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White Pines Wind Project  
Clarification Document  

Updated: November 26, 2014 

The White Pines Wind Project was submitted to the Ministry of the Environment in September 2012. Since then, certain project 
reports have been updated as a result of review and consultation. This document describes how these updated reports would be 
reflected in the Project Description Report, Construction Plan Report, Design and Operations Report, an Interconnection Line Effects 
Assessment.  

Consultation has been ongoing since September 2012. Included here is a summary of consultation since that time.  

Summary of Report Updates: 
Heritage 

As a result of consultation with the Prince Edward County Heritage Advisory Committee, additional site visits took place on February 
20 and 21, 2013. During the site visits, significant viewscapes, cultural heritage landscapes, and previously unidentified heritage 
attributes of individual cultural heritage resources were identified and documented. The Cultural Heritage Report was updated in 
October 2013. In the revised report, the potential for indirect impacts was identified for 20 cultural heritage resources. Potential direct 
Project related impacts were identified for 21 cultural heritage resources. 
 
Project reports prepared prior to this update would not reflect the additional resources identified – i.e.) project mapping would not 
include the more recently identified resources, nor would summaries of findings and mitigation include the updated information. How 
the updated report would impact the earlier REA reports is summarized in this table. For ease of review, we would recommend 
referring to the revised Cultural Heritage Report for any information related to the Project and cultural heritage.  
 
Water 

Following discussion with the MOECC on July 10, 2014, the Water Assessment and Water Body Report was updated. The revised 
Water Assessment and Water Body Report for the Wind Turbine portion of the project identifies 18 REA water bodies and fish habitat 
within 120m of the Project Location.  The revised Water Assessment and Water Body Report for the Interconnection Line portion of 
the project identifies 18 REA water bodies and fish habitat within 120m of the Project Location.   
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Project reports prepared prior to this update would not reflect the additional water bodies identified – i.e.) project mapping would not 
include the more recently identified resources, nor would summaries of findings and mitigation include the updated information. How 
the updated report would impact the earlier REA reports is summarized in this table. For ease of review, we would recommend 
referring to the revised Water Assessment and Water Body Reports for any information related to the Project and water bodies.   
 
Noise 

The Noise Assessment Report was updated in October 2014. It was prepared to address a number of receptor clarifications 
identified though aerial imagery, field reconnaissance, feedback from local landowners, and the MOECC.   

Project reports prepared prior to this update would not reflect the additional water bodies identified – i.e.) project mapping would not 
include the more recently identified resources, nor would summaries of findings and mitigation include the updated information. How 
the updated report would impact the earlier REA reports is summarized in this table. For ease of review, we would recommend 
referring to the revised Noise Assessment Report for any information related to the Project and noise.   
 
Interconnection Line 

It has been determined that the 28km interconnection line is to be constructed entirely by wpd.  In consultation with various 
organisations, wpd Canada has made a final determination about the nature and location of the Interconnection Line.  Details of this 
can be found in the Interconnection Line Effects Assessment (ILEA); project maps have been updated to reflect the final 
determination of the Interconnection Line. 

wpd has decided to install the transmission lines below ground with two (2) exceptions: two bridges located along Crowes Road north 
of Scott’s Mill, and along the bridge over Mill Pond.  These details are outlined in the ILEA Report; Table 3.1 reviews potential effects 
and mitigation measures regarding the installation, maintenance, and decommissioning of the interconnection line. Mitigation 
measures in Table 3.1 consider both underground and above-ground installation. 
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Summary Table of Report Updates 

 
Section  Description / Existing Text After Change 

 
Project Description Report 

 
Appendix A, Fig 
3-3.5  Socio-
economic 
Features – 
Heritage and 
Protected 
Properties 
 

 The Cultural Heritage Report was updated in October 
2013.  Original report identified, 29 built heritage 
resources (BHRs) and two cultural heritage 
landscapes, and 9 protected properties within or 
adjacent to the Study Area. 
 
 

The Cultural Heritage Report was updated in October 2013.  
The updated report identifies 74 Cultural Heritage Resources, 
and 12 total protected properties. 
 
