The towers will be erected to confirm 
wind turbine output during project commissioning and operating stages with 
actual wind speeds. 
 
The Bow Lake Wind Farm project is a Green Energy project within the province 
of Ontario. The Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources Approval for Permitting 
Requirements Document for Renewable Energy Projects will be used for the 
approval of the installation of this testing equipment. Specifically Section 5.1: 
Testing projects on crown land where no construction of a transportation system 
is required. 
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Figure 1 shows the general location of the Bow Lake Wind Farm and the two 
meteorological towers. 

 
Tower Locations and Access: 

 
One tower will be located within Phase 2a (P2a) at UTM 687513E, 5233680N, 
Peever Township the other within Phase 2b (P2b) at UTM 689017E, 5228919N, 
Smilsky Township. See Figure 1: Bow Lake Anemometer Tower Locations; P2a, 
P2b. Each location will be cleared of standing tress and shrubs to ground level 
within a circular area of 100m radius. This will be accomplished with the use of 
chain saws and 4x4 “quad” bikes.  
 
The towers are located in proximity to a system of old logging trails and good all 
weather surfaced roads. Access to the sites off the old logging roads will be 
accomplished with 4x4 “quad” trail bikes or snow machine as the weather 
dictates. The bikes will be used firstly to transport men and clearing equipment 
and subsequently the various components of the tower. This method has been 
used successfully in the past and does not require construction of new 
transportation systems. The bikes are of size and strength capabilities to maneuver 
off road with little damage to existing forest growth. No water crossings will be 
required at either location. 

 
Method of Installation: 

 

The installation of the tower and mounting of instrumentation will be 
accomplished by a field crew of approximately 4 personnel using winches and gin 
poles to achieve mechanical advantage and without the use of cranes. Full 
installation including anchors and towers is likely to take 5 days subject to 
weather conditions. Erection must be halted during period of high winds or 
lightning.  

 
Tower Dimensions: 

 
Constructed of steel sections the towers will be up to 80 m in height and held in 
position by a series of steel guy wires attached at load points out to a radius of up 
to 50metres.  The guy wires will be attached to ground anchors designed for the 
specific soil or rock conditions at the point of location. The tower will be 
protected from lightning strikes by a lightning rod, grounding wire and earth 
stakes.  

 
Timing and Duration of Operation: 

 
The tower locations have been selected to be close to existing forest access trails 
so that access can be achieved for installation throughout the year either via snow 
sled or ATV. However, it is proposed to install the equipment in the 
spring/summer of 2011 subject to award of permits and weather conditions. It is 
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proposed that the installation would remain in place and in operation until the 
erection of the Bow Lake Phase 2 wind turbines, i.e. for a period of up to 24 
months from date of commissioning of tower. 
 

Since the tower sites are on the same centre coordinates as proposed wind 
turbines the towers will be decommissioned but the site reused for the wind 
turbines. The towers will be disassembled and removed from the site for use 
elsewhere. 

 
Operation of the Towers: 

 
Once installed and its instrumentation satisfactorily commissioned no on site 
personnel are required. The data collected will be recorded at a solar PV and 
battery powered data logger at the base of the tower, and remotely downloaded at 
regular intervals via a dedicated mobile phone card. Field inspections will be 
conducted at regular periods (usually monthly) to inspect for evidence of damage 
and to re-tension guy wires as necessary.  

 
Avoidance of Environmental Impact: 

 
Care will be taken at all times during the land clearing and installation phases to 
keep the sites free of garbage and litter. Fueling of the quads and chainsaws will 
be done with care and in a controlled area to ensure no impact on the 
environment. All construction debris, garbage, lunch bags etc. will be removed 
from the site and disposed of in an approved location. 
 
Once the towers are operational there will be regular visits made to ensure the site 
continues to perform as intended and is having no detrimental effect on the 
surrounding environment. 
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Site Plan 

 
The site plan on the following page depicts an elevation and plan view of a typical 80-
metre tower installation. The tower is centered on the cleared circular area of 100m 
radius and secured with a system of guy wires and anchors as shown.
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Endangered Species Act, 2007 

Species at Risk (SAR) Review 

 
Field Investigations: 

 

Field investigations were completed throughout the proposed site of the Bow 
Lake Wind Farm development between September 27 and October 29, 2010. The 
assessment for the meteorological towers included the 100m radius circular area 
of the proposed location, as well as an additional buffer of 120m. Field 
investigations were performed in order to gather information on existing 
conditions and to specifically identify any species or habitat protected under the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA, 2007) on or within 120m of the proposed site. 
 

Background Information: 

  
A review of the Natural Heritage Information Centre (NHIC) database was 
conducted to identify any potential rare or sensitive species in the area. Records 
within a 1km square of both the Phase 2a (P2a) and Phase 2b (P2b) 
meteorological towers revealed the potential presence of Boreal Bedstraw and 
Braun’s Holly Fern. Boreal Bedstraw is assigned a ranking of S2 (Very rare in 
Ontario) according to the NHIC’s Ontario Ranking (SRank) system. Braun’s 
Holly Fern is assigned a ranking of S3 (Rare to uncommon in Ontario).     

 
The MNR’s All Values Map and Critical Values Map were also reviewed for the 
Bow Lake area. The data contained within these maps is derived from the MNR’s 
Natural Resources and Values Information System (NRVIS). No significant 
values including Species at Risk (SAR) were identified on these maps for the area 
of investigation.    
 

Existing Environment:  
 

It should be noted that due to the timing of the project (outside of flowering 
season for plants, migratory nesting season for birds, etc.), a full inventory of 
plants, terrestrial habitat and aquatic features could not be completed and 
therefore the scope of the investigation focused on general features and 
composition only.  
 
Meteorological Tower in Phase 2a (P2a) 
Topography was greatly undulating throughout the study area as the proposed 
tower location exists at peak in elevation and most of the surrounding habitat 
exists in more lowland areas. Drainage appeared to be fairly good due to this 
change in elevation.  
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The majority of the study area consisted of a mainly deciduous vegetation 
community containing maple (Acer sp.), white birch (Betula papyrifera) and 
yellow birch (Betula alleghaniensis). The understory was limited and consisted of 
small red maple, ferns and common forest ground cover such as starflower 
(Trientalis borealis) and bunchberry (Cornus canadensis). Mixedwood and 
mainly coniferous communities appeared to be present within the lowland areas 
and consisted of species such as eastern white cedar (Thuja occidentalis), balsam 
fir (Abies balsamea), white spruce (Picea glauca) and occasional eastern white 
pine (Pinus strobus).  

 
There was no evidence of wildlife noted throughout the study area at the time of 
field investigations. A small cold water lake was noted on the outer edge of the 
120m buffer west of the proposed tower location.      
 
None of the species identified within the background review of the site were 
identified within the study area however, oval-leaved bilberry (Vaccinium 

ovalifolium) was observed within the outer edge of the 120m buffer near the lake.  
 
Meteorological Tower in Phase 2b (P2b) 
Topography was greatly undulating throughout the study area as the proposed 
tower location exists at peak in elevation and most of the surrounding habitat 
exists in more lowland areas. Drainage appeared to be fairly good due to this 
change in elevation.  
 
The majority of the study area consisted of a mainly deciduous vegetation 
community containing maple, white birch and yellow birch. Coniferous species 
including eastern white pine, white spruce, eastern white cedar and balsam fir 
were noted in lowland areas. The understory consisted of small red maple, 
mountain maple (Acer spicatum), ferns and common forest ground cover such as 
starflower (Trientalis borealis) and bunchberry (Cornus canadensis). Patches of 
wild red raspberry (Rubus idaeus ssp. melanolasius) and common blackberry 
(Rubus allegheniensis) were also noted throughout this location.  
 
Evidence of moose (Alces alces) was noted within the study area in the way of 
browse and tracks. Two moose were observed within a similar community east of 
the study area. No areas of significant aquatic habitat were noted within the study 
area.   
 
None of the species identified within the background review of the site were 
identified within the study area however, oval-leaved bilberry was observed 
northwest of the proposed tower location (within the 100m x100m boundary).  
 

Species or Habitat Protected under the Endangered Species Act (ESA):  

  

No species or habitat that would be protected under the Endangered Species Act 
(ESA, 2007) were noted throughout the study area for either meteorological tower 
(Phase 2a and Phase 2b). 
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Oval-leaved bilberry was observed within the study area associated with the 
meteorological tower in Phase 2a and Phase 2b. Oval-leaved bilberry is assigned a 
ranking of S3 (Rare to uncommon in Ontario) according to the NHIC’s Ontario 
Ranking (SRank) system. Although it is not considered a Species at Risk (SAR) 
and protected under the ESA, general mitigation will be outlined below as a best 
management practice (BMP) to afford protection for the species. 
 

Environmental Impacts and Mitigation: 

 
It is expected that a permanent loss of vegetation (trees, shrubs, ground cover) 
will result from the clearing of land in the area directly associated with the 
meteorological towers (Circular area of 100m radius).  
Efforts should be taken to clear only the trees and shrubs necessary to fulfill 
project requirements, wherever possible and to use seed mix and species common 
to Ontario for restorative planting if choosing to rehabilitate disturbed areas. 
 
As oval-leaved bilberry was identified within the 100m radius area around the 
Phase 2b Meteorological Tower, it is expected that the species will be removed 
due to clearing. In order to minimize impacts to oval-leaved bilberry in this area, 
it is recommended that the methods outlined within the MNR’s Bilberry 
Relocation Procedure are followed in order to transplant the species to similar 
habitat in the surrounding area. Oval-leaved bilberry was also identified within 
the 120m buffer outside of the area to be cleared for the Phase 2a Meteorological 
Tower. As it has been observed within the general area, it is recommended that 
workers are trained to identify the species. Should it be identified within the area 
to be cleared, the Relocation Procedure will, again, be utilized. 
 
The clearing of trees and vegetation will also result in a loss of wildlife habitat, 
specifically for moose in the area of the Phase 2b meteorological tower and birds 
in the area of both meteorological towers. The clearing of trees and vegetation 
during the migratory nesting period could also result in the loss of active bird 
nests and young birds which is illegal under the Migratory Birds Convention Act 
(MBCA). In order to minimize impacts, clearing should only occur where 
necessary to minimize the loss of habitat as much as possible and restorative 
planting using native species should be done wherever possible. All clearing 
during the migratory bird nesting season (May 5 to August 10) should be avoided. 
If clearing will occur during these times, a pre-clearing check should be 
undertaken by a qualified individual with experience in avian nesting habits for 
the presence of migratory bird nests before tree removal. If a species protected 
under the MBCA is identified during the pre-clearing check, a permit will need to 
be obtained from the Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) to allow for the nest to be 
destroyed. This is conditional upon the stage of the nesting birds. The MNR 
should also be consulted regarding the Fish and Wildlife Conservation Act 
(FWCA), if any species are found to be nesting within the project limits during 
the pre-clearing check. 
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As no aquatic habitat was identified within the study area of either meteorological 
tower, there are no expected impacts to fish habitat. 
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Decommissioning Plan 

 
REA Testing Equipment on Crown Land: Decommissioning Plan 

 
Decommissioning of Anemometer Towers: 

 
Each of the two anemometer towers is centered on the future base of a wind 
turbine. It is proposed to install the equipment in the spring/summer of 2011 
subject to award of permits and weather conditions. It is proposed that the 
installations would remain in place and in operation until the erection of the Bow 
Lake Phase 2 wind turbines, i.e. for a period of up to 24 months from date of 
commissioning of tower. The decommissioning is therefore planned for 2013. 
 
The towers will be disassembled as the development of the Phase 2 wind farm 
progresses. It is anticipated at the time of decommissioning the road access 
network associated with the wind turbines of Phase 2 will be established and the 
use of a small crane or boom truck will be utilized to aid in the disassembly of the 
two towers. The recording equipment will be removed and the masts of the towers 
broken down into the individual segments. These along with the guy wires and 
anchors will be removed from the site.  

 
Site rehabilitation will not be necessary, as the wind turbines will require the “foot 
print” of the meteorological towers in their installation. 
 

Avoidance of Environmental Impact: 

 
Care will be taken at all times during the disassembling and removal phases to 
keep the sites free of garbage and litter. Fueling of the equipment will be done 
with care and in a controlled area to ensure no impact on the environment. All 
construction debris, garbage, lunch bags etc. will be removed from the site and 
disposed of in an approved location. 
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Request for Information 

 
REA Testing Equipment on Crown Land: Request for Information 

 
 

The proponent formally requests from your community any information available 
to the community that, in its opinion, should be considered in preparing a 
document as part of the testing project submission to the MNR, and in particular, 
any information the community may have about any adverse impacts that the 
project may have on constitutionally protected aboriginal or treaty rights and any 
measures for mitigating those adverse impacts. 

 



 
    
January 27, 2011 
 
Chief Lyle Sayers  
Garden River First Nation 
Ketegaunseebee 
Garden River 14 
7 Shingwauk Street, RR 4 
Garden River, ON P6A 6Z8  
 
 
Attention:  Chief Lyle Sayers 

Reference:  Bow Lake Wind Farm REA Documents for Your Review 

 
 
Dear Chief, 
 
As you may be are aware, M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. has been contracted to 
undertake assessments and prepare reports required under the Renewable Energy 
Approval (REA) regulations (O.Reg. 359/09) for the Bow Lake Wind Farm Phase 1.  
We are pleased to enclose draft copies of the reports for your review. 
  
