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First Nations take firm stance 
versus wind farm project at public 
meeting 
by Lindsay Kelly  
March 24, 2010  

Province rejects hunt camps as dwellings needing 
turbine setbacks 
LITTLE CURRENT-The United Chiefs and Councils of 
Manitoulin (UCCM) made a clear stand against the Northland 
Power wind farm at a public meeting on Monday night, declaring 
their continued opposition to the project until appropriate 
consultation has been made with Island First Nations. 

A legal requirement of the Ontario government, as proclaimed by 
the Supreme Court of Canada, consultation "has been ignored 
and continues to be ignored," said Shining Turtle, Whitefish 
River First Nation chief and UCCM tribal chair, reading from a 
statement prepared in advance by the UCCM. "As long as the 
government of Ontario continues to ignore the First Nations, the 
chiefs will remain opposed to the project." 

Repeated requests for discussions with the First Nations have 
gone unheeded, the UCCM contends, yet the chiefs remain 
willing to co-operate on the many outstanding issues on 
Manitoulin, Chief Shining Turtle said. In the meantime, the 
chiefs "now have no option but to oppose development on 
Manitoulin Island." 

Northland Power president John Brace responded by indicating 
that the company welcomes the opportunity to sit down to 
negotiations with the First Nations. 

"It was clear to me from what you said that there are issues that 
are primarily focussed on the Ontario government," he said. "We 
sincerely want to take you up on your statement of sitting down 
and talking and going through the appropriate processes of 
working with the First Nations associated with the project, just as 
we want to sit down and work with the non-First Nations people 
on this project." 

The issue, say the chiefs, could be solved easily by simply sitting 
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down with the province to undergo negotiations, and the UCCM 
has established a Consultation and Accommodation Framework 
table, which outlines how resolution can be achieved. "It's a very 
simple process," said Chief Shining Turtle, noting that even 
though Wikwemikong was not present at the meeting, that First 
Nation remains in support of its fellow reserves. 

Through this process, the chief is optimistic that issues such as 
the long- and short-term impacts of the turbine project, as well as 
the health impacts, could be addressed, if only the province 
would sit down to discuss them. The chiefs "again invite 
interested parties and representatives to come to the table and 
settle all concerns and grievances," the UCCM statement 
concluded. 

Northland Power project manager Rick Martin said the company 
recognizes the frustrations the UCCM feels regarding the need 
for consultation but suggested that the duty to consult has been 
placed on the company, and it is eager to engage the First 
Nations affected by the project. 

"We're trying hard to establish meaningful consultation with the 
First Nations," he emphasized. "There are some items with that 
process that are certainly difficult to address, as the First Nations 
feel there's a duty to consult with the Crown. We recognize that 
and respect their feelings about that; at the same time, the duty to 
consult has been assigned to us and it's something we have an 
obligation to attempt to address." 

But the Northland project continues to irk more than just Island 
First Nations. Ray Beaudry, who is a founding member of the 
Manitoulin Coalition for Safe Energy Alternatives (MCSEA), 
was angry that a recent decision about the definition of a 
receptor-which his group had argued should include hunt camps-
has been altered in favour of the wind industry. 

Late last year, residents opposed to the project began taking out 
building permits in an effort to stall or shut down the project, 
which would span a wide swath of land outside Little Current, 
encompassing McLean's Mountain and the bluff above Honora 
Bay. If a dwelling was going to be built on a piece of land, the 
theory went, Northland would have to maintain the required 550-
metre setbacks and the project would have to be altered. 

But this newest definition, released by to Northland via letter 
from Doris Dumais, director of the Ministry of the 
Environment's (MOE) approvals branch last Friday, removes any 
possibility that the permits will affect the project's outcome. 

"It does not seem likely that these buildings will be used for 
overnight accommodation and thus will not be considered noise 
receptors," writes Ms. Dumais, who goes on to say that the MOE 
expects public consultation to take place regarding this issue. 

