
 

 

PO BOX 3  NORTH GOWER ON K0A 2TO 

ottawawindconcerns@gmail.com 

July 11, 2013 

Ontario Power Authority and the Independent Electricity System Operator 

Via email 

Re: Dialogue on Regional Energy Planning and Siting in Ontario 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this issue, which is one of grave concern to people living 

in rural and small urban communities in Ontario. 

We understand that the dialogue on this process is probably related to the siting of natural gas power 

projects, pursuant to the cancellation of two such plants in the Greater Toronto Area (GTA) but the fact 

is, the process in Ontario as it is now, applies to all large power projects, whether nuclear, gas, hydro, 

biogas, or large wind and solar. 

As a group member of Wind Concerns Ontario, we have read and agree with the comments sent to you 

by the executive, but wish to add a few points from the Ottawa area, in order to point out the need for a 

different system for planning and siting large power projects, in particular, wind. 

The Ottawa situation 

With 5,700 square kilometers of land, metropolitan Ottawa is the world’s largest rural city and yet, with 

a population of almost one million, it is also Ontario’s second largest city. 

There is currently one, 20-megawatt wind power project proposed for the rural community of North 

Gower, which was amalgamated into the City of Ottawa in 2001.  Some key points about this project: 

 There is no wind resource in North Gower, according to the Canadian Wind Atlas. 



 Because of that, the wind power developer has proposed turbines to be constructed that will be 

190-meters or 626-feet tall, equal to 60-storey office buildings (of which there are none in the 

City of Ottawa), in order to catch wind at higher elevations. 

 As you can see from the map of the project appended to this letter of the project, more than 

350 homes—not people, homes—will be within 2 km of the power project. 

 Population density is much higher than for other wind project locations; in the Melancthon area, 

for example, population density is about nine people per square kilometer while in the North 

Gower area, the density is roughly 32 people per square kilometer. 

 If you accept that 10-20% of people exposed to the environmental noise and vibration produced 

from the power generators will experience some changes to their health, we estimate that as 

many as 150-200 people could suffer sleep disturbance and attendant health problems, 

including cardiovascular symptoms, headache and stress. 

 The wind power developer admitted that the project will make noise. When asked on a Rogers 

TV news show in April 2010 whether the generators will make noise, the wind power developer 

Prowind representative Bart Geleynse said, “Of course they will, they’re power plants.” 

 Ontario courts have accepted property value loss on the order of 22-50% for properties 

neighbouring wind power projects, if not 100% of value (Wiggins et al). Again, if you take a 

conservative approach, the property value loss for North Gower families could be about $70 

million. The loss in assessed value of the homes could also have an effect on other Ottawa 

taxpayers, as others will have to make up the shortfall in tax revenues for the City overall. 

 This is expropriation without compensation. Residents have already held several meetings, and 

plan to take legal action if the project is approved. 

 The wind power developer claims to have followed all the rules of the process but in fact made 

several errors which served to exclude the community. Notices of the project, for example, 

posted in 2009, were placed in a subscription-only publication for the village of Manotick, not in 

the community papers that were delivered free to all North Gower residents. There are 

residents to this day who are uninformed on the proposal; the people of the rest of the City of 

Ottawa are almost completely unaware, and as it will not affect them, unlikely to examine the 

proposal in detail. 

 The wind power project is some 20 km distant from the transmission lines which will require a 

significant investment in electricity infrastructure from ratepayers. 

All this is to say that in a planning process that is centred on “regions” a small community such as North 

Gower will be trampled by the wishes and lack of awareness of the larger community or region to which 

we belong. 

As we believe Wind Concerns Ontario said in its comments, the fact is that wind power generation 

makes up a very small portion of supply in Ontario, and yet for the communities forced to host these 

power projects (local land use planning power was removed under the Green Energy and Green 

Economy Act) the local impact is staggering in terms of social disruption, alteration to the community, 

and the potential for negative impacts such as property value loss and health problems from the 

pollution by environmental noise. Even if local land use planning was returned (and it should be) there is 



no guarantee that rural or small urban communities will not still be used as “sacrificial zones” for the 

power needs of the larger communities. 

When the health and financial stability of residents can be so dramatically affected, this is not 

acceptable. 

Our recommendations: 

 With the reports of “spilled” hydro and nuclear power, we need to see a long-term energy plan 

that is realistic about Ontario’s power needs, and spreads the responsibility for power 

generation fairly and appropriately. The only communities that can “host” giant wind power 

projects, which take up a significant portion of the landscape and alter communities for at least 

20 years, if not forever, are rural and small urban; these same communities are NOT the ones 

using the power. 

 Conduct a thorough cost-benefit analysis on every wind power project, including the cost-

effectiveness of wind power generation as compared to other forms of generation, the potential 

impact to communities such as property value loss, and the potential for health effects, loss of 

tourism revenue, etc. In the U.S., some jurisdictions require the developer to put up a bond to 

cover any property value loss.  

 Communication needs to be appropriate and effective: we note that much of the 

communication on power issues is via the Internet—this is not always appropriate for a 

rural/small urban community where Internet access is not assured or is not necessarily high-

speed, nor is it appropriate for communities in which there is a significant proportion of seniors, 

as many rural communities in Ontario do. 

 The messaging that communities unwilling to “host” wind power projects are NIMBYs needs to 

stop: it is completely reasonable for a community to determine that the impact of a power 

project is not insignificant, and then to decide it doesn’t want one, or at least one of the type 

being proposed. 

 Ontario needs a new process for selecting sites for large-scale power projects. 

 The process needs to be different for each type of power generation. 

 The process needs to start with the notion of a “willing host” community, as put forward by 

Ontario municipalities---the “willing host” idea needs to be defined and acceptable to all 

residents of a community. 

 Recognize that wind power generation projects are an industrial use of the land and should be 

treated as such. This is not an agricultural land use. 

 The wind power development industry needs a code of conduct; there have been too many 

examples of coercion and misleading of both members of the community and property owners 

leasing land for turbines. Companies need to behave appropriately, and meet a requirement for 

“duty of care” providing a full range of information on potential negative aspects of the power 

projects as well as any possible positive results (Wiggins et al., Ontario Superior Court of Justice) 

They should also be required to provide proof of the promises of projects. In the case of wind 

power projects, the companies promise jobs, jobs, jobs for communities; as the Auditor General 



pointed out in his 2011 Annual Report, any such jobs are short-term and in construction…they 

do not represent long-term prosperity for a community. 

 We do not support the notion of the so-called “community benefit” to communities that host 

wind power projects; the people most directly and seriously impacted by these projects will not 

likely benefit in any way that would make up for loss of property value, or serious health effects. 

 Local land use planning needs to be returned to communities as a start, and power projects 

should be treated as any other sort of infrastructure, with residents having full input to 

decisions that will affect their community, their financial futures and their health. 

Thank you. 

Jane Wilson, Chair, Ottawa Wind Concerns Inc. 

Gary Thomas, Vice-president and Secretary 

 

  



 

 