We will be holding public meetings in April this year at which representatives of our 
company and the project developers will be present to further discuss the results of the 
studies and the reports, and the project in general.  Between now and then there is a 
formal public review period, during which you are invited to review the reports and 
submit any questions or comments you have to us.  Please find the formal notice of the 
meetings enclosed. 
 
Following the public review period and the public meetings we will be revising the draft 
reports to incorporate the results of the public consultation, and preparing a formal 
Public Consultation report.  As required by the regulation, the enclosed reports contain 
drafts of all the reports that will eventually be submitted to the Ministry of the 
Environment in the application for a Renewable Energy Approval for the wind farm, 
with the exception of the forthcoming Public Consultation Report.  If it is agreeable to 
your community, we invite you to make the documents available in your community for 
review during the public review period. 
  
We look forward to seeing you at the forthcoming public meetings.  If you have any 
questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact us. 
 
 
Best Regards, 
 
 
 
Thomas Bernacki, P.Eng. 



 
                                                                          TULLOCH ENGINEERING INC 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

Garden River First Nation 

Ketegaunseebee 

Garden River 14 

7 Shingwauk St., RR4 

Garden River, ON P6A 6Z8 

 

Attention: Chief Lyle Sayers 
 

June 10, 2011 

 

Please find enclosed information for an aggregate licence application for the Radon Aggregate 

Pit made to the Sault Ste. Marie Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR) under the Ontario 

Aggregate Resources Act. 

 

Included in this package are: 

• Form 1- Notice of Application for a Licence 

• Form 2 Notice of Public Information Session 

• “Complete Application” Letter from Sault Ste. Marie Ministry of Natural Resources 

• Site Drawings 

o 1 of 4: Existing Conditions Plan 

o 2 of 4: Operation and Progressive Rehabilitation Plan 

o 3 of 4: Final Rehabilitation Plan 

o 4 of 4: Site Standards Notes 

• Natural Environment Level 1 Report 

• Groundwater Summary Statement 

• Stage One Cultural Heritage Report 

 

The MNR has directed this information be distributed to you for your perusal and comments. 

 

Written comments will be accepted until July 29, 2011. 

 

Regards, 

 
 

Gary MacKay, P.Eng. 

Project Manager 

Tulloch Engineering 

1942 Regent St. 
Unit L 
Sudbury, ON 
P3E 5V5 

 T. 705 522 6303 
 F. 705 671 9477 
     877 535.0558 

 www.tulloch.on.ca 
 sudbury@tulloch.on.ca 
   

















Agenda 
Bow Lake Wind Farm Project 

Sault Ste. Marie, Ontario 
Monday May 31st, 2010 

 
1. Opening Prayer 
2. Introductions 
3. LRC Branch presentation of Metis 101 
4. Committee Chairperson Presentation of Metis history in the Sault area. 
5. Presentation from Vortex Wind Power Ltd.  
6. Future expansion plans for the Wind Farm Site 
7. Future economic opportunities in light of the recent Government of Ontario 

announcements.  
8. Question and answer period 
9. Closing Prayer 
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Terella, Andrea

From: Alden Barty <AldenB@metisnation.org>

Sent: Friday, June 25, 2010 3:31 PM

To: simondepietro

Subject: Response letter

Attachments: Letter to DP Energy May 31, 2010 meeting.doc

Simon: 

Attached is the response letter for the Meeting of May 31, 2010. I apologize for the delay. Hopefully everything is to 

your satisfaction 

If you have any questions please contact me at your convenience. 

 

Alden Barty 
Consultation Assessment Coordinator 
Lands, Resources and Consultation 
Metis Nation of Ontario 
355 Cranston Crescent 
Midland, Ontario 
L4R-4K6 
PH: 705-526-6335 
FAX: 705-526-7537 







Registered Office: 200 Bay Street, Royal Bank Plaza, South Tower, Suite 3800, Toronto, Ontario, M5J 2Z4 
Registered in Toronto No. 699322-2 

Directors: Maureen De Pietro ~ Peter Harte ~ Paul Loughnane 

    
 

Bow Lake Phase 1 Wind Farm Limited  
Mill House, Buttevant, 

Co Cork, Ireland 
Tel: +353  (0) 22 23955 
Fax: +353  (0) 22 23027 

 E-mail: bowlake@dpenergy.com 
 

29th June 2010 
 
 
Attention:  Alden Barty, Historic Sault Ste Marie Metis Council 
Reference:  Bow Lake Wind Farm Documents Forthcoming for Your Review 
 
 
Dear Alden, 
 
As you are aware from our discussions we propose to develop a wind farm in the Bow 
Lake area near Montreal River, 80 km north of Sault Ste Marie. This project is 
undergoing a Renewable Energy Approval (REA) process, and it is a requirement of 
this process that detailed reports evaluating the potential impacts of this project will be 
made available to all interested parties in the coming months for review.   
 
The total capacity for the Bow Lake Wind Farm Phase 1 is 20 MW, and the current 
REA application is for this first phase.  (Phases 2a and 2b are also being proposed at 20 
MW each. We will be lodging a further application for Phase 2 as soon as we can but 
this letter relates specifically to Phase 1.)  
   
To comply with the formal requirements of the REA process we will be holding a 
public meeting in September this year at which representatives of our company and our 
environmental consultants M.K. Ince and Associates will be present to share the results 
of assessments performed in support of the project’s Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) application, and to address any questions or comments you may have about the 
project.   
 
We invite and encourage you and any interested members of your community to attend 
this event. A notice of the date and time of this public meeting will be sent to you 
shortly. 
 
We will be sending you the following draft assessment reports for your review within 
the coming weeks: 

 
Construction Plan Report describing the nature, location, and timing of all 
activities associated with construction of the wind farm and associated 
infrastructure.  The report also addresses potential negative effects within 
300 m of such activities and mitigation measures relating to these potential 
effects. 
 

Your Ref:  
Our Ref:  
 
 
Historic Sault Ste Marie Metis Council  
26 Queen Street East 
Sault Ste Marie , ON P6A 1Y3 
 
 



Registered Office: 200 Bay Street, Royal Bank Plaza, South Tower, Suite 3800, Toronto, Ontario, M5J 2Z4 
Registered in Toronto No. 699322-2 

Directors: Maureen De Pietro ~ Peter Harte ~ Paul Loughnane 

Decommissioning Plan Report describing plans for the eventual 
decommissioning of the wind farm, including procedures for dismantling the 
facilities, managing excess materials and waste, and restoring any land or 
water negatively affected by the facility. 
 
Design and Operations Report, including: 

− a Site Plan with supporting maps, diagrams, and descriptions 
identifying project components and nearby residences or significant 
habitats, features, or properties; 

− conceptual plans, specifications, and descriptions relating to the 
design and to the operation of the facility, including any applicable 
water takings and any waste or contaminants; 

− an environmental effects monitoring plan setting out performance 
objectives with respect to potential negative environmental effects, as 
well as mitigation measures, a proposed monitoring program, and 
contingency measures in case of failure of mitigation measures; and 

− a response plan indicating how the project owner/operator can be 
contacted, how correspondence will be recorded and addressed, and 
measures for providing information to the public, aboriginal 
communities, and planning boards about the project. 

 
Natural Heritage Assessment and Water Assessment Reports detailing 
the presence of natural features including wetlands, significant wildlife 
habitat, lakes, streams and other water bodies within vicinity of the proposed 
wind farm infrastructure, and assessing any impacts of the projects on these 
features. The Natural Heritage Reports will also contain information on 
species at risk in the vicinity of the project. 
 
Wind Turbine Specifications Report indicating make, model, name plate 
capacity, hub height above grade, rotation speeds and acoustic emissions 
data as provided by the turbine manufacturer. 
 
Archaeological Assessment, Bird Monitoring, Bat Monitoring, Visual 
Impact and Radio Communication Impact Assessment Reports will also 
be provided. 

 
As outlined in the Ontario Ministry of Environment’s Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) Rules (O.Reg. 359/09), the above-listed reports will be included in the Bow Lake 
Wind Farm REA Application.  For your reference, we have also enclosed with this letter 
the Draft Bow Lake Wind Farm Project Description Report, which will also be 
submitted as part of the REA Application.  Further details on the required contents of 
these reports can be found in Table 1 of the REA Rules (O.Reg. 359/09). 
 
Once you have received the above-listed documents, we invite you to make them 
available to your members.  There will be a 60 day public review period in which to 
review these documents prior to the public meeting.  Based on the assessments 
performed to date, no adverse impacts to aboriginal or treaty rights are anticipated from 
the proposed Bow Lake Wind Farm.   
 
If, having reviewed these documents, any member of your community has any 
additional information that you feel should be considered in the Renewable Energy 



Registered Office: 200 Bay Street, Royal Bank Plaza, South Tower, Suite 3800, Toronto, Ontario, M5J 2Z4 
Registered in Toronto No. 699322-2 

Directors: Maureen De Pietro ~ Peter Harte ~ Paul Loughnane 

Approval application, particularly with respect to adverse impacts the Bow Lake Wind 
Farm may have on constitutionally protected aboriginal or treaty rights and any 
measures for mitigating those impacts, we respectfully request that you provide this to 
us in writing, as well as through our ongoing discussions.   
 
We look forward to discussing the Bow Lake Wind Farm with you further.  If you have 
any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact us. 
 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Simon De Pietro 
Bow Lake Phase 1Wind Farm Ltd  
Tel  +353879722399 
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Terella, Andrea

From: simondepietro <simon.depietro@dpenergy.com>

Sent: Thursday, July 01, 2010 7:26 AM

To: 'Alden Barty'

Cc: Art Bennett; Chris Belisle; Kim Powley; Daniel Belisle; kevin.odonovan@vortexwind.ca; 

Mrs M. De Pietro

Subject: RE: Response letter

Attachments: toArtYanceyBennett_MetisNationlet__SDP_27June2010.docx

Alden/All 

 

I know our consultant is sending out a formal consultation letter as part of our specific obligations under the REA 

application but thought I’d draft one more directly related to your letter. 

 

We are still pushing on with assessments etc and I’ll let you know as soon as we are going to be back in the area and 

perhaps we can then talk further. 

 

Regards 

 

Simon 

 

From: Alden Barty [mailto:AldenB@metisnation.org]  

Sent: Friday, June 25, 2010 8:31 PM 
To: simondepietro 

Subject: Response letter 

 

Simon: 

Attached is the response letter for the Meeting of May 31, 2010. I apologize for the delay. Hopefully everything is to 

your satisfaction 

If you have any questions please contact me at your convenience. 

 

Alden Barty 
Consultation Assessment Coordinator 
Lands, Resources and Consultation 
Metis Nation of Ontario 
355 Cranston Crescent 
Midland, Ontario 
L4R-4K6 
PH: 705-526-6335 
FAX: 705-526-7537 
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Terella, Andrea

From: Alden Barty <AldenB@metisnation.org>

Sent: Tuesday, September 07, 2010 11:30 AM

To: joanne.manthamcconnell@hscdsb.on.ca; Art Bennett; Chris Belisle; Daniel Belisle; Kim 

Powley

Cc: turcom@adsb.on.ca; simondepietro

Subject: Bat box Project

Dear Joanne: 

On behalf of the Historic Sault Ste. Marie Region Consultation Committee (“The Committee”) I would like to thank you 

for responding to their inquiry. President Kim Powley has provided me with questions you would like answered and I will 

do my best to answer them. 

Currently, the Committee is in conversation with DP Energy Inc. from Ireland on the Bow Lake Wind Farm Project, which 

is north of Sault Ste. Marie, Ont. Studies have shown that Wind Farm Project influences bat habitat and morality. To 

accommodate the potential loss of animals we have suggested to DP Energy Inc. to partner in a project which would 

establish additional habitat  and research where the best location for an additional Bat Hibernacula would be in the 

surrounding area. This is where the students would come in. 

First, research what environment the animals prefer to live in. For example marshlands versus forested areas, highlands 

versus lowlands etc. 

Second, some biology of the mammal to support the environment preferred. 

Third, research on construct the bat boxes and determine the best size, best construction design for climate control, 

weatherproofing, best construction materials for longevity of the boxes.  

Fourth, build the boxes. 

Fifth, field trip for the installation of the boxes. 

The Committee considers the development of a Bat Hibernacula as a “Green Project” and may assist the Board in this 

area. We feel this is a great opportunity for student involvement. 

Of course, the Committee and DP Energy Inc. would ask the media to attend the installation of the boxes so the all 

involved would get recognition on the project. Does the School Board have conditions on how media event are handled 

(i.e. student release forms etc.)? 

The Committee understands there will be a cost to the project and is asking if a draft cost budget (i.e. box materials, 

field trip transportation, refreshments, etc.) could be submit for review. 

I hope, your questions have been answered. If you require additional information, please contact me at your 

convenience. 

Best regards, 

 

 

Alden Barty 
Consultation Assessment Coordinator 
Lands, Resources and Consultation 
Metis Nation of Ontario 
355 Cranston Crescent 
Midland, Ontario 
L4R-4K6 
PH: 705-526-6335 
FAX: 705-526-7537 
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Project Description 
 

Bow Lake Wind Farm Ltd. Phase 2 

 
 
Contact:  

 

Kevin O’Donovan 
Leighmoney 
Dunderrow 
Kinsale 
Co. Cork 
Ireland 
Ph: 011 353 868 2117 64 
E: kevin.odonovan@vortexwind.ca 

 

 
Introduction:  

 
Bow Lake Wind Farm Ltd. proposes the development of the Bow Lake Wind 
Farm Phase 2 in the District of Algoma, Ontario, 80 kilometres north of Sault Ste 
Marie and 8 km east of Montreal River Harbour. The proposed 40 MW wind 
energy project will include 25 wind turbine generators and associated roads and 
electrical infrastructure. 
The proposed Bow Lake Wind Farm Phase 2 would be located in the townships of 
Smilsky and Peever, in the District of Algoma, Ontario. The wind farm will be a 
Class 4 wind facility as defined in O.Reg. 359/09. The Bow Lake Wind Farm will 
be built primarily on Crown Land.  
 