Please see Appendix A: Figures 3.0-3.5 

Appendix A, Fig. 
4-4.5 Natural 
Heritage 
Features and 
Water Bodies 

 The Water Assessment and Water Body Reports for 
both the Wind and Interconnection Line were updated 
in October 2014.  
  
Original report identified four REA water bodies within 
120m of the Project Location.  
 
 

The updated Water Assessment and Water Body Report for the 
Wind portion of the Project identifies 18 REA water bodies within 
120m of the Project Location.    
 
Please see Appendix A: Figures 4.0-4.5 

Appendix C,  
Overview of 
Potential 
Environmental 
Effects 
and Monitoring 
Plan 

 “Construction and decommissioning to be undertaken 
in such a way as to minimize impacts to the cultural 
heritage features inventoried in the Heritage Impact 
Assessment Report. 
 

 Care should be taken during construction to 
monitor noise and vibration levels to avoid 
damaging structures that abut the municipal 
road allowance where construction activities 
are being undertaken. 

 In regards to the three protected properties it 
is recommended that: 

 Maximum acceptable peak particle velocity 
should be determined by a qualified engineer 

“The potential for indirect impacts was identified for 20 cultural 
heritage resources. Potential Project related direct impacts have 
been identified for 21 cultural heritage resources. The indirect 
impacts relate to the potential for vibration impacts while the 
direct impacts relate to views. 
  
Construction and decommissioning is to be undertaken in such 
a way as to minimize impacts to the cultural heritage features 
inventoried in the Heritage Impact Assessment Report. 
Recommended mitigation measures for the 21 cultural heritage 
resources include the following: 
  

 In order to mitigate any visual impacts, turbines T07, 
T09, and T11 would have to be avoided. As avoidance 
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prior to any subgrade activities to ensure 
structural integrity of the Dulmage-Farrington-
Marshall Driveshed, the residential building on 
the Gibbins’ Property and the Royal Street 
Cheese Factory. 

 Vibration levels should be monitored during 
any below-grade construction activities in the 
vicinity of the Dulmage-Farrington-Marshall 
Driveshed, the residential building on the 
Gibbins’ Property and the Royal Street 
Cheese Factory. 

 Installation of any above ground collector lines 
should avoid the west side of Brewers Road in 
the vicinity of the Dulmage-Farrington-
Marshall Driveshed; the south side of Royal 
Road in the vicinity of the Royal Street 
Cheese Factory and the Gibbins’ Property; 
and the east side of Dainard Road in the 
vicinity of the Gibbins’ Property; and 

 Removal of or damage to trees along Brewers 
Road should be avoided. 

 
In regards to the 6 significant built heritage resources 
and the one significant cultural heritage landscape it is 
recommended that: 
 

 Prior to any below-grade construction within 
50 m of 104 Brewers Road, or 940, 1038, 
1210, 1247, and 1327 Royal Road, a study 
should be conducted by a qualified engineer 
to determine the maximum vibration peak 
particle velocity for each structure; 

 Vibrations should be monitored during below 
grade construction to ensure that acceptable 
vibration levels are not exceeded; 

 In the event that an above ground collector 
lines are installed, those components should 
be installed on the side of the road opposite 
the BHR or CHL in order to best conserve 

is not a feasible mitigation measure for wpd, 
decommissioning efforts at the end of the Project 
lifespan will return the land as close to pre-construction 
conditions as is reasonable, based on information 
provided in the Natural Heritage Assessment / 
Environmental Impact Study (NHA/EIS) reporting, the 
Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA), and a record of 
current (pre-Project) conditions. The record of current 
conditions, including the HIA and the NHA/EIS, should 
be deposited permanently at the local library to facilitate 
access to pre-construction conditions at the end of the 
Project lifespan. 

 Although it is not expected, the potential for indirect 
impacts related to construction vibrations was identified 
for 20 cultural heritage resources located within 60 m of 
project components. In order to minimize the risk of 
damage it is recommended that construction activities 
be avoided within 60 m of identified cultural heritage 
resources. 