In a follow-up letter issued on Monday, Ms. Dumais further 

Page 2 of 6First Nations take firm stance versus wind farm project at public meeting

4/30/2010http://www.manitoulin.ca/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=161%3Afirst...



elaborates, noting that the initial definition for a noise receptor 
was not intended to apply to hunt camps, or other buildings used 
temporarily. 

"The main purpose of establishing the setback prohibitions in 
sections 54 and 55 or O.Reg 359/09 was in consideration of 
long-term exposure to noise," she writes. "Given the temporary 
use of hunt camps, there is limited potential for long-term 
exposure to noise from wind turbines or transformers." 

It is also noted that for vacant land, the setback point begins at 
the centre of the land. 

But Mr. Beaudry argues that the MOE changed these regulations 
after the public complained about the setback distances, and that 
with "every item we identified, the minister of the environment, 
with Northland Power, changed the rules to suit the wind 
company." 

"It's very upsetting," he said, "especially for people with hunt 
camps." 

Mr. Martin acknowledged the earlier tactic by residents to take 
out building permits as a way to "close the project down, or set it 
back," but he said he personally asked for clarification on the 
definition of a receptor due to inconsistency about it in the past. 

"There's been some variation on how it's been described in the 
past," he said. "It's been a dwelling, it's been a residence, it's 
been a variety of different things and the last description was an 
overnight residence, and so the question became do seasonal 
camps and hunt camps be considered residences?" 

Clarification was required for determining turbine layout, he 
said, and more consultation will be done before any final 
decisions are made. 

"We have to talk to owners of camps and get historical usage-
that will be part of our renewable energy approvals process-but 
there seems to be some clarification on what a receptor really is," 
he added. 

Calling it "administrative and procedural unfairness," Mr. 
Beaudry said the landowners will now review the criteria 
brought forward by the ministry and ensure their hunt camps and 
seasonal dwellings fit the description. 

He also maintains that the ministry does not indicate what will 
happen for people who want to build on their land in the future. 
Landowners along Perch Lake sideroad are uncertain whether 
they will be issued a building permit, and guaranteed safety, if 
they want to build after the turbines go up. 

"That responsibility is going to fall on the municipality, whether 
they issue you a building permit or not, but Northland Power is 
saying it's okay to build there," he said. "It's not their call; it's 
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going to be the municipality." 

The entire process is sketchy, according to Al Ryan, who views 
the varying reports from Northland over the life of the project as 
suspicious. 

"Since June I've been able to download four different maps 
showing the locations of the turbines on McLean's Mountain, 
and tonight there's a fifth map on the table that has a brand-new 
turbine on it," he said. "So the consistency of these locations 
keeps altering all the time, and from application to application. I 
would be wary no matter where you are on McLean's Mountain 
where a turbine might actually be located when it's finally 
finalized." 

Mr. Martin contends, however, that "we're actually down a 
turbine or two," and emphasizes that "turbines have been moved 
from various areas to both meet the REA (Renewable Energy 
Act) requirements and the noise setbacks, as per the REA 
requirements, and we've been listening to the comments that 
people have been making and the concerns." 

Mr. Beaudry vows that MCSEA and fellow concerned 
landowners will not end their lobby here. They plan to follow up 
to make sure the issue of building on vacant land is recognized 
by the MOE, as well as ensure that current hunt camp owners 
aren't left in the cold. 

Overall, he was disappointed with the procedural hurdles he says 
the group has had to face time and again just to be dealt with 
fairly and appropriately. 

"We identified the issues, and we had to go through the process, 
but it's hard to get answers," he lamented. "We can't seem to get 
answers; the wind company gets the answers before the public 
does, so how can we respond to it? The legislation and the 
commissions will be given before we have a chance to do 
something about it to protect our land." 