In support of the project two meteorological towers are proposed for erection 
within the Phase 2 site boundaries. The renewable energy testing project will 
consist of a multi section steel meteorological tower of up to 80 metres in overall 
height, supported by a number of guy wires. Attached to the tower will be multi 
level booms with anemometers and wind vanes for measuring wind speed and 
direction.  The data collected will be recorded at a solar PV and battery powered 
data logger at the base of the tower, and remotely downloaded at regular intervals 
via a dedicated mobile phone card. No other infrastructure or structures are 
required for the operation of the tower. The towers will be erected to confirm 
wind turbine output during project commissioning and operating stages with 
actual wind speeds. 
 
The Bow Lake Wind Farm project is a Green Energy project within the province 
of Ontario. The Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources Approval for Permitting 
Requirements Document for Renewable Energy Projects will be used for the 
approval of the installation of this testing equipment. Specifically Section 5.1: 
Testing projects on crown land where no construction of a transportation system 
is required. 
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Figure 1 shows the general location of the Bow Lake Wind Farm and the two 
meteorological towers. 

 
Tower Locations and Access: 

 
One tower will be located within Phase 2a (P2a) at UTM 687513E, 5233680N, 
Peever Township the other within Phase 2b (P2b) at UTM 689017E, 5228919N, 
Smilsky Township. See Figure 1: Bow Lake Anemometer Tower Locations; P2a, 
P2b. Each location will be cleared of standing tress and shrubs to ground level 
within a circular area of 100m radius. This will be accomplished with the use of 
chain saws and 4x4 “quad” bikes.  
 
The towers are located in proximity to a system of old logging trails and good all 
weather surfaced roads. Access to the sites off the old logging roads will be 
accomplished with 4x4 “quad” trail bikes or snow machine as the weather 
dictates. The bikes will be used firstly to transport men and clearing equipment 
and subsequently the various components of the tower. This method has been 
used successfully in the past and does not require construction of new 
transportation systems. The bikes are of size and strength capabilities to maneuver 
off road with little damage to existing forest growth. No water crossings will be 
required at either location. 

 
Method of Installation: 

 

The installation of the tower and mounting of instrumentation will be 
accomplished by a field crew of approximately 4 personnel using winches and gin 
poles to achieve mechanical advantage and without the use of cranes. Full 
installation including anchors and towers is likely to take 5 days subject to 
weather conditions. Erection must be halted during period of high winds or 
lightning.  

 
Tower Dimensions: 

 
Constructed of steel sections the towers will be up to 80 m in height and held in 
position by a series of steel guy wires attached at load points out to a radius of up 
to 50metres.  The guy wires will be attached to ground anchors designed for the 
specific soil or rock conditions at the point of location. The tower will be 
protected from lightning strikes by a lightning rod, grounding wire and earth 
stakes.  

 
Timing and Duration of Operation: 

 
The tower locations have been selected to be close to existing forest access trails 
so that access can be achieved for installation throughout the year either via snow 
sled or ATV. However, it is proposed to install the equipment in the 
spring/summer of 2011 subject to award of permits and weather conditions. It is 
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proposed that the installation would remain in place and in operation until the 
erection of the Bow Lake Phase 2 wind turbines, i.e. for a period of up to 24 
months from date of commissioning of tower. 
 

Since the tower sites are on the same centre coordinates as proposed wind 
turbines the towers will be decommissioned but the site reused for the wind 
turbines. The towers will be disassembled and removed from the site for use 
elsewhere. 

 
Operation of the Towers: 

 
Once installed and its instrumentation satisfactorily commissioned no on site 
personnel are required. The data collected will be recorded at a solar PV and 
battery powered data logger at the base of the tower, and remotely downloaded at 
regular intervals via a dedicated mobile phone card. Field inspections will be 
conducted at regular periods (usually monthly) to inspect for evidence of damage 
and to re-tension guy wires as necessary.  

 
Avoidance of Environmental Impact: 

 
Care will be taken at all times during the land clearing and installation phases to 
keep the sites free of garbage and litter. Fueling of the quads and chainsaws will 
be done with care and in a controlled area to ensure no impact on the 
environment. All construction debris, garbage, lunch bags etc. will be removed 
from the site and disposed of in an approved location. 
 
Once the towers are operational there will be regular visits made to ensure the site 
continues to perform as intended and is having no detrimental effect on the 
surrounding environment. 
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Site Plan 

 
The site plan on the following page depicts an elevation and plan view of a typical 80-
metre tower installation. The tower is centered on the cleared circular area of 100m 
radius and secured with a system of guy wires and anchors as shown.
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Endangered Species Act, 2007 

Species at Risk (SAR) Review 

 
Field Investigations: 

 

Field investigations were completed throughout the proposed site of the Bow 
Lake Wind Farm development between September 27 and October 29, 2010. The 
assessment for the meteorological towers included the 100m radius circular area 
of the proposed location, as well as an additional buffer of 120m. Field 
investigations were performed in order to gather information on existing 
conditions and to specifically identify any species or habitat protected under the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA, 2007) on or within 120m of the proposed site. 
 

Background Information: 

  
A review of the Natural Heritage Information Centre (NHIC) database was 
conducted to identify any potential rare or sensitive species in the area. Records 
within a 1km square of both the Phase 2a (P2a) and Phase 2b (P2b) 
meteorological towers revealed the potential presence of Boreal Bedstraw and 
Braun’s Holly Fern. Boreal Bedstraw is assigned a ranking of S2 (Very rare in 
Ontario) according to the NHIC’s Ontario Ranking (SRank) system. Braun’s 
Holly Fern is assigned a ranking of S3 (Rare to uncommon in Ontario).     

 
The MNR’s All Values Map and Critical Values Map were also reviewed for the 
Bow Lake area. The data contained within these maps is derived from the MNR’s 
Natural Resources and Values Information System (NRVIS). No significant 
values including Species at Risk (SAR) were identified on these maps for the area 
of investigation.    
 

Existing Environment:  
 

It should be noted that due to the timing of the project (outside of flowering 
season for plants, migratory nesting season for birds, etc.), a full inventory of 
plants, terrestrial habitat and aquatic features could not be completed and 
therefore the scope of the investigation focused on general features and 
composition only.  
 
Meteorological Tower in Phase 2a (P2a) 
Topography was greatly undulating throughout the study area as the proposed 
tower location exists at peak in elevation and most of the surrounding habitat 
exists in more lowland areas. Drainage appeared to be fairly good due to this 
change in elevation.  
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The majority of the study area consisted of a mainly deciduous vegetation 
community containing maple (Acer sp.), white birch (Betula papyrifera) and 
yellow birch (Betula alleghaniensis). The understory was limited and consisted of 
small red maple, ferns and common forest ground cover such as starflower 
(Trientalis borealis) and bunchberry (Cornus canadensis). Mixedwood and 
mainly coniferous communities appeared to be present within the lowland areas 
and consisted of species such as eastern white cedar (Thuja occidentalis), balsam 
fir (Abies balsamea), white spruce (Picea glauca) and occasional eastern white 
pine (Pinus strobus).  

 
There was no evidence of wildlife noted throughout the study area at the time of 
field investigations. A small cold water lake was noted on the outer edge of the 
120m buffer west of the proposed tower location.      
 
None of the species identified within the background review of the site were 
identified within the study area however, oval-leaved bilberry (Vaccinium 

ovalifolium) was observed within the outer edge of the 120m buffer near the lake.  
 
Meteorological Tower in Phase 2b (P2b) 
Topography was greatly undulating throughout the study area as the proposed 
tower location exists at peak in elevation and most of the surrounding habitat 
exists in more lowland areas. Drainage appeared to be fairly good due to this 
change in elevation.  
 
The majority of the study area consisted of a mainly deciduous vegetation 
community containing maple, white birch and yellow birch. Coniferous species 
including eastern white pine, white spruce, eastern white cedar and balsam fir 
were noted in lowland areas. The understory consisted of small red maple, 
mountain maple (Acer spicatum), ferns and common forest ground cover such as 
starflower (Trientalis borealis) and bunchberry (Cornus canadensis). Patches of 
wild red raspberry (Rubus idaeus ssp. melanolasius) and common blackberry 
(Rubus allegheniensis) were also noted throughout this location.  
 
Evidence of moose (Alces alces) was noted within the study area in the way of 
browse and tracks. Two moose were observed within a similar community east of 
the study area. No areas of significant aquatic habitat were noted within the study 
area.   
 
None of the species identified within the background review of the site were 
identified within the study area however, oval-leaved bilberry was observed 
northwest of the proposed tower location (within the 100m x100m boundary).  
 

Species or Habitat Protected under the Endangered Species Act (ESA):  

  

No species or habitat that would be protected under the Endangered Species Act 
(ESA, 2007) were noted throughout the study area for either meteorological tower 
(Phase 2a and Phase 2b). 
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Oval-leaved bilberry was observed within the study area associated with the 
meteorological tower in Phase 2a and Phase 2b. Oval-leaved bilberry is assigned a 
ranking of S3 (Rare to uncommon in Ontario) according to the NHIC’s Ontario 
Ranking (SRank) system. Although it is not considered a Species at Risk (SAR) 
and protected under the ESA, general mitigation will be outlined below as a best 
management practice (BMP) to afford protection for the species. 
 

Environmental Impacts and Mitigation: 

 
It is expected that a permanent loss of vegetation (trees, shrubs, ground cover) 
will result from the clearing of land in the area directly associated with the 
meteorological towers (Circular area of 100m radius).  
Efforts should be taken to clear only the trees and shrubs necessary to fulfill 
project requirements, wherever possible and to use seed mix and species common 
to Ontario for restorative planting if choosing to rehabilitate disturbed areas. 
 
As oval-leaved bilberry was identified within the 100m radius area around the 
Phase 2b Meteorological Tower, it is expected that the species will be removed 
due to clearing. In order to minimize impacts to oval-leaved bilberry in this area, 
it is recommended that the methods outlined within the MNR’s Bilberry 
Relocation Procedure are followed in order to transplant the species to similar 
habitat in the surrounding area. Oval-leaved bilberry was also identified within 
the 120m buffer outside of the area to be cleared for the Phase 2a Meteorological 
Tower. As it has been observed within the general area, it is recommended that 
workers are trained to identify the species. Should it be identified within the area 
to be cleared, the Relocation Procedure will, again, be utilized. 
 
The clearing of trees and vegetation will also result in a loss of wildlife habitat, 
specifically for moose in the area of the Phase 2b meteorological tower and birds 
in the area of both meteorological towers. The clearing of trees and vegetation 
during the migratory nesting period could also result in the loss of active bird 
nests and young birds which is illegal under the Migratory Birds Convention Act 
(MBCA). In order to minimize impacts, clearing should only occur where 
necessary to minimize the loss of habitat as much as possible and restorative 
planting using native species should be done wherever possible. All clearing 
during the migratory bird nesting season (May 5 to August 10) should be avoided. 
If clearing will occur during these times, a pre-clearing check should be 
undertaken by a qualified individual with experience in avian nesting habits for 
the presence of migratory bird nests before tree removal. If a species protected 
under the MBCA is identified during the pre-clearing check, a permit will need to 
be obtained from the Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) to allow for the nest to be 
destroyed. This is conditional upon the stage of the nesting birds. The MNR 
should also be consulted regarding the Fish and Wildlife Conservation Act 
(FWCA), if any species are found to be nesting within the project limits during 
the pre-clearing check. 
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As no aquatic habitat was identified within the study area of either meteorological 
tower, there are no expected impacts to fish habitat. 
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Decommissioning Plan 

 
REA Testing Equipment on Crown Land: Decommissioning Plan 

 
Decommissioning of Anemometer Towers: 

 
Each of the two anemometer towers is centered on the future base of a wind 
turbine. It is proposed to install the equipment in the spring/summer of 2011 
subject to award of permits and weather conditions. It is proposed that the 
installations would remain in place and in operation until the erection of the Bow 
Lake Phase 2 wind turbines, i.e. for a period of up to 24 months from date of 
commissioning of tower. The decommissioning is therefore planned for 2013. 
 
The towers will be disassembled as the development of the Phase 2 wind farm 
progresses. It is anticipated at the time of decommissioning the road access 
network associated with the wind turbines of Phase 2 will be established and the 
use of a small crane or boom truck will be utilized to aid in the disassembly of the 
two towers. The recording equipment will be removed and the masts of the towers 
broken down into the individual segments. These along with the guy wires and 
anchors will be removed from the site.  

 
Site rehabilitation will not be necessary, as the wind turbines will require the “foot 
print” of the meteorological towers in their installation. 
 