 Where construction within 60 m cannot be avoided, it is 
recommended that maximum acceptable vibration 
levels, or peak particle velocity (PPV) levels, should be 
determined by a qualified engineer prior to any 
construction activities. Construction within the 60 m 
buffer zone should be monitored to ensure that 
acceptable PPV levels are not exceeded. All 
construction activities should cease if levels are 
exceeded until an acceptable solution can be identified. 
Equal care should be applied during decommissioning 
activities to safeguard heritage resource, particularly 
with regards to vibration levels adjacent to the 
resources. 

 In the case of the Royal Road/Maypul Layn Road 
Streetscape, it is recommended that any new 
transmission infrastructure be installed below-grade in 
order to preserve the character of the tree-lined 
streetscape linking the Maypul Layn dairy farms to the 
Royal Street Cheese Factory and nearby farmsteads. 
Landscaping features, such as fencing or vegetation, 
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significant views; and, 
 The removal of trees along roads in the Study 

Area should be avoided to the greatest extent 
practicable.” 

 

should not be removed for the installation of 
transmission infrastructure. Any such disturbances that 
cannot be avoided should be repaired immediately 
following Project construction activities. Where possible, 
repair to landscaping features should restore the 
features to pre-construction conditions. 

 It is further recommended that removal of, or damage to, 
trees along roads in the Study Area be avoided to the 
greatest extent practicable. 

 As a general recommendation, any extant cabins, log 
houses or built features encountered in wooded portions 
of the Study Area during the construction of Project 
infrastructure should not be removed without first 
undertaking a Heritage Impact Assessment of the 
resource.” 

Appendix C1, 
Project Phase: 
Construction and 
Decommissioning 
- Water Bodies 
and Aquatic 
Resources 

 “There are four features that meet the definition of a 
waterbody as set out in O. Reg. 359/09 or areas of 
potential fish habitat within 120m of the Project 
Location” 
 

“There are 18 features that meet the definition of a waterbody as 
set out in O. Reg. 359/09 or areas of potential fish habitat within 
120m of the Project Location.” 
 

 
Construction Plan Report 

 
Section  Description / Existing Text After Change 
Section 3.2  
Cultural Heritage 
and 
Archaeological 
Resources 
 

 “The Protected Properties and Heritage Impact 
Assessment Reports determined that: 
• Nine protected properties were found within the 
Study Area. Potential negative impacts were identified 
for three of the properties: the Dulmage-Farrington-
Marshall Driveshed, the Gibbins’ Property and the 
Royal Street Cheese Factory. 
• A total of 30 significant built heritage resources and 
two significant cultural heritage landscapes were 
identified within the Study Area. Potential negative 
impacts were identified for 6 of the significant built 
heritage resources and one of the significant cultural 

“The potential for indirect impacts was identified for 20 cultural 
heritage resources. Potential Project related direct impacts have 
been identified for 21 cultural heritage resources. The indirect 
impacts relate to the potential for vibration impacts while the 
direct impacts relate to views. 
  
Construction and decommissioning is to be undertaken in such 
a way as to minimize impacts to the cultural heritage features 
inventoried in the Heritage Impact Assessment Report. 
Recommended mitigation measures for the 21 cultural heritage 
resources include the following: 
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heritage landscapes. 
 
Potential Effects 
Potential negative impacts on protected properties 
and significant built heritage resources are impacts on 
views, and vibration damage from the installation of 
below-grade infrastructure. 
 
Mitigation Measures 
In regards to the three protected properties it is 
recommended that: 

 In the event that underground collector lines 
are installed, maximum acceptable peak 
particle velocity should be determined by a 
qualified engineer prior to any subgrade 
activities to ensure the structural integrity of 
the Dulmage-Farrington-Marshall Driveshed, 
the residential building on the Gibbins’ 
Property and the Royal Street Cheese 
Factory; 

 Vibration levels should be monitored during 
any below-grade construction activities in 
the vicinity of the Dulmage-Farrington-
Marshall Driveshed, the Gibbins’ Property and 
the Royal Street Cheese Factory to ensure 
that acceptable levels are not exceeded; 

 Installation of any above ground collector lines 
should avoid the west side of Brewers 
Road in the vicinity of the Dulmage-
Farrington-Marshall Driveshed; the south side 
of Royal Road in the vicinity of the Royal 
Street Cheese Factory and the Gibbins’ 
Property; and the east side of Dainard Road 
in the vicinity of the Gibbins’ Property; and, 

 Removal of or damage to trees along Brewers 
Road should be avoided. 