Though the detractors may have been more vocal Monday night, 
the project still maintains a steady level of supporters as well. 
Landowner Brad Wilkin, who has between four and five wind 
turbines proposed for his land, believes this is an excellent way 
in which to boost the economies of Little Current and the Island 
as a whole. 

"They want economic development and here it's going to be over 
a million dollars pumped into the economy," he reasoned. "So 
you put in a multiplier effect of even four-that's $4 million." 

For an economically depressed area like Manitoulin, the influx of 
tax dollars, the promise of jobs and the potential boost to tourism 
all point to the project as being a success. He suggests that the 
negative aspects alleged about wind turbine projects have been 
grossly exaggerated, and that a more balanced approach is 
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required for the project. 

"One of the things, always, is you've got to be a little optimistic," 
he argued. "When you go around and check on the Internet and 
pick out all the bad stuff and throw out all the good stuff, you get 
a very jaundiced view of it; there are both sides to the story." 

The very day of the meeting, Mr. Wilkin said a Northland 
representative on his land measured the wind at 47 decibels 
without, to his mind, a negative audible effect. The government-
regulated noise level is acceptable at a level of 40 decibels, so "if 
the wind is blowing at 47, how are you going to hear it at 40?" he 
reasoned. 

The information presented at Monday's meeting and the 
discussions surrounding it simply reinforced his belief that the 
wind project will be a benefit to the community, and he points to 
the in-depth research done by Northland, as well as first-hand 
field trips to wind farms in the US, PEI and southern Ontario, 
where farmers who had turbines on their properties "will tell you 
it's the best thing they've ever had." 

"People say they're going to scare away tourists," he said, "but 
when we went to PEI to check the wind farm there, lo and 
behold, they told us that they had to build a restaurant there 
because so many people were coming to see it." 

He hopes that a similar scenario will play out on Manitoulin, 
along with the needed jobs that the project would provide. 

"Everybody has to leave the Island for jobs and then they come 
back and retire," he said. "It would be nice to keep some of our 
young people right here." 

Following the consultation on Monday, the company will gather 
the comments received and do a final tweaking of its plan before 
submitting it to the province for approval in April. From there, 
Mr. Martin noted, Northland will provide any clarification 
requested by the MOE and await a feed-in-tariff contract from 
the Ontario Power Authority before moving forward. 

While he was pleased with the turnout for the meeting, and 
optimistic for future positive dialogue with First Nations, the 
community, and landowners, he is encouraging further 
discussions and said he is open to meeting and talking with 
anyone at any time. 

He's confident that, if the naysayers are given time, they will see 
the project as less intrusive than they initially believed it to be, 
and said he earnestly looks forward to maintaining a positive, 
beneficial relationship with community. 

"In time, I would hope that the community and the company 
work together and realize the economic benefits for the 
community, for the farmers, the new jobs being developed in the 
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area, and when it's all said and done that everybody appreciates 
the efforts we did despite the negativity that was in the 
community." 

Next > 
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M A N I T O U L I N     W I N D   N E W S
C O L U M N   A R C H I V E S

In December 2010, a regular column started to appear in the Expositor, written 
and paid for by the McLean’s Mountain Wind Farm project to be sure residents 
had access to facts, references and expert sources, veri�ed by an existing project 
team.  We have had many positive comments about the quality and readability 
of the information.  If you have missed any of these columns or would like 
copies of past columns, an archive has been prepared. We can email them to you 
or you can come to the project o�ce and pick up copies for yourself. Feel free to 
make suggestions for further topic areas. Let’s keep communications open.Rick Martin

PROJECT MANAGER

December 15, 2010 
WIND ENERGY IS CLEAN ENERGY
Why wind energy is coming to Manitoulin Island.

December 22, 2010
TURBINES ON MANITOULIN LANDSCAPE
Why and how wind turbines will bring green energy 
to Ontario and to Manitoulin Island.

January 12, 2011
WIND SOUNDS
Facts about wind turbine sounds.