Avoidance of Environmental Impact: 

 
Care will be taken at all times during the disassembling and removal phases to 
keep the sites free of garbage and litter. Fueling of the equipment will be done 
with care and in a controlled area to ensure no impact on the environment. All 
construction debris, garbage, lunch bags etc. will be removed from the site and 
disposed of in an approved location. 
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Request for Information 

 
REA Testing Equipment on Crown Land: Request for Information 

 
 

The proponent formally requests from your community any information available 
to the community that, in its opinion, should be considered in preparing a 
document as part of the testing project submission to the MNR, and in particular, 
any information the community may have about any adverse impacts that the 
project may have on constitutionally protected aboriginal or treaty rights and any 
measures for mitigating those adverse impacts. 

 



 
    
 
January 27, 2011 
 
Ms. Kim Powley, President  
Historic Sault Ste. Marie Metis Council 
26 Queen Street East 
Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6A 1Y3 
  
 
 
Attention:  Ms. Kim Powley, President 

Reference:  Bow Lake Wind Farm REA Documents for Your Review 

 
 
Dear Ms. Powley, 
 
As you may be are aware, M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. has been contracted to 
undertake assessments and prepare reports required under the Renewable Energy 
Approval (REA) regulations (O.Reg. 359/09) for the Bow Lake Wind Farm Phase 1.  
We are pleased to enclose draft copies of the reports for your review. 
  
We will be holding public meetings in April this year at which representatives of our 
company and the project developers will be present to further discuss the results of the 
studies and the reports, and the project in general.  Between now and then there is a 
formal public review period, during which you are invited to review the reports and 
submit any questions or comments you have to us.  Please find the formal notice of the 
meetings enclosed. 
 
Following the public review period and the public meetings we will be revising the draft 
reports to incorporate the results of the public consultation, and preparing a formal 
Public Consultation report.  As required by the regulation, the enclosed reports contain 
drafts of all the reports that will eventually be submitted to the Ministry of the 
Environment in the application for a Renewable Energy Approval for the wind farm, 
with the exception of the forthcoming Public Consultation Report.  If it is agreeable to 
your community, we invite you to make the documents available in your community for 
review during the public review period. 
  
We look forward to seeing you at the forthcoming public meetings.  If you have any 
questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact us. 
 
 
Best Regards, 
 
 
 
Thomas Bernacki, P.Eng. 



 
                                                                          TULLOCH ENGINEERING INC 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

Historic Sault Ste. Marie Métis Council 

26 Queen St. East 

Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6A 1Y3 

 

Attention: Ms. Kim Powley, President 
 

June 10, 2011 

 

Please find enclosed information for an aggregate licence application for the Radon Aggregate 

Pit made to the Sault Ste. Marie Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR) under the Ontario 

Aggregate Resources Act. 

 

Included in this package are: 

• Form 1- Notice of Application for a Licence 

• Form 2 Notice of Public Information Session 

• “Complete Application” Letter from Sault Ste. Marie Ministry of Natural Resources 

• Site Drawings 

o 1 of 4: Existing Conditions Plan 

o 2 of 4: Operation and Progressive Rehabilitation Plan 

o 3 of 4: Final Rehabilitation Plan 

o 4 of 4: Site Standards Notes 

• Natural Environment Level 1 Report 

• Groundwater Summary Statement 

• Stage One Cultural Heritage Report 

 

The MNR has directed this information be distributed to you for your perusal and comments. 

 

Written comments will be accepted until July 29, 2011. 

 

Regards, 

 
 

Gary MacKay, P.Eng. 

Project Manager 

Tulloch Engineering 

1942 Regent St. 
Unit L 
Sudbury, ON 
P3E 5V5 

 T. 705 522 6303 
 F. 705 671 9477 
     877 535.0558 

 www.tulloch.on.ca 
 sudbury@tulloch.on.ca 
   

























RE: Bow Lake Wind Farm  

1 of 2 06/10/2008 4:13 PM

Subject: RE: Bow Lake Wind Farm

From: "Karole Dumont-Beckett" <KaroleD@metisnation.org>

Date: Mon, 11 Aug 2008 12:00:26 -0400

To: <michelle@mkince.ca>

CC: "Andy Lefebvre" <AndyL@metisnation.org>, "Glen Lipinski" <GlenL@metisnation.org>

Good morning Michelle,

 
I am forwarding your message to our Economic Develpment Branch as they are better suited to respond to your
inquiry. 

 

Best Regards 

 

Karole 
Karole Dumont-Beckett

Registrar / Director of Registry

Métis Nation of Ontario

500 Old St-Patrick St. Unit D, Ottawa, ON, KIN 9G4

Ph: 613-798-1488 Ph: 800-263-4889

Fx: 613-722-4225

Email: karoled@metisnation.org

Website: www.metisnation.org 

 
NOTICE OF CONFIDENTIALITY. This communication, including any information transmitted with it, is intended only for the

use of the addressee(s) and is confidential. If you are not an intended recipient or responsible for delivering the message

to an intended recipient, any review, disclosure, conversion to hard copy, dissemination, reproduction or other use of any

part of this communication is strictly prohibited, as is the taking or omitting of any action in reliance upon this

communication. If you received this communication in error or without authorization please notify us immediately by

return e-mail or otherwise and permanently delete the entire communication from any computer, disk drive, or other

storage medium. 
 
 AVIS DE CONFIDENTIALITE. Ce courriel, ainsi que tout renseignement ci-inclus, destiné uniquement au(x) destinataire(s)

susmentionné(s), est confidentiel. Si vous n'êtes pas le destinataire prévu ou un agent responsable de la livraison de ce

courriel, tout examen, divulgation, copie, impression, reproduction, distribution ou autre utilisation de toute partie de ce

courriel est strictement interdit de même que toute action ou manquement à l'égard de celui-ci. Si vous avez reçu ce

message par erreur ou sans autorisation, veuillez en aviser immédiatement l'expéditeur par retour de courriel ou par un
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From: Michelle Closson [mailto:michelle@mkince.ca] 
Sent: Monday, August 11, 2008 11:14 AM
To: Laurie Fonjong
Subject: Bow Lake Wind Farm

Hi Karole,

I am a consultant working on an environmental assessment for a wind farm in the townships of Smilsky and

Peever, approximately 80 kilometres north of Sault Ste Marie and 8 km east of Montreal River Harbour. I

have attached a map for your reference.

The proponent has been in contact with interested First Nations groups, however I was wondering if any
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Metis would have interest in the project.

I am unsure who to contact on this and how to go about consultation, so I thought I might start with you.

Any information and assistance you can provide would be greatly appreciated!

Thanks for your time,

Michelle

-- 

Michelle Closson B.Sc. 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd.
35 Main Street North
Unit #32, P.O. Box 650
Waterdown, Ontario, L0R 2H0
Phone: 905-689-3902
Fax: 905-689-8195
e-mail: michelle@mkince.ca
http://www.mkince.ca
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Bow Lake Phase 1 Wind Farm Limited  
Mill House, Buttevant, 

Co Cork, Ireland 
Tel: +353  (0) 22 23955 
Fax: +353  (0) 22 23027 

 E-mail: bowlake@dpenergy.com 
 

29th June 2010 
 
 
Attention:  Consultation Unit - Metis Nation of Ontario 
Reference:  Bow Lake Wind Farm Documents Forthcoming for Your Review 
 
Dear Sir or Madam, 
 
This letter is to inform you of our proposal to develop a wind farm in the Bow Lake area 
near Montreal River, 80 km north of Sault Ste Marie. This project is undergoing a 
Renewable Energy Approval (REA) process, and it is a requirement of this process that 
detailed reports evaluating the potential impacts of this project will be made available to 
all interested parties in the coming months for review.   
 
The total capacity for the Bow Lake Wind Farm Phase 1 is 20 MW, and the current 
REA application is for this first phase.  (Phases 2a and 2b are also being proposed at 20 
MW each. We will be lodging a further application for Phase 2 as soon as we can but 
this letter relates specifically to Phase 1.)  
   
To comply with the formal requirements of the REA process we will be holding a 
public meeting in September this year at which representatives of our company and our 
environmental consultants M.K. Ince and Associates will be present to share the results 
of assessments performed in support of the project’s Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) application, and to address any questions or comments you may have about the 
project.   
 
We invite and encourage you and any interested members of your community to attend 
this event. A notice of the date and time of this public meeting will be sent to you 
shortly. 
 
We will be sending you the following draft assessment reports for your review within 
the coming weeks: 

 
Construction Plan Report describing the nature, location, and timing of all 
activities associated with construction of the wind farm and associated 
infrastructure.  The report also addresses potential negative effects within 
300 m of such activities and mitigation measures relating to these potential 
effects. 
 
Decommissioning Plan Report describing plans for the eventual 
decommissioning of the wind farm, including procedures for dismantling the 

Your Ref:  
Our Ref:  
 
 
Metis Nation of Ontario 
Consultation Unit 
500 Old St. Patrick St, Unit 3 
Ottawa ON K1N 9G4 
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facilities, managing excess materials and waste, and restoring any land or 
water negatively affected by the facility. 
 
Design and Operations Report, including: 

− a Site Plan with supporting maps, diagrams, and descriptions 
identifying project components and nearby residences or significant 
habitats, features, or properties; 

− conceptual plans, specifications, and descriptions relating to the 
design and to the operation of the facility, including any applicable 
water takings and any waste or contaminants; 

− an environmental effects monitoring plan setting out performance 
objectives with respect to potential negative environmental effects, as 
well as mitigation measures, a proposed monitoring program, and 
contingency measures in case of failure of mitigation measures; and 

− a response plan indicating how the project owner/operator can be 
contacted, how correspondence will be recorded and addressed, and 
measures for providing information to the public, aboriginal 
communities, and planning boards about the project. 

 
Natural Heritage Assessment and Water Assessment Reports detailing 
the presence of natural features including wetlands, significant wildlife 
habitat, lakes, streams and other water bodies within vicinity of the proposed 
wind farm infrastructure, and assessing any impacts of the projects on these 
features. The Natural Heritage Reports will also contain information on 
species at risk in the vicinity of the project. 
 
Wind Turbine Specifications Report indicating make, model, name plate 
capacity, hub height above grade, rotation speeds and acoustic emissions 
data as provided by the turbine manufacturer. 
 
Archaeological Assessment, Bird Monitoring, Bat Monitoring, Visual 
Impact and Radio Communication Impact Assessment Reports will also 
be provided. 

 
As outlined in the Ontario Ministry of Environment’s Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) Rules (O.Reg. 359/09), the above-listed reports will be included in the Bow Lake 
Wind Farm REA Application.  For your reference, we have also enclosed with this letter 
the Draft Bow Lake Wind Farm Project Description Report, which will also be 
submitted as part of the REA Application.  Further details on the required contents of 
these reports can be found in Table 1 of the REA Rules (O.Reg. 359/09). 
 
Once you have received the above-listed documents, we invite you to make them 
available to your members.  There will be a 60 day public review period in which to 
review these documents prior to the public meeting.  Based on the assessments 
performed to date, no adverse impacts to aboriginal or treaty rights are anticipated from 
the proposed Bow Lake Wind Farm.   
 
If, having reviewed these documents, any member of your community has any 
additional information that you feel should be considered in the Renewable Energy 
Approval application, particularly with respect to adverse impacts the Bow Lake Wind 
Farm may have on constitutionally protected aboriginal or treaty rights and any 
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measures for mitigating those impacts, we respectfully request that you provide this to 
us in writing, as well as through our ongoing discussions.   
 
We look forward to discussing the Bow Lake Wind Farm with you further.  If you have 
any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact us. 
 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
 
Simon De Pietro 
Bow Lake Phase 1 Wind Farm Ltd.  
Tel  +353 879722399 
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Métis Nation of Ontario 
 
 
 

November 30, 2010 
 
 

 

 



 

2 

Project Description 
 

Bow Lake Wind Farm Ltd. Phase 2 

 
 
Contact:  

 

Kevin O’Donovan 
Leighmoney 
Dunderrow 
Kinsale 
Co. Cork 
Ireland 
Ph: 011 353 868 2117 64 
E: kevin.odonovan@vortexwind.ca 

 

 
Introduction:  

 
Bow Lake Wind Farm Ltd. proposes the development of the Bow Lake Wind 
Farm Phase 2 in the District of Algoma, Ontario, 80 kilometres north of Sault Ste 
Marie and 8 km east of Montreal River Harbour. The proposed 40 MW wind 
energy project will include 25 wind turbine generators and associated roads and 
electrical infrastructure. 
The proposed Bow Lake Wind Farm Phase 2 would be located in the townships of 
Smilsky and Peever, in the District of Algoma, Ontario. The wind farm will be a 
Class 4 wind facility as defined in O.Reg. 359/09. The Bow Lake Wind Farm will 
be built primarily on Crown Land.  
 
In support of the project two meteorological towers are proposed for erection 
within the Phase 2 site boundaries. The renewable energy testing project will 
consist of a multi section steel meteorological tower of up to 80 metres in overall 
height, supported by a number of guy wires. Attached to the tower will be multi 
level booms with anemometers and wind vanes for measuring wind speed and 
direction.  The data collected will be recorded at a solar PV and battery powered 
data logger at the base of the tower, and remotely downloaded at regular intervals 
via a dedicated mobile phone card. No other infrastructure or structures are 
required for the operation of the tower. The towers will be erected to confirm 
wind turbine output during project commissioning and operating stages with 
actual wind speeds. 
 