 
In regards to the 6 significant built heritage resources 
and the one significant cultural heritage 

 In order to mitigate any visual impacts, turbines T07, 
T09, and T11 would have to be avoided. As avoidance 
is not a feasible mitigation measure for wpd, 
decommissioning efforts at the end of the Project 
lifespan will return the land as close to pre-construction 
conditions as is reasonable, based on information 
provided in the Natural Heritage Assessment / 
Environmental Impact Study (NHA/EIS) reporting, the 
Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA), and a record of 
current (pre-Project) conditions. The record of current 
conditions, including the HIA and the NHA/EIS, should 
be deposited permanently at the local library to facilitate 
access to pre-construction conditions at the end of the 
Project lifespan. 

  
 Although it is not expected, the potential for indirect 

impacts related to construction vibrations was identified 
for 20 cultural heritage resources located within 60 m of 
project components. In order to minimize the risk of 
damage it is recommended that construction activities 
be avoided within 60 m of identified cultural heritage 
resources. 

  
 Where construction within 60 m cannot be avoided, it is 

recommended that maximum acceptable vibration 
levels, or peak particle velocity (PPV) levels, should be 
determined by a qualified engineer prior to any 
construction activities. Construction within the 60 m 
bufferzone should be monitored to ensure that 
acceptable PPV levels are not exceeded. All 
construction activities should cease if levels are 
exceeded until an acceptable solution can be identified. 
Equal care should be applied during decommissioning 
activities to safeguard heritage resource, particularly 
with regards to vibration levels adjacent to the 
resources. 

  
 In the case of the Royal Road/Maypul Layn Road 

Streetscape, it is recommended that any new 
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landscape it is recommended that: 
 Prior to any below-grade construction within 

50 m of: 104 Brewers Road or 940, 1038, 
1210,1247, and 1327 Royal Road (BHRs 2, 6, 
7, 8, 9, and 10) a study should be conducted 
by a qualified engineer to determine the 
maximum vibration peak particle velocity for 
each structure; 

 Vibrations should be monitored during below 
grade construction to ensure that acceptable 
vibration levels are not exceeded; 

 In the event that an above ground collector 
lines are installed, those components should 
be installed on the side of the road opposite 
the Built Heritage Resource or Cultural 
Heritage Landscape in order to best conserve 
significant views; and, 

 The removal of trees along roads in the Study 
Area should be avoided to the greatest extent 
practicable. 

 
Net Effects 
Application of the recommended mitigation measures 
will result in no net effects on protected properties and 
cultural heritage resources during construction of the 
Project.” 

transmission infrastructure be installed below-grade in 
order to preserve the character of the tree-lined 
streetscape linking the Maypul Layn dairy farms to the 
Royal Street Cheese Factory and nearby farmsteads. 
Landscaping features, such as fencing or vegetation, 
should not be removed for the installation of 
transmission infrastructure. Any such disturbances that 
cannot be avoided should be repaired immediately 
following Project construction activities. Where possible, 
repair to landscaping features should restore the 
features to pre-construction conditions. 

  
 It is further recommended that removal of, or damage to, 

trees along roads in the Study Area be avoided to the 
greatest extent practicable. 

  
 As a general recommendation, any extant cabins, log 

houses or built features encountered in wooded portions 
of the Study Area during the construction of Project 
infrastructure should not be removed without first 
undertaking a Heritage Impact Assessment of the 
resource.” 

  
 

Section 3.4.2  “Four REA waterbodies, as defined in O. Reg. 359/09, 
were identified within 120 m of the Project Location.” 