January 19, 2011
WIND & WILDLIFE
Proactive approach to wind and wildlife impact on 
Manitoulin Island.

January 26, 2011
PROPONENT RESPONSIBILITIES
Three levels of government requirements and 
monitoring.

February 2, 2011
IMPACT ON ADJACENT LANDS
Green Energy Act guidelines, setbacks and MPAC 
studies.

February 9, 2011
TURBINE LOCATIONS
Turbine location process and use of Wind Rose.

February 16, 2011
THE RENEWABLE ENERGY ACT
Renewable Energy Approvals process and 
requirements charted.

February 23, 2011
FIRST NATIONS PARTNERSHIP
50-50 Partnership with Mnidoo Mnising Power, 
McLean’s Mountain Wind Farm and other energy 
ventures explained.

March 2, 2011
WE’VE HEARD YOU: NEW LOOK 
Impact of community input on �ve turbine removals.

March 9, 2011
LOCAL IMPACT DURING CONSTRUCTION
Survey team begins road routes for construction 
using GPS and LiDAR.

March 16, 2011
COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT
Positive role of engaged farmers and landowners.

March 23, 2011
TRUE COST OF RENEWABLE ENERGY
Addressing myths related to expense of renewables.

March 30, 2011
ECONOMICS OF WIND
Wind energy proving competitive when factoring in 
bene�ts and long-term needs.

April 6, 2011
CHANGING WIND TECHNOLOGY
History of wind energy and technological advances 
in blades and towers.

April 13, 2011
WIND FARM PROJECT UP DATE
Status report on development plans.

April 20, 2011
ROLE OF PUBLIC MEETINGS
In�uence you can bring to a project.

April 27, 2011
EFFECT OF TALLER TURBINES
Reducing number of turbines and wind sound.

May 3, 2011
AGRICULTURAL LAND & TURBINES
Wind is compatible with agricultural land use.

McLean’s Mountain Wind Farm
PROJECT OFFICE

13 Worthington Street
Little Current

Call us at 705-368-0303
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Wednesday, December 22, 2010

Letter to the Editor

As a participating landowner in the McLean’s Wind Power Project, this last 1 ½ years has certainly been interest-
ing.  Electricity is a commodity we all take for granted.  The second it goes out – ‘Oh no, what happened?’  How long 
before it comes back on is the normal response.  Since electricity has come to the Island it has been supplied by coal, 
water and nuclear energy.  Every one of these has their very own issues.  The price of energy is going up all of the 
time.  If you add up the costs of the various charges on your bill, you will quickly see the actual true cost of power is 
between 17 and 18 cents.  This is the actual cost of energy in most areas in Canada and U.S. when all hidden costs are 
actually revealed.

We have an opportunity here to generate our own power on the Island with a completely renewable resource – wind.  
This generation has been occurring world-wide for more than 40 years now.  There is a substantial benefit to the whole 
community through leases with landowners, additional taxes and very good paying jobs in construction and the actual 
operation of the power project.

I have had many consultations with landowners and residents in other wind farm locations before and after my in-
volvement with Northland.  The one common viewpoint is that wind generation certainly provides the opportunity for 
hidden agendas.  Whether it is those looking to make a name for themselves in political circles, making a career out of 
litigation or even just making a very good income from speaking engagements – many have latched on.  The opportu-
nity also exists for those who wish to get back at regulators for perceived slights/rejections of other plans, those who 
do not qualify for a turbine location or do not want to see hydro lines.  For many detractors the main issue is visual.  
While most don’t mind them and some actually see turbines as architectural marvels, there are those who do not.  
That is fine, everyone is allowed an opinion.  Let’s just state that and leave out the silly nonsense.  As many have said 
“Imagine if our fore-fathers had acted this way.  We would still be running around barefoot and living in caves with 
this attitude.”  There would be no vehicles (too noisy and dangerous), no hydro/telephone poles, no communication 
towers, bridges, towers, and the list goes on.