The Bow Lake Wind Farm project is a Green Energy project within the province 
of Ontario. The Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources Approval for Permitting 
Requirements Document for Renewable Energy Projects will be used for the 
approval of the installation of this testing equipment. Specifically Section 5.1: 
Testing projects on crown land where no construction of a transportation system 
is required. 
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Figure 1 shows the general location of the Bow Lake Wind Farm and the two 
meteorological towers. 

 
Tower Locations and Access: 

 
One tower will be located within Phase 2a (P2a) at UTM 687513E, 5233680N, 
Peever Township the other within Phase 2b (P2b) at UTM 689017E, 5228919N, 
Smilsky Township. See Figure 1: Bow Lake Anemometer Tower Locations; P2a, 
P2b. Each location will be cleared of standing tress and shrubs to ground level 
within a circular area of 100m radius. This will be accomplished with the use of 
chain saws and 4x4 “quad” bikes.  
 
The towers are located in proximity to a system of old logging trails and good all 
weather surfaced roads. Access to the sites off the old logging roads will be 
accomplished with 4x4 “quad” trail bikes or snow machine as the weather 
dictates. The bikes will be used firstly to transport men and clearing equipment 
and subsequently the various components of the tower. This method has been 
used successfully in the past and does not require construction of new 
transportation systems. The bikes are of size and strength capabilities to maneuver 
off road with little damage to existing forest growth. No water crossings will be 
required at either location. 

 
Method of Installation: 

 

The installation of the tower and mounting of instrumentation will be 
accomplished by a field crew of approximately 4 personnel using winches and gin 
poles to achieve mechanical advantage and without the use of cranes. Full 
installation including anchors and towers is likely to take 5 days subject to 
weather conditions. Erection must be halted during period of high winds or 
lightning.  

 
Tower Dimensions: 

 
Constructed of steel sections the towers will be up to 80 m in height and held in 
position by a series of steel guy wires attached at load points out to a radius of up 
to 50metres.  The guy wires will be attached to ground anchors designed for the 
specific soil or rock conditions at the point of location. The tower will be 
protected from lightning strikes by a lightning rod, grounding wire and earth 
stakes.  

 
Timing and Duration of Operation: 

 
The tower locations have been selected to be close to existing forest access trails 
so that access can be achieved for installation throughout the year either via snow 
sled or ATV. However, it is proposed to install the equipment in the 
spring/summer of 2011 subject to award of permits and weather conditions. It is 
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proposed that the installation would remain in place and in operation until the 
erection of the Bow Lake Phase 2 wind turbines, i.e. for a period of up to 24 
months from date of commissioning of tower. 
 

Since the tower sites are on the same centre coordinates as proposed wind 
turbines the towers will be decommissioned but the site reused for the wind 
turbines. The towers will be disassembled and removed from the site for use 
elsewhere. 

 
Operation of the Towers: 

 
Once installed and its instrumentation satisfactorily commissioned no on site 
personnel are required. The data collected will be recorded at a solar PV and 
battery powered data logger at the base of the tower, and remotely downloaded at 
regular intervals via a dedicated mobile phone card. Field inspections will be 
conducted at regular periods (usually monthly) to inspect for evidence of damage 
and to re-tension guy wires as necessary.  

 
Avoidance of Environmental Impact: 

 
Care will be taken at all times during the land clearing and installation phases to 
keep the sites free of garbage and litter. Fueling of the quads and chainsaws will 
be done with care and in a controlled area to ensure no impact on the 
environment. All construction debris, garbage, lunch bags etc. will be removed 
from the site and disposed of in an approved location. 
 
Once the towers are operational there will be regular visits made to ensure the site 
continues to perform as intended and is having no detrimental effect on the 
surrounding environment. 
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Site Plan 

 
The site plan on the following page depicts an elevation and plan view of a typical 80-
metre tower installation. The tower is centered on the cleared circular area of 100m 
radius and secured with a system of guy wires and anchors as shown.
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Endangered Species Act, 2007 

Species at Risk (SAR) Review 

 
Field Investigations: 

 

Field investigations were completed throughout the proposed site of the Bow 
Lake Wind Farm development between September 27 and October 29, 2010. The 
assessment for the meteorological towers included the 100m radius circular area 
of the proposed location, as well as an additional buffer of 120m. Field 
investigations were performed in order to gather information on existing 
conditions and to specifically identify any species or habitat protected under the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA, 2007) on or within 120m of the proposed site. 
 

Background Information: 

  
A review of the Natural Heritage Information Centre (NHIC) database was 
conducted to identify any potential rare or sensitive species in the area. Records 
within a 1km square of both the Phase 2a (P2a) and Phase 2b (P2b) 
meteorological towers revealed the potential presence of Boreal Bedstraw and 
Braun’s Holly Fern. Boreal Bedstraw is assigned a ranking of S2 (Very rare in 
Ontario) according to the NHIC’s Ontario Ranking (SRank) system. Braun’s 
Holly Fern is assigned a ranking of S3 (Rare to uncommon in Ontario).     

 
The MNR’s All Values Map and Critical Values Map were also reviewed for the 
Bow Lake area. The data contained within these maps is derived from the MNR’s 
Natural Resources and Values Information System (NRVIS). No significant 
values including Species at Risk (SAR) were identified on these maps for the area 
of investigation.    
 

Existing Environment:  
 

It should be noted that due to the timing of the project (outside of flowering 
season for plants, migratory nesting season for birds, etc.), a full inventory of 
plants, terrestrial habitat and aquatic features could not be completed and 
therefore the scope of the investigation focused on general features and 
composition only.  
 
Meteorological Tower in Phase 2a (P2a) 
Topography was greatly undulating throughout the study area as the proposed 
tower location exists at peak in elevation and most of the surrounding habitat 
exists in more lowland areas. Drainage appeared to be fairly good due to this 
change in elevation.  
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The majority of the study area consisted of a mainly deciduous vegetation 
community containing maple (Acer sp.), white birch (Betula papyrifera) and 
yellow birch (Betula alleghaniensis). The understory was limited and consisted of 
small red maple, ferns and common forest ground cover such as starflower 
(Trientalis borealis) and bunchberry (Cornus canadensis). Mixedwood and 
mainly coniferous communities appeared to be present within the lowland areas 
and consisted of species such as eastern white cedar (Thuja occidentalis), balsam 
fir (Abies balsamea), white spruce (Picea glauca) and occasional eastern white 
pine (Pinus strobus).  

 
There was no evidence of wildlife noted throughout the study area at the time of 
field investigations. A small cold water lake was noted on the outer edge of the 
120m buffer west of the proposed tower location.      
 
None of the species identified within the background review of the site were 
identified within the study area however, oval-leaved bilberry (Vaccinium 

ovalifolium) was observed within the outer edge of the 120m buffer near the lake.  
 
Meteorological Tower in Phase 2b (P2b) 
Topography was greatly undulating throughout the study area as the proposed 
tower location exists at peak in elevation and most of the surrounding habitat 
exists in more lowland areas. Drainage appeared to be fairly good due to this 
change in elevation.  
 
The majority of the study area consisted of a mainly deciduous vegetation 
community containing maple, white birch and yellow birch. Coniferous species 
including eastern white pine, white spruce, eastern white cedar and balsam fir 
were noted in lowland areas. The understory consisted of small red maple, 
mountain maple (Acer spicatum), ferns and common forest ground cover such as 
starflower (Trientalis borealis) and bunchberry (Cornus canadensis). Patches of 
wild red raspberry (Rubus idaeus ssp. melanolasius) and common blackberry 
(Rubus allegheniensis) were also noted throughout this location.  
 
Evidence of moose (Alces alces) was noted within the study area in the way of 
browse and tracks. Two moose were observed within a similar community east of 
the study area. No areas of significant aquatic habitat were noted within the study 
area.   
 
None of the species identified within the background review of the site were 
identified within the study area however, oval-leaved bilberry was observed 
northwest of the proposed tower location (within the 100m x100m boundary).  
 

Species or Habitat Protected under the Endangered Species Act (ESA):  

  

No species or habitat that would be protected under the Endangered Species Act 
(ESA, 2007) were noted throughout the study area for either meteorological tower 
(Phase 2a and Phase 2b). 
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Oval-leaved bilberry was observed within the study area associated with the 
meteorological tower in Phase 2a and Phase 2b. Oval-leaved bilberry is assigned a 
ranking of S3 (Rare to uncommon in Ontario) according to the NHIC’s Ontario 
Ranking (SRank) system. Although it is not considered a Species at Risk (SAR) 
and protected under the ESA, general mitigation will be outlined below as a best 
management practice (BMP) to afford protection for the species. 
 

Environmental Impacts and Mitigation: 

 
It is expected that a permanent loss of vegetation (trees, shrubs, ground cover) 
will result from the clearing of land in the area directly associated with the 
meteorological towers (Circular area of 100m radius).  
Efforts should be taken to clear only the trees and shrubs necessary to fulfill 
project requirements, wherever possible and to use seed mix and species common 
to Ontario for restorative planting if choosing to rehabilitate disturbed areas. 
 
As oval-leaved bilberry was identified within the 100m radius area around the 
Phase 2b Meteorological Tower, it is expected that the species will be removed 
due to clearing. In order to minimize impacts to oval-leaved bilberry in this area, 
it is recommended that the methods outlined within the MNR’s Bilberry 
Relocation Procedure are followed in order to transplant the species to similar 
habitat in the surrounding area. Oval-leaved bilberry was also identified within 
the 120m buffer outside of the area to be cleared for the Phase 2a Meteorological 
Tower. As it has been observed within the general area, it is recommended that 
workers are trained to identify the species. Should it be identified within the area 
to be cleared, the Relocation Procedure will, again, be utilized. 
 
The clearing of trees and vegetation will also result in a loss of wildlife habitat, 
specifically for moose in the area of the Phase 2b meteorological tower and birds 
in the area of both meteorological towers. The clearing of trees and vegetation 
during the migratory nesting period could also result in the loss of active bird 
nests and young birds which is illegal under the Migratory Birds Convention Act 
(MBCA). In order to minimize impacts, clearing should only occur where 
necessary to minimize the loss of habitat as much as possible and restorative 
planting using native species should be done wherever possible. All clearing 
during the migratory bird nesting season (May 5 to August 10) should be avoided. 
If clearing will occur during these times, a pre-clearing check should be 
undertaken by a qualified individual with experience in avian nesting habits for 
the presence of migratory bird nests before tree removal. If a species protected 
under the MBCA is identified during the pre-clearing check, a permit will need to 
be obtained from the Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) to allow for the nest to be 
destroyed. This is conditional upon the stage of the nesting birds. The MNR 
should also be consulted regarding the Fish and Wildlife Conservation Act 
(FWCA), if any species are found to be nesting within the project limits during 
the pre-clearing check. 
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As no aquatic habitat was identified within the study area of either meteorological 
tower, there are no expected impacts to fish habitat. 
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Decommissioning Plan 

 
REA Testing Equipment on Crown Land: Decommissioning Plan 

 
Decommissioning of Anemometer Towers: 

 
Each of the two anemometer towers is centered on the future base of a wind 
turbine. It is proposed to install the equipment in the spring/summer of 2011 
subject to award of permits and weather conditions. It is proposed that the 
installations would remain in place and in operation until the erection of the Bow 
Lake Phase 2 wind turbines, i.e. for a period of up to 24 months from date of 
commissioning of tower. The decommissioning is therefore planned for 2013. 
 
The towers will be disassembled as the development of the Phase 2 wind farm 
progresses. It is anticipated at the time of decommissioning the road access 
network associated with the wind turbines of Phase 2 will be established and the 
use of a small crane or boom truck will be utilized to aid in the disassembly of the 
two towers. The recording equipment will be removed and the masts of the towers 
broken down into the individual segments. These along with the guy wires and 
anchors will be removed from the site.  

 
Site rehabilitation will not be necessary, as the wind turbines will require the “foot 
print” of the meteorological towers in their installation. 
 

Avoidance of Environmental Impact: 

 
Care will be taken at all times during the disassembling and removal phases to 
keep the sites free of garbage and litter. Fueling of the equipment will be done 
with care and in a controlled area to ensure no impact on the environment. All 
construction debris, garbage, lunch bags etc. will be removed from the site and 
disposed of in an approved location. 
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Request for Information 

 
REA Testing Equipment on Crown Land: Request for Information 

 
 

The proponent formally requests from your community any information available 
to the community that, in its opinion, should be considered in preparing a 
document as part of the testing project submission to the MNR, and in particular, 
any information the community may have about any adverse impacts that the 
project may have on constitutionally protected aboriginal or treaty rights and any 
measures for mitigating those adverse impacts. 

 



 
    
 
January 27, 2011 
 
Alden Barty 
Metis Nation of Ontario 
355 Cranston Crescent 
Midland, Ontario L4R 4K6  
 
 
Attention:  Alden Barty, Consultation Assessment Coordinator; 

Lands, Resources and Consultation 

Reference:  Bow Lake Wind Farm REA Documents for Your Review 

 
 
Dear Mr. Barty, 
 
As you may be are aware, M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. has been contracted to 
undertake assessments and prepare reports required under the Renewable Energy 
Approval (REA) regulations (O.Reg. 359/09) for the Bow Lake Wind Farm Phase 1.  
We are pleased to enclose draft copies of the reports for your review. 
  
We will be holding public meetings in April this year at which representatives of our 
company and the project developers will be present to further discuss the results of the 
studies and the reports, and the project in general.  Between now and then there is a 
formal public review period, during which you are invited to review the reports and 
submit any questions or comments you have to us.  Please find the formal notice of the 
meetings enclosed. 
 