“Eighteen (18) REA waterbodies, as defined in O. Reg. 359/09, 
were identified within 120 m of the Project Location” 

Appendix A, Fig.3 
Socio-economic 
Features – 
Heritage and 
Protected 
Properties 

 The Cultural Heritage Report was updated in October 
2013.  Original report identified, 29 built heritage 
resources (BHRs) and two cultural heritage 
landscapes, and 9 protected properties within or 
adjacent to the Study Area. 
 

The Cultural Heritage Report was updated in October 2013.  
The updated report identifies 74 Cultural Heritage Resources, 
and 12 total protected properties. 
 
Please see Appendix A: Figures 3.0-3.5 

Appendix A , Fig. 
4 Natural 
Heritage 
Features and 
Water Bodies 

 The Water Assessment and Water Body Reports for 
both the Wind and Interconnection Line were updated 
in October 2014.  
  
Original report identified four REA waterbodies within 

The updated Water Assessment and Water Body Report for the 
Wind portion of the Project identifies 18 REA water bodies within 
120m of the Project Location.    
 
Please see Appendix A: Figures 4.0-4.5 
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120m of the Project Location.  
 

Design & Operations Report 
 

Section  Description / Existing Text After Change 
Section 5.1   “Descriptions of the existing natural heritage, water, 

archaeological and built heritage environments in the 
Study Area and/or Project Location can be found 
within the Natural Heritage Assessment & 
Environmental Impact Study (NHA/EIS), Water 
Assessment and Water Body Report (WA/WBR), 
Stage I Archaeological Assessment, Stage II 
Archaeological Assessment, Protected Properties 
Report, and Heritage Impact Assessment Report. 
These reports form part of the complete REA 
application.” 

“Descriptions of the existing natural heritage, water, 
archaeological and built heritage environments in the Study 
Area and/or Project Location can be found within the Natural 
Heritage Assessment & Environmental Impact Study (NHA/EIS), 
Water Assessment and Water Body Report (WA/WBR), Stage I 
Archaeological Assessment, Stage II Archaeological 
Assessment, Heritage Assessment Report. These reports form 
part of the complete REA application.” 

Section 5.2.1:  
Cultural 
Heritage and 
Archaeological 
Resources 

 “The Protected Properties Assessment determined 
that there are nine protected properties within the 
Study Area. 
 
The Heritage Impact Assessment identified thirty 
significant built heritage resources and two significant 
cultural heritage landscapes within the Study Area.” 

“The Cultural Heritage Report was updated in October 2013.  
The updated report identifies 74 Cultural Heritage Resources, 
and 12 total protected properties within the Study Area.”  
 
 

  “Potential Effects:  
 
As operational and maintenance activities will not 
occur on properties containing protected properties 
and built heritage resources, no adverse effects are 
anticipated during operations. Operational and 
maintenance activities occurring in the cultural 
heritage landscape will have no permanent effect on 
the landscape. The wind turbines will be visible from 
different vantages around the Study Area; however, 
they will not obstruct the views of the properties.” 

“Potential Effects:   
 
The potential for indirect impacts was identified for 20 cultural 
heritage resources. Potential Project related direct impacts have 
been identified for 21 cultural heritage resources. The indirect 
impacts relate to the potential for vibration impacts while the 
direct impacts relate to views.” 
 

  “Mitigation Measures:   
 
As no potential effects will occur as a result of Project 
operation on protected properties and cultural heritage 

“Mitigation Measures:  
 
Construction and decommissioning is to be undertaken in such 
a way as to minimize impacts to the cultural heritage features 
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resources, no mitigation measures are necessary and 
no net effects are anticipated.” 

inventoried in the Heritage Impact Assessment Report. 
Recommended mitigation measures for the 21 cultural heritage 
resources include the following: 
  

 In order to mitigate any visual impacts, turbines T07, 
T09, and T11 would have to be avoided. As avoidance 
is not a feasible mitigation measure for wpd, 
decommissioning efforts at the end of the Project 
lifespan will return the land as close to pre-construction 
conditions as is reasonable, based on information 
provided in the Natural Heritage Assessment / 
Environmental Impact Study (NHA/EIS) reporting, the 
Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA), and a record of 
current (pre-Project) conditions. The record of current 
conditions, including the HIA and the NHA/EIS, should 
be deposited permanently at the local library to facilitate 
access to pre-construction conditions at the end of the 
Project lifespan. 