Study after study from all around the world for 30+ years has shown that turbines can be an annoyance for some.  A 
new street light, a barking dog, the erection of fence, cutting of a tree, etc. can also be an annoyance.  If one cannot 
accept and adapt to that change, yes you can become very sick and suffer health effects from these annoyances.  

Northland Power has asked the landowners to not engage the opposition, feeling that everyone would see through the 
opposition’s claims.  However, there are two sides to every story and both sides should be told.  The benefits to the 
community in terms of jobs & taxes are undeniable.  The benefits to reducing our carbon output are also. 

Brad Wilkin
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Friday, January 14, 2011

Letter to the Editor

GETTING IT RIGHT: RIGHT TIME, RIGHT PLACE

“Hey Bruce, what are you going to do about the wind turbines coming to Manitoulin,” asked a resident the other day. 

I thought I’d submit this letter to the Expositor because may of you many be asking yourselves what members of 
Council have done, will do and are able to do when a development like this comes to NEMI. I am not submitting this 
letter on behalf of Council nor my colleagues. I can tell you what I’ve done and why I have taken the position of sup-
porting wind energy.

When you accept the position of municipal Councillor, you put the collective interests of the community-served ahead 
of individual and personal interest. Every matter that comes before a Councillor or Council is met first with the best 
interest test. Best interest is bundled under the umbrella of sustainability. What sustains, nurtures and has the poten-
tial to grow and/or benefit our collective interests? What helps create jobs here, ensures future opportunities for our 
children and keeps us safe and prosperous?  Unlike other levels of government we are not dictated by politics from 
a political party.  The real politics before a municipal government come mostly from local citizen lobby groups with 
particular interests.

Like all municipalities, we were aware of the provincial government’s decision and promise to take us off coal.  We 
were aware that there would be a shift to renewable energy – wind, solar and water. It is not a secret that Manitoulin 
Island has an abundance of wind. The McLean’s Mountain Wind Farm project is not the only potential wind energy 
development for the Island. The truth is the wind farm passes the best interest test. It is clean and green.  It is emis-
sions-free. The site simulations demonstrate that most of us will see very few turbines. The Ministry of the Environ-
ment requirements are stringent and well monitored. The Minister of Health and the Chief Medical Officer of Ontario 
assured us there are no health impacts. The studies done and the mitigation to accommodate wildlife and birds are 
thorough. The economic benefits, the job and training benefits are defined and favourable.

Landowners with property that could be part of the turbine location siting will benefit and that will support and aug-
ment the income of many local farmers. I am on the public record for potentially benefitting from turbines that might 
be placed on my property. I have excused myself from Council debates on the wind farm accordingly to protect 
against any real or perceived conflict of interest. Regardless, I approached the issue of wind turbines coming to the 
Island in the same manner any development under consideration would be tested. I did my homework.  I am informed 
and my decision is an informed one. Wind energy is not an unknown technology.  Wind turbines have been part of 
many European landscapes and are a trusted source of energy in many countries such as Holland, Germany, Denmark 
and others. Renewable energy is part of Ontario’s future and part of Manitoulin’s future too.

We have a collective duty to protect the environment. Getting off fossil fuel is long overdue. Manitoulin environmen-
tal stewardship is important and shifting to wind power is a responsible and conscientious act. The wind farms can 
be incorporated into NEMI tourism plans. The Island’s role in green energy can be part of our branding of the region. 
This is the right time for renewable energy.  Manitoulin is the right place for wind power projects. The job of getting it 
right for us all is part of provincial policies and regulations.  

The winds of change are blowing and Manitoulin Island is now able to harness that wind for the benefit of all.

Councillor Bruce Wood
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Opinion Editorial

LITTLE CURRENT HISTORY ANCHORED BY GEOGRAPHY
By Residents and Friends of Manitoulin Wind

It may be time for some of us quiet folks to speak up to 
remind us about the past. We didn’t depend on tourism 
in the old days. Wind power coming to our Island isn’t 
scary. As some have said clearly in letters to the Exposi-
tor, status quo is not an option. Change is inevitable. 
Embracing it is the best remedy.