Following the public review period and the public meetings we will be revising the draft 
reports to incorporate the results of the public consultation, and preparing a formal 
Public Consultation report.  As required by the regulation, the enclosed reports contain 
drafts of all the reports that will eventually be submitted to the Ministry of the 
Environment in the application for a Renewable Energy Approval for the wind farm, 
with the exception of the forthcoming Public Consultation Report.  If it is agreeable to 
your community, we invite you to make the documents available in your community for 
review during the public review period. 
  
We look forward to seeing you at the forthcoming public meetings.  If you have any 
questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact us. 
 
 
Best Regards, 
 
 
 
Thomas Bernacki, P.Eng. 



 
                                                                          TULLOCH ENGINEERING INC 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

Métis Nation of Ontario 

Consultation Unit 

500 Old St. Patrick St., Unit 3 

Ottawa, Ontario, K1N 9G4 

 

 

Attention: Melanie Paradis 

                              

June 10, 2011 

 

Please find enclosed information for an aggregate licence application for the Radon Aggregate 

Pit made to the Sault Ste. Marie Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR) under the Ontario 

Aggregate Resources Act. 

 

Included in this package are: 

• Form 1- Notice of Application for a Licence 

• Form 2 Notice of Public Information Session 

• “Complete Application” Letter from Sault Ste. Marie Ministry of Natural Resources 

• Site Drawings 

o 1 of 4: Existing Conditions Plan 

o 2 of 4: Operation and Progressive Rehabilitation Plan 

o 3 of 4: Final Rehabilitation Plan 

o 4 of 4: Site Standards Notes 

• Natural Environment Level 1 Report 

• Groundwater Summary Statement 

• Stage One Cultural Heritage Report 

 

The MNR has directed this information be distributed to you for your perusal and comments. 

 

Written comments will be accepted until July 29, 2011. 

 

Regards, 

 
 

Gary MacKay, P.Eng. 

Project Manager 

Tulloch Engineering 

1942 Regent St. 
Unit L 
Sudbury, ON 
P3E 5V5 

 T. 705 522 6303 
 F. 705 671 9477 
     877 535.0558 

 www.tulloch.on.ca 
 sudbury@tulloch.on.ca 
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Geoff Carnegie

From: Kevin O Donovan <kevinodonovan77@yahoo.co.uk>

Sent: April-14-12 12:34 PM

To: kevin.odonovan@vortexwind.ca

Subject: Fw: Vortex Wind Power meeting

 

 
----- Forwarded Message ----- 
From: Kevin O Donovan <kevinodonovan77@yahoo.co.uk> 
To: jbuckell@michipicoten.com  
Sent: Sunday, 3 February 2008, 23:04 
Subject: Vortex Wind Power meeting 
 

 
Dear Chief Buckell, 
  
I hope you are keeping well? I spoke to you on the 8

th
 January in relation to our proposal to erect a monitoring mast on 

the lands near Bow Lake. We had agreed that we would meet in February, I will be in Sault St Marie on the 21
st
 as we are 

holding a public meeting about our project in Sault St Marie on that day.  
  
Would you be available for a meeting on the 22

nd
 February, I could drive up to your office in Wawa for some time in the 

afternoon? 
  
I look forward to hearing from you. 
  
Regards,  
  
Kevin O'Donovan 
Vortex Wind Power Ltd.  
00353 86 8211764 
  
 

Support the World Aids Awareness campaign this month with Yahoo! for Good  

 



The proposed Bow Lake Wind Farm would be 
located on Provincial Crown Land in North-
ern Ontario, approximately 3 km west of Bow 
Lake and 2 km east of the Montreal River. 

The project would consist of a total installed 
capacity of 10 MW - approximately 5 wind 
turbines. The exact capacity will depend on 
the fi nal choice of turbine manufacturer and 
model, which is still being investigated. 

In order to assess the feasibility of this project, 
a number of steps have already been taken:

• A Notice of Commencement of the Provin-
cial Environmental Assessment was published 
in the Sault Star on January 11th, 2008.

Environmental impacts associated with our 
conventional means of power production have 
dire consequences nationally and globally. In 
Canada, 16,000 people every year die prema-
turely due to air pollution. Climate change 
leads to increased natural disasters world-
wide. Renewable energy can help solve the 
problems associated with conventional power 
production. 

Wind power is the fastest growing form of 
renewable energy in the world. It is the clean-
est and safest form of electricity on the market 
today, in some cases competing with even the 
cheapest conventional means of electricity 

generation. According to the Canadian Wind 
Energy Association (CanWEA), Canada can 
develop 50,000 MW of wind energy capacity. 
Currently, only 1,856 MW of wind energy is 
being produced. In Ontario, 501.31 MW of 
power comes from harnessing the wind. A 
number of wind power projects are planned 
across the Province of Ontario to capitalize 
on this largely untapped resource. 

For more information on wind power:
www.canwea.ca/en/faq.html
www.awea.org/faq/

     

Contact Information:
Questions or concerns may be directed to:

Jacinta McNairn, P.Eng.
 M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd.

P.O. Box  650, 35 Main St., North, Suite 32
Waterdown, ON  L0R 2H0

Tel. (905) 689-3900, Fax. (905) 689-8195
jacinta@mkince.ca, www.mkince.ca

Bow Lake Wind Farm
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© Copyright 2008, M. K. Ince and Associates Ltd.
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Welcome to the fi rst issue of the Bow 
Lake Wind Farm Newsletter, published 
by Vortex Wind Power and M.K. Ince 
and Associates Ltd.  In February 2008, 
we held our fi rst Open House for the Bow 
Lake Wind Farm, and it was a great suc-
cess. The public meeting, held in Goulais 
River, was attended by interested parties 
from local communities and from as far 
away as Michigan.   

You provided us with a great deal of 
information on local wildlife, forests, 
and recreational land use.  We would like 
to use this newsletter  to address some of 
your questions from the Open House and 
to share the answers with other members 
of the community who might have the 
same questions or concerns.  

Your feedback is of utmost importance to 
us! Please do not hesitate to contact us at 
any time.

 This photograph shows a computer simulation of 
how the Bow Lake Wind Park could look on the local 
landscape looking east from Highway 17, just south 
of Montreal River Rd. 

WHAT’S BEEN HAPPENING:
• The fi rst Public Open House was held on 
February 21, 2008 and attracted just over 20 
people. It is important that we hear from the 
public to answer questions and address any 
concerns. 

• An Environmental Assessment of the 
project is in progress. This includes bird, bat, 
and wildlife studies, an archaeological study, 
noise assessments, and visual impact assess-
ments.  

• The Federal Environmental Assessment 
process will be initiated shortly. The Cana-
dian Environmental Assessment Agency 
website (www.ceaa-acee.gc.ca) will contain 

information on the project.  

• A meteorological tower will be 
installed on the site in the near 
future to characterize the wind 
resource over a minimum of one 
year.  

• Electrical interconnection studies 
are being carried out in conjunction 
with Great Lakes Power Ltd.  

Who’s working on it:
Vortex Wind Power is a wind 
energy developer concentrat-
ing on the development of small 
and medium sized wind farms in 
Ontario. M.K. Ince and Associates 
Ltd. (MKI), an Ontario based wind 
energy engineering fi rm, is work-
ing with Vortex Wind Power. MKI 
has worked on a number of wind 
projects throughout Ontario and 
Canada.

WIND POWER TO THE RESCUE!

From the Editor...













































Registered Office: 200 Bay Street, Royal Bank Plaza, South Tower, Suite 3800, Toronto, Ontario, M5J 2Z4 
Registered in Toronto No. 699322-2 

Directors: Maureen De Pietro ~ Peter Harte ~ Paul Loughnane 

    
 

Bow Lake Phase 1 Wind Farm Limited  
Mill House, Buttevant, 

Co Cork, Ireland 
Tel: +353  (0) 22 23955 
Fax: +353  (0) 22 23027 

 E-mail: bowlake@dpenergy.com 
 

29th June 2010 
 
 
Attention:  Chief Joe Buckell  
Reference:  Bow Lake Wind Farm Documents Forthcoming for Your Review 
 
 
Dear Chief, 
 
As you may be are aware from our discussions, we propose to develop a wind farm in 
the Bow Lake area near Montreal River. This project is undergoing a Renewable Energy 
Approval (REA) process, and it is a requirement of this process that detailed reports 
evaluating the potential impacts of this project will be made available to all interested 
parties in the coming months for review.   
 
The total capacity for the Bow Lake Wind Farm Phase 1 is 20 MW, and the current 
REA application is for this first phase.  (Phases 2a and 2b are also being proposed at 20 
MW each. We will be lodging a further application for Phase 2 as soon as we can but 
this letter relates specifically to Phase 1.)  
   
To comply with the formal requirements of the REA process we will be holding a 
public meeting in September this year at which representatives of our company and our 
environmental consultants M.K. Ince and Associates will be present to share the results 
of assessments performed in support of the project’s Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) application, and to address any questions or comments you may have about the 
project.   
 
We invite and encourage you and any interested members of your community to attend 
this event. A notice of the date and time of this public meeting will be sent to you 
shortly. 
 
We will be sending you the following draft assessment reports for your review within 
the coming weeks: 

 
Construction Plan Report describing the nature, location, and timing of all 
activities associated with construction of the wind farm and associated 
infrastructure.  The report also addresses potential negative effects within 
300 m of such activities and mitigation measures relating to these potential 
effects. 
 

Your Ref:  
Our Ref:  
 
Chief Joe Buckell  
Michipicoten First Nation 
Gros Cap 49  
P.O. Box 1 Site 8, RR1 
Wawa, ON P0S 1K0 
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Decommissioning Plan Report describing plans for the eventual 
decommissioning of the wind farm, including procedures for dismantling the 
facilities, managing excess materials and waste, and restoring any land or 
water negatively affected by the facility. 
 
Design and Operations Report, including: 

− a Site Plan with supporting maps, diagrams, and descriptions 
identifying project components and nearby residences or significant 
habitats, features, or properties; 

− conceptual plans, specifications, and descriptions relating to the 
design and to the operation of the facility, including any applicable 
water takings and any waste or contaminants; 

− an environmental effects monitoring plan setting out performance 
objectives with respect to potential negative environmental effects, as 
well as mitigation measures, a proposed monitoring program, and 
contingency measures in case of failure of mitigation measures; and 

− a response plan indicating how the project owner/operator can be 
contacted, how correspondence will be recorded and addressed, and 
measures for providing information to the public, aboriginal 
communities, and planning boards about the project. 

 
Natural Heritage Assessment and Water Assessment Reports detailing 
the presence of natural features including wetlands, significant wildlife 
habitat, lakes, streams and other water bodies within vicinity of the proposed 
wind farm infrastructure, and assessing any impacts of the projects on these 
features. The Natural Heritage Reports will also contain information on 
species at risk in the vicinity of the project. 
 
Wind Turbine Specifications Report indicating make, model, name plate 
capacity, hub height above grade, rotation speeds and acoustic emissions 
data as provided by the turbine manufacturer. 
 
Archaeological Assessment, Bird Monitoring, Bat Monitoring, Visual 
Impact and Radio Communication Impact Assessment Reports will also 
be provided. 

 
As outlined in the Ontario Ministry of Environment’s Renewable Energy Approval 
(REA) Rules (O.Reg. 359/09), the above-listed reports will be included in the Bow Lake 
Wind Farm REA Application.  For your reference, we have also enclosed with this letter 
the Draft Bow Lake Wind Farm Project Description Report, which will also be 
submitted as part of the REA Application.  Further details on the required contents of 
these reports can be found in Table 1 of the REA Rules (O.Reg. 359/09). 
 
Once you have received the above-listed documents, we invite you to make them 
available to your members.  There will be a 60 day public review period in which to 
review these documents prior to the public meeting.  Based on the assessments 
performed to date, no adverse impacts to aboriginal or treaty rights are anticipated from 
the proposed Bow Lake Wind Farm.   
 
If, having reviewed these documents, any member of your community has any 
additional information that you feel should be considered in the Renewable Energy 
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Approval application, particularly with respect to adverse impacts the Bow Lake Wind 
Farm may have on constitutionally protected aboriginal or treaty rights and any 
measures for mitigating those impacts, we respectfully request that you provide this to 
us in writing, as well as through our ongoing discussions.   
 
We look forward to discussing the Bow Lake Wind Farm with you further.  As always, 
if you have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact us. 
 
 
Best Regards, 
 
 
 
Kevin O’Donovan  
Bow Lake Phase 1Wind Farm Ltd  
Tel + 353 86 8211764 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

Bow Lake Wind Farm Ltd. 
 

Phase 2 
 

Meteorological Towers Testing Project 
 

Consultation Package 
As Required Under Section 5.2.1.2  

MNR Approvals and Permitting Requirements Document for 
Renewable Energy Projects 

 
 

Aboriginal Communities Circulated to: 
 

 Michipicoten First Nation 
 

Batchewana First Nation 
 

Garden River First Nation 
 

Chapleau Ojibwe First Nations 
 

Historic Sault Ste Marie Métis Council 
 

Métis Nation of Ontario 
 
 
 

November 30, 2010 
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Project Description 
 

Bow Lake Wind Farm Ltd. Phase 2 

 
 
Contact:  

 

Kevin O’Donovan 
Leighmoney 
Dunderrow 
Kinsale 
Co. Cork 
Ireland 
Ph: 011 353 868 2117 64 
E: kevin.odonovan@vortexwind.ca 

 

 
Introduction:  

 
Bow Lake Wind Farm Ltd. proposes the development of the Bow Lake Wind 
Farm Phase 2 in the District of Algoma, Ontario, 80 kilometres north of Sault Ste 
Marie and 8 km east of Montreal River Harbour. The proposed 40 MW wind 
energy project will include 25 wind turbine generators and associated roads and 
electrical infrastructure. 
The proposed Bow Lake Wind Farm Phase 2 would be located in the townships of 
Smilsky and Peever, in the District of Algoma, Ontario. The wind farm will be a 
Class 4 wind facility as defined in O.Reg. 359/09. The Bow Lake Wind Farm will 
be built primarily on Crown Land.  
 
In support of the project two meteorological towers are proposed for erection 
within the Phase 2 site boundaries. The renewable energy testing project will 
consist of a multi section steel meteorological tower of up to 80 metres in overall 
height, supported by a number of guy wires. Attached to the tower will be multi 
level booms with anemometers and wind vanes for measuring wind speed and 
direction.  The data collected will be recorded at a solar PV and battery powered 
data logger at the base of the tower, and remotely downloaded at regular intervals 
via a dedicated mobile phone card. No other infrastructure or structures are 
required for the operation of the tower. The towers will be erected to confirm 
wind turbine output during project commissioning and operating stages with 
actual wind speeds. 
 
The Bow Lake Wind Farm project is a Green Energy project within the province 
of Ontario. The Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources Approval for Permitting 
Requirements Document for Renewable Energy Projects will be used for the 
approval of the installation of this testing equipment. Specifically Section 5.1: 
Testing projects on crown land where no construction of a transportation system 
is required. 
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Figure 1 shows the general location of the Bow Lake Wind Farm and the two 
meteorological towers. 

 
Tower Locations and Access: 

 
One tower will be located within Phase 2a (P2a) at UTM 687513E, 5233680N, 
Peever Township the other within Phase 2b (P2b) at UTM 689017E, 5228919N, 
Smilsky Township. See Figure 1: Bow Lake Anemometer Tower Locations; P2a, 
P2b. Each location will be cleared of standing tress and shrubs to ground level 
within a circular area of 100m radius. This will be accomplished with the use of 
chain saws and 4x4 “quad” bikes.  
 
The towers are located in proximity to a system of old logging trails and good all 
weather surfaced roads. Access to the sites off the old logging roads will be 
accomplished with 4x4 “quad” trail bikes or snow machine as the weather 
dictates. The bikes will be used firstly to transport men and clearing equipment 
and subsequently the various components of the tower. This method has been 
used successfully in the past and does not require construction of new 
transportation systems. The bikes are of size and strength capabilities to maneuver 
off road with little damage to existing forest growth. No water crossings will be 
required at either location. 

 
Method of Installation: 

 

The installation of the tower and mounting of instrumentation will be 
accomplished by a field crew of approximately 4 personnel using winches and gin 
poles to achieve mechanical advantage and without the use of cranes. Full 
installation including anchors and towers is likely to take 5 days subject to 
weather conditions. Erection must be halted during period of high winds or 
lightning.  

 
Tower Dimensions: 

 
Constructed of steel sections the towers will be up to 80 m in height and held in 
position by a series of steel guy wires attached at load points out to a radius of up 
to 50metres.  The guy wires will be attached to ground anchors designed for the 
specific soil or rock conditions at the point of location. The tower will be 
protected from lightning strikes by a lightning rod, grounding wire and earth 
stakes.  

 
Timing and Duration of Operation: 

 
The tower locations have been selected to be close to existing forest access trails 
so that access can be achieved for installation throughout the year either via snow 
sled or ATV. However, it is proposed to install the equipment in the 
spring/summer of 2011 subject to award of permits and weather conditions. It is 
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proposed that the installation would remain in place and in operation until the 
erection of the Bow Lake Phase 2 wind turbines, i.e. for a period of up to 24 
months from date of commissioning of tower. 
 

Since the tower sites are on the same centre coordinates as proposed wind 
turbines the towers will be decommissioned but the site reused for the wind 
turbines. The towers will be disassembled and removed from the site for use 
elsewhere. 

 
Operation of the Towers: 

 
Once installed and its instrumentation satisfactorily commissioned no on site 
personnel are required. The data collected will be recorded at a solar PV and 
battery powered data logger at the base of the tower, and remotely downloaded at 
regular intervals via a dedicated mobile phone card. Field inspections will be 
conducted at regular periods (usually monthly) to inspect for evidence of damage 
and to re-tension guy wires as necessary.  

 
Avoidance of Environmental Impact: 

 
Care will be taken at all times during the land clearing and installation phases to 
keep the sites free of garbage and litter. Fueling of the quads and chainsaws will 
be done with care and in a controlled area to ensure no impact on the 
environment. All construction debris, garbage, lunch bags etc. will be removed 
from the site and disposed of in an approved location. 
 
Once the towers are operational there will be regular visits made to ensure the site 
continues to perform as intended and is having no detrimental effect on the 
surrounding environment. 
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Site Plan 

 
The site plan on the following page depicts an elevation and plan view of a typical 80-
metre tower installation. The tower is centered on the cleared circular area of 100m 
radius and secured with a system of guy wires and anchors as shown.
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Endangered Species Act, 2007 

Species at Risk (SAR) Review 

 
Field Investigations: 

 

Field investigations were completed throughout the proposed site of the Bow 
Lake Wind Farm development between September 27 and October 29, 2010. The 
assessment for the meteorological towers included the 100m radius circular area 
of the proposed location, as well as an additional buffer of 120m. Field 
investigations were performed in order to gather information on existing 
conditions and to specifically identify any species or habitat protected under the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA, 2007) on or within 120m of the proposed site. 
 

Background Information: 

  
A review of the Natural Heritage Information Centre (NHIC) database was 
conducted to identify any potential rare or sensitive species in the area. Records 
within a 1km square of both the Phase 2a (P2a) and Phase 2b (P2b) 
meteorological towers revealed the potential presence of Boreal Bedstraw and 
Braun’s Holly Fern. Boreal Bedstraw is assigned a ranking of S2 (Very rare in 
Ontario) according to the NHIC’s Ontario Ranking (SRank) system. Braun’s 
Holly Fern is assigned a ranking of S3 (Rare to uncommon in Ontario).     

 
The MNR’s All Values Map and Critical Values Map were also reviewed for the 
Bow Lake area. The data contained within these maps is derived from the MNR’s 
Natural Resources and Values Information System (NRVIS). No significant 
values including Species at Risk (SAR) were identified on these maps for the area 
of investigation.    
 

Existing Environment:  
 

It should be noted that due to the timing of the project (outside of flowering 
season for plants, migratory nesting season for birds, etc.), a full inventory of 
plants, terrestrial habitat and aquatic features could not be completed and 
therefore the scope of the investigation focused on general features and 
composition only.  
 
Meteorological Tower in Phase 2a (P2a) 
Topography was greatly undulating throughout the study area as the proposed 
tower location exists at peak in elevation and most of the surrounding habitat 
exists in more lowland areas. Drainage appeared to be fairly good due to this 
change in elevation.  
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The majority of the study area consisted of a mainly deciduous vegetation 
community containing maple (Acer sp.), white birch (Betula papyrifera) and 
yellow birch (Betula alleghaniensis). The understory was limited and consisted of 
small red maple, ferns and common forest ground cover such as starflower 
(Trientalis borealis) and bunchberry (Cornus canadensis). Mixedwood and 
mainly coniferous communities appeared to be present within the lowland areas 
and consisted of species such as eastern white cedar (Thuja occidentalis), balsam 
fir (Abies balsamea), white spruce (Picea glauca) and occasional eastern white 
pine (Pinus strobus).  

 
There was no evidence of wildlife noted throughout the study area at the time of 
field investigations. A small cold water lake was noted on the outer edge of the 
120m buffer west of the proposed tower location.      
 
None of the species identified within the background review of the site were 
identified within the study area however, oval-leaved bilberry (Vaccinium 

ovalifolium) was observed within the outer edge of the 120m buffer near the lake.  
 
Meteorological Tower in Phase 2b (P2b) 
Topography was greatly undulating throughout the study area as the proposed 
tower location exists at peak in elevation and most of the surrounding habitat 
exists in more lowland areas. Drainage appeared to be fairly good due to this 
change in elevation.  
 
The majority of the study area consisted of a mainly deciduous vegetation 
community containing maple, white birch and yellow birch. Coniferous species 
including eastern white pine, white spruce, eastern white cedar and balsam fir 
were noted in lowland areas. The understory consisted of small red maple, 
mountain maple (Acer spicatum), ferns and common forest ground cover such as 
starflower (Trientalis borealis) and bunchberry (Cornus canadensis). Patches of 
wild red raspberry (Rubus idaeus ssp. melanolasius) and common blackberry 
(Rubus allegheniensis) were also noted throughout this location.  
 
Evidence of moose (Alces alces) was noted within the study area in the way of 
browse and tracks. Two moose were observed within a similar community east of 
the study area. No areas of significant aquatic habitat were noted within the study 
area.   
 
None of the species identified within the background review of the site were 
identified within the study area however, oval-leaved bilberry was observed 
northwest of the proposed tower location (within the 100m x100m boundary).  
 

Species or Habitat Protected under the Endangered Species Act (ESA):  

  

No species or habitat that would be protected under the Endangered Species Act 
(ESA, 2007) were noted throughout the study area for either meteorological tower 
(Phase 2a and Phase 2b). 
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Oval-leaved bilberry was observed within the study area associated with the 
meteorological tower in Phase 2a and Phase 2b. Oval-leaved bilberry is assigned a 
ranking of S3 (Rare to uncommon in Ontario) according to the NHIC’s Ontario 
Ranking (SRank) system. Although it is not considered a Species at Risk (SAR) 
and protected under the ESA, general mitigation will be outlined below as a best 
management practice (BMP) to afford protection for the species. 
 

Environmental Impacts and Mitigation: 

 
It is expected that a permanent loss of vegetation (trees, shrubs, ground cover) 
will result from the clearing of land in the area directly associated with the 
meteorological towers (Circular area of 100m radius).  
Efforts should be taken to clear only the trees and shrubs necessary to fulfill 
project requirements, wherever possible and to use seed mix and species common 
to Ontario for restorative planting if choosing to rehabilitate disturbed areas. 
 
As oval-leaved bilberry was identified within the 100m radius area around the 
Phase 2b Meteorological Tower, it is expected that the species will be removed 
due to clearing. In order to minimize impacts to oval-leaved bilberry in this area, 
it is recommended that the methods outlined within the MNR’s Bilberry 
Relocation Procedure are followed in order to transplant the species to similar 
habitat in the surrounding area. Oval-leaved bilberry was also identified within 
the 120m buffer outside of the area to be cleared for the Phase 2a Meteorological 
Tower. As it has been observed within the general area, it is recommended that 
workers are trained to identify the species. Should it be identified within the area 
to be cleared, the Relocation Procedure will, again, be utilized. 
 
The clearing of trees and vegetation will also result in a loss of wildlife habitat, 
specifically for moose in the area of the Phase 2b meteorological tower and birds 
in the area of both meteorological towers. The clearing of trees and vegetation 
during the migratory nesting period could also result in the loss of active bird 
nests and young birds which is illegal under the Migratory Birds Convention Act 
(MBCA). In order to minimize impacts, clearing should only occur where 
necessary to minimize the loss of habitat as much as possible and restorative 
planting using native species should be done wherever possible. All clearing 
during the migratory bird nesting season (May 5 to August 10) should be avoided. 
If clearing will occur during these times, a pre-clearing check should be 
undertaken by a qualified individual with experience in avian nesting habits for 
the presence of migratory bird nests before tree removal. If a species protected 
under the MBCA is identified during the pre-clearing check, a permit will need to 
be obtained from the Canadian Wildlife Service (CWS) to allow for the nest to be 
destroyed. This is conditional upon the stage of the nesting birds. The MNR 
should also be consulted regarding the Fish and Wildlife Conservation Act 
(FWCA), if any species are found to be nesting within the project limits during 
the pre-clearing check. 
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As no aquatic habitat was identified within the study area of either meteorological 
tower, there are no expected impacts to fish habitat. 
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Decommissioning Plan 

 
REA Testing Equipment on Crown Land: Decommissioning Plan 

 
Decommissioning of Anemometer Towers: 

 
Each of the two anemometer towers is centered on the future base of a wind 
turbine. It is proposed to install the equipment in the spring/summer of 2011 
subject to award of permits and weather conditions. It is proposed that the 
installations would remain in place and in operation until the erection of the Bow 
Lake Phase 2 wind turbines, i.e. for a period of up to 24 months from date of 
commissioning of tower. The decommissioning is therefore planned for 2013. 
 
The towers will be disassembled as the development of the Phase 2 wind farm 
progresses. It is anticipated at the time of decommissioning the road access 
network associated with the wind turbines of Phase 2 will be established and the 
use of a small crane or boom truck will be utilized to aid in the disassembly of the 
two towers. The recording equipment will be removed and the masts of the towers 
broken down into the individual segments. These along with the guy wires and 
anchors will be removed from the site.  

 
Site rehabilitation will not be necessary, as the wind turbines will require the “foot 
print” of the meteorological towers in their installation. 
 