This Island has a history linked to coal and the old in-
dustrial era of shipping, lumber and iron ore. We didn’t 
worry about whistles blowing, trains rumbling, ship 
horns blasting, cranes swinging and creaking -- all pretty 
much non-stop. We were a hub of activity and jobs.

If there isn’t a scientific measure for annoyance, there 
most certainly appears to be clear indication it is linked to 
one’s individual tolerance for, or intolerance of, change.

Our geography has defined our economy. It still does.

Many of the families that have lived here for generations 
will recall with fond memories how the landscape of the 
Island and of Little Current was dominated by huge load-
ing towers, the Inco iron ore pellet loader and the multi-
storied steel crane that served our coal dock. These were 
huge structures.  As big as wind turbines? Maybe.  They 
were certainly more visible. 

Little Current and Manitoulin were part of Ontario’s 
reliance on coal as a fuel, as a source of energy and as a 
critical ingredient to keeping the smelting furnaces going 
at Inco. Now, we will be an important part of Ontario’s 
efforts to get off coal.

Do you know what it sounds and looks like when a chan-
nel is dredged?  Well, it’s a noisy process with blasting 
and scraping and digging and more blasting. 

Some of us had jobs in the dredging that led to work on 
the St. Lawrence and other major dredging projects in 
central and eastern Canada. It was hard work, but good 
work.  

There were no environmental assessments in those days. 
The channel was dredged to provide 22 feet of depth to 
permit freighters to enter and deliver ship loads of coal. 
In record time, our waterways were filled with large 
commercial ships loading and unloading coal and other 
industrial supplies. 

The Algoma Eastern Railway brought prosperity to our 
Island. It built the swing bridge during 1912 and 1913. In 
1929, the coal facility was tripled in size by filling in the 

open water between the coal dock and the commercial 
dock. Men shoveled tons of coal into 30-car trains.  There 
were roughly seven trains a day taking coal to Inco. The 
coal unloader was dismantled in 1966 and replaced by an 
iron ore pellet loader. Each of the 30-cars per train then 
contained 75 tons of iron ore pellets headed to Sudbury. 
The pellet loader was removed in 1999. 

The Railroad was another source of good jobs and jobs 
that took many back and forth out of this region to many 
destinations.  All aboard?  We were. These were jobs that 
topped up farmer incomes. 

Agriculture was strong. The cattle business was a big 
business and, in fact at one point, we held the record for 
the largest one day cattle sales in all of North America. 

The North Shore Timber company kept sawmills buzzing 
thanks to all the ways to transport the lumber.  

The quarries were busy crushing silica and conveyors 
hauled the quarry treasure into sea-going vessels.

The sounds of all this enterprise were heard clearly for 
miles and miles. No one complained. Youth had many 
sources of good paying jobs working for the railways, 
the shipping companies, the lumber camps, the farms and 
some learned to be hoist operators and dredgers. 

We have wind the same way we have a harbour.  It’s ge-
ography’s gift.  

Renewable energy is the future and wind farms will be 
part of going green and clean when it comes to energy. 
So, the quality, the force and the capacity of wind on 
Manitoulin will bring a new, quieter, cleaner source of 
economic activity to us. It will take us off coal. 

Wind brings us a new role in 21st century Ontario. Don’t 
be annoyed. Our history and now our future again served 
by our geography. Let’s make it work.

___________________________________________

This is the collective view of the following who met to 
discuss why our neighbours and fellow residents seem 
concerned about wind power coming to Manitoulin.

Prepared with comments and memories from Bud Wilkin, 
Patricia Wilkin, Brad Wilkin, Audrey Jones, Bruce Wood, 
Pat Wood, Ed Ferguson, Connie Ferguson.
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