Avoidance of Environmental Impact: 

 
Care will be taken at all times during the disassembling and removal phases to 
keep the sites free of garbage and litter. Fueling of the equipment will be done 
with care and in a controlled area to ensure no impact on the environment. All 
construction debris, garbage, lunch bags etc. will be removed from the site and 
disposed of in an approved location. 
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Request for Information 

 
REA Testing Equipment on Crown Land: Request for Information 

 
 

The proponent formally requests from your community any information available 
to the community that, in its opinion, should be considered in preparing a 
document as part of the testing project submission to the MNR, and in particular, 
any information the community may have about any adverse impacts that the 
project may have on constitutionally protected aboriginal or treaty rights and any 
measures for mitigating those adverse impacts. 

 



 
    
 
January 27, 2011 
 
Chief Joe Buckell  
Michipicoten First Nation 
Gros Cap 49  
P.O. Box 1 Site 8, RR1 
Wawa, ON P0S 1K0  
 
 
Attention:  Chief Joe Buckell  

Reference:  Bow Lake Wind Farm REA Documents for Your Review 

 
 
Dear Chief, 
 
As you may be are aware, M.K. Ince and Associates Ltd. has been contracted to 
undertake assessments and prepare reports required under the Renewable Energy 
Approval (REA) regulations (O.Reg. 359/09) for the Bow Lake Wind Farm Phase 1.  
We are pleased to enclose draft copies of the reports for your review. 
  
We will be holding public meetings in April this year at which representatives of our 
company and the project developers will be present to further discuss the results of the 
studies and the reports, and the project in general.  Between now and then there is a 
formal public review period, during which you are invited to review the reports and 
submit any questions or comments you have to us.  Please find the formal notice of the 
meetings enclosed. 
 
Following the public review period and the public meetings we will be revising the draft 
reports to incorporate the results of the public consultation, and preparing a formal 
Public Consultation report.  As required by the regulation, the enclosed reports contain 
drafts of all the reports that will eventually be submitted to the Ministry of the 
Environment in the application for a Renewable Energy Approval for the wind farm, 
with the exception of the forthcoming Public Consultation Report.  If it is agreeable to 
your community, we invite you to make the documents available in your community for 
review during the public review period. 
  
We look forward to seeing you at the forthcoming public meetings.  If you have any 
questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact us. 
 
 
Best Regards, 
 
 
 
Thomas Bernacki, P.Eng. 















Record of Telephone Conversation  

 

Date: 9th May 2012 

Call from: Kevin O’Donovan – Vortex Wind Power (KOD) 

Call to: Carol Sanders – Band Manager of Michipicoten First Nations (CS) 

 

Notes from Call: 

- CS said that Chief is out of town for most of the week 

- KOD said he wished to talk to the Chief and CS about the letter written by them to Kent 

Brown of Bluearth regarding Bow Lake 

- CS recommended that KOD speak directly to the Chief  

- CS acknowledged that Vortex had an agreement with MFN for their reserve lands to 

investigate the development of a wind farm but that I would have to talk to the Chief to get 

his understanding on the Bow project as she did not know.  

- KOD agreed to contact the Chief when he returned to the office 



Record of Telephone Conversation  

 

Date: 11th May 2012 

Call from: Kevin O’Donovan – Vortex Wind Power (KOD) 

Call to: Chief Joe Buckell – Chief of Michipicoten First Nations (JB) 

 

Notes from Call: 

- JB said he was out of the office for the last week until today 

- KOD said he was following up on the call and message from Geoff Carnegie of BE which were 

left on the 1st May 

- KOD referred to correspondence from JB to BE stating that they had an interest in Bow Lake 

lands. KOD highlighted that over 4 years of consultation with JB he had not said that Bow 

Lake was situated on traditional lands of Michipicoten. KOD said that all the work Vortex did 

with Michipicoten was on their reserve lands as per the maps accompanying the agreements 

between Vortex and Michipicoten.  

- KOD asked if JB considered his the Bow Lake site to be located in Michipicoten traditional 

lands then why did he sign the 2nd April letter to MOE saying that they were not lands of 

interest to Michipicoten.  

- JB said that Chief Sayers brought the letter to him and he signed in blind trust. He only 

reviewed the letter later. 

- KOD enquired about MFNs traditional lands, JB said that under the Robinson Superior treaty 

of 1850 MFN’s traditional lands stretched from Pigeon River to Batchewana River. He said 

that these lands belong to the signees of the Robinson Superior treaty.  

- KOD reiterated his surprise that JB has decided to express an interest in these lands and 

claim that they are traditional lands since KOD and JB had worked together for 4 years and 

the Chief had never mentioned that Bow was of interest or in lands that were considered 

traditional lands of MFN.  

- JB said he would forward the Robinson Superior treaty to KOD 

- KOD agreed to review and revert to JB 



Record of Telephone Conversation  

 

Date: 25th May 2012 

Call from: Kevin O’Donovan – Vortex Wind Power (KOD) 

Call to: Chief Joe Buckell – Chief of Michipicoten First Nations (JB) 

 

Notes from Call: 

- KOD said he was ringing to follow up on the conversation with JB on the 11th May 

- KOD said he had not received a copy of the Robinson Superior treaty from JB 

- JB said that it was available on the internet if KOD “Googled” it 

- KOD said that he could only find a version of the treaty which appeared to be for a very large 

part of Ontario and did not refer specifically to MFN and their traditional lands 

- KOD asked could JB specify where in the treaty it showed that his traditional lands extended 

to the Bow Lake site 

- JB said that the boundary of the treaty was from Batchewana River to Pigeon River and 

anything in this region is considered as his traditional lands.  

- KOD said that this is a very large area that consisted of many FN traditional lands 

- JB said that MFN had overlapping boundaries with FNs neighbouring their lands. He said that 

he has a map showing these overlapping boundaries. However when KOD asked could he 

give a copy of the map showing the Bow Lake area he said that he did not have a map for 

that area as he had not reached agreement with Batchewana FN 

- JB stated that BFN view the lands which contain Bow Lake as their own lands and not MFNs.  

- JB said that Chief Sayers claims that the BFNs right to these lands is based on a treaty that 

pre-dates the Robinson Superior Treaty 

- KOD asked about the 2nd April and 12th April letters from JB and why had he stated that the 

Bow project was not located in MFN traditional lands in the first letter and then changed his 

mind and said they were in the second letter. JB said that he had been misled by Chief 

Sayers at the time of signing the letters and that regardless of what was said or written in 

the past JB was now declaring an interest in these lands.  

- JB said he has not met Chief Sayers since he discussed the 2nd April letter and told Chief 

Sayers that he wanted to share in the benefits of the Bow project.  

- KOD pointed out that JB never mentioned in the 4 years of working together that his 

traditional lands extended to the Bow Lake area.  

- JB restated that under the Robinson Superior Treaty the Bow Lake area is in MFN traditional 

lands.  
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Terella, Andrea

Subject: FW: Bow Lake Wind Project - Community meeting

From: Shele Lapham [mailto:slapham@michipicoten.com]  

Sent: November-15-12 11:17 AM 
To: Bryan Tripp 

Subject: RE: Bow Lake Wind Project - Community meeting 

 

Hello Bryan, 

 

Unfortunately, I cannot reschedule this meeting until I receive direction from my Chief.  I will forward your request to 

him and I will let you know what date has been decided when I am informed. 

 

Thank you, 

 

Shele 

 

From: Bryan Tripp [mailto:bryan@bluearth.ca]  

Sent: Thursday, November 15, 2012 10:43 AM 

To: 'Shele Lapham' 
Subject: RE: Bow Lake Wind Project - Community meeting 

 

Hi Shele, 

 

I received a call from Chief Buckell yesterday morning to inform me that he was cancelling the community meeting 

scheduled for November 21.  We agreed that we would reschedule the meeting in the near future.  Ideally we would like 

to reschedule the meeting for sometime before December 13. 

 

I also wanted to confirm that you will cancel the hall booking and that you will notify your community that the meeting 

has been postponed.  Once we have a new date finalized I can resend the notice for distribution with your newsletter. 

 

Sincerely, 

Bryan Tripp, P.Eng, M.A.Sc. |  Lead Regulatory - East 

DIRECT:     519.821.7319 

MOBILE:     519.803.4947 

EMAIL:       bryan@bluearth.ca 

 

BOW LAKE PHASE 1 WIND FARM LTD. & 

BOW LAKE PHASE 2 WIND FARM LTD.  

C/O BLUEARTH RENEWABLES INC.   

SUITE 200, 4723 – 1ST STREET S.W.   

CALGARY, ALBERTA  T2G 4Y8    

BLUEARTHRENEWABLES.COM/BOWLAKEWIND 

 

 

 

From: Shele Lapham [mailto:slapham@michipicoten.com]  

Sent: November-06-12 8:17 AM 
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To: Bryan Tripp 

Subject: RE: Bow Lake Wind Project - Community meeting 

 

Hi Bryan, 

 

Our address is Michipicoten First Nation,  1 Hiawatha Drive, Wawa, Ontario P0S 1K0. 

 

TTFN  

Shele 

 

From: Bryan Tripp [mailto:bryan@bluearth.ca]  

Sent: Friday, November 02, 2012 12:27 PM 

To: slapham@michipicoten.com 
Subject: RE: Bow Lake Wind Project - Community meeting 

 

Hi Shele, 

 

I received your last email.   I do need to put the venue name/address and the meeting time in the flyer before I can send 

to you.   Please confirm these details by email and I can add to the flyer. 

 

PS - I’ve been following the Wawa area flooding in the news and I hope everyone is safe and sound in your community. 

 

Bryan 

 

From: Bryan Tripp  

Sent: October-25-12 3:09 PM 

To: 'Shele Lapham' 
Subject: RE: Bow Lake Wind Project - Community meeting 

 

Hi Shele, 

 

Thanks for booking the venue for November 21.   We will plan to host a mixed format meeting with an open house 

format with poster boards from 5:00 pm to 7:00pm and have a formal Q&A session from 7:00 pm to 8:00pm.   Do you 

think this meeting time and format is appropriate for your community? 

 

I am almost done preparing a flyer for distribution with your newsletter.    I have a few questions on the flyer 

 

1)      Do you prefer a 8.5” x 11” flyer to include with your newsletter or do you require a specific size add to include in 

the newsletter itself?   

2)      Can you also please email me the address and proper name of the venue so I can include these details in the 

flyer? 

3)      Do you prefer a PDF or hardcopies?  If hardcopies, how many? 

 

Thanks! 

 

Bryan 

 

 

From: Shele Lapham [mailto:slapham@michipicoten.com]  

Sent: October-23-12 12:04 PM 
To: Bryan Tripp 

Cc: 'MFN Reception' 
Subject: RE: Bow Lake Wind Project - Community meeting 
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Hello Bryan, 

 

November 21, is great!  I will book the hall and let our receptionist inform you of the cost.  The format that most likely is 

preferred is display boards and a presentation to the members.  Please send me a flyer with your information that I can 

distribute to the community.   

 

I look forward to meeting with you! 

 

Thank you, 

 

MiShele-Lee Lapham 

 

 

From: Bryan Tripp [mailto:bryan@bluearth.ca]  
Sent: Tuesday, October 23, 2012 11:21 AM 

To: 'slapham@michipicoten.com' 

Subject: Bow Lake Wind Project - Community meeting 

 

Hi Mishele-Lee 

 

It was nice to speak with you over the phone yesterday.   We would like to book the Band Hall for the evening of 

November 21 to host a community meeting regarding the Bow Lake Wind Power Project.  Please let me know if this date 

is still available and what your booking requirements are  (deposit, etc.). 

 

I will also prepare a notice that can go in your weekly newsletter to advertise the meeting.  As for meeting format, do 

you have a recommendation on the preferred meeting format for the community?  We can do an open house format 

with display boards and people on hand to answer questions, or we can do a set presentation and Q&A (or a mix of 

both).    

 

Bryan Tripp, P.Eng, M.A.Sc. |  Lead Regulatory - East 

DIRECT:     519.821.7319 

MOBILE:     519.803.4947 

EMAIL:       bryan@bluearth.ca 
 

____________________________________________________ 

BLUEARTH RENEWABLES INC.   

34 HARVARD ROAD 

GUELPH, ON N1G 4V8  
BLUEARTH.CA 

____________________________________________________ 

 

* Please consider the environment before printing this email. 

 

 







Date: __04 December 2012___________ 

 

Type of contact with landowner/stakeholder:    meeting __  phone _X_ 

 

Name of landowner/stakeholder: _Cheif Buckell, Michipicoten First Nation____ 

 

Who initiated contact:    BluEarth _X_  Landowner/stakeholder __ 

 

Name of BluEarth representative: __Bryan Tripp_______________________ 

 

Summary of Conversation; specifically identify any issues/concerns raised; mitigation 

offered by BluEarth 

 

___Call to Chief Buckell to reschedule the community information session that was 

originally set for November 21, but postponed at the request of Chief Buckell.    Chief 

Buckell agreed that December 18th would be a suitable date, however he indicated he 

was meeting with the Batchewana First Nation (BFN) on December 12, and if a 

satisfactory deal could not be worked out with the BFN, then he sees no point in hosting 

the community information session on MFN reserve.   I reiterated that the Project was 

willing to host the community meeting to gather MFN feedback on the Project regardless 

of the outcome of the meeting with the BFN.   Chief Buckell committed to call me back if 

he wished to cancel the new meeting date on December 18._____________________ 

 

___Bryan Tripp________    ________________________ 

BluEarth Representative    Land-/Stakeholder (if meeting) 