  
 Although it is not expected, the potential for indirect 

impacts related to construction vibrations was identified 
for 20 cultural heritage resources located within 60 m of 
project components. In order to minimize the risk of 
damage it is recommended that construction activities 
be avoided within 60 m of identified cultural heritage 
resources. 

  
 Where construction within 60 m cannot be avoided, it is 

recommended that maximum acceptable vibration 
levels, or peak particle velocity (PPV) levels, should be 
determined by a qualified engineer prior to any 
construction activities. Construction within the 60 m 
bufferzone should be monitored to ensure that 
acceptable PPV levels are not exceeded. All 
construction activities should cease if levels are 
exceeded until an acceptable solution can be identified. 
Equal care should be applied during decommissioning 
activities to safeguard heritage resource, particularly 
with regards to vibration levels adjacent to the 
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resources. 
  

 In the case of the Royal Road/Maypul Layn Road 
Streetscape, it is recommended that any new 
transmission infrastructure be installed below-grade in 
order to preserve the character of the tree-lined 
streetscape linking the Maypul Layn dairy farms to the 
Royal Street Cheese Factory and nearby farmsteads. 
Landscaping features, such as fencing or vegetation, 
should not be removed for the installation of 
transmission infrastructure. Any such disturbances that 
cannot be avoided should be repaired immediately 
following Project construction activities. Where possible, 
repair to landscaping features should restore the 
features to pre-construction conditions. 

  
 It is further recommended that removal of, or damage to, 

trees along roads in the Study Area be avoided to the 
greatest extent practicable. 

  
 As a general recommendation, any extant cabins, log 

houses or built features encountered in wooded portions 
of the Study Area during the construction of Project 
infrastructure should not be removed without first 
undertaking a Heritage Impact Assessment of the 
resource.” 

Section 5.6.9 – 
Viewscape 
 

 “Mitigation Measures 
 
Any specific issues that may arise regarding visual 
impact will be addressed on a case by case basis, 
and any mitigation will be determined in consultation 
with the stakeholder. wpd continues to consider 
opportunities to minimize visual effects that may be 
seen as unappealing to the community, such as tree 
planting and working with Transport Canada for 
alternative turbine lighting. Landscaping at the 
substation properties and storage area may include 
planting trees and shrubs where appropriate, while 
still ensuring that site visibility and building security 

“Mitigation Measures 
 
In order to mitigate any visual impacts, turbines T07, T09, and 
T11 would have to be avoided. As avoidance is not a feasible 
mitigation measure for wpd, decommissioning efforts at the end 
of the Project lifespan will return the land as close to pre-
construction conditions as is reasonable, based on information 
provided in the Natural Heritage Assessment / Environmental 
Impact Study (NHA/EIS) reporting, the Heritage Impact 
Assessment (HIA), and a record of current (pre-Project) 
conditions. The record of current conditions, including the HIA 
and the NHA/EIS, should be deposited permanently at the local 
library to facilitate access to pre-construction conditions at the 
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are maintained. There are limited opportunities for 
potential mitigation strategies given the height of the 
wind turbines, and the landscape patterns.” 

end of the Project lifespan. Landscaping at the substation 
properties and storage area may include planting trees and 
shrubs where appropriate, while still ensuring that site visibility 
and building security are maintained.” 

Section 7.0 – 
Summary of 
Environmental 
Effects 
Monitoring 

 Table 7.1 Under Viewscape – Mitigation, add: “ Return the land as close to 
pre-construction conditions as is reasonable” 

Appendix A,  
Fig.3 Socio-
economic 
Features – 
Heritage and 
Protected 
Properties 

 The Cultural Heritage Report was updated in October 
2013.  Original report identified, 29 built heritage 
resources (BHRs) and two cultural heritage 
landscapes, and 9 protected properties within or 
adjacent to the Study Area. 

The Cultural Heritage Report was updated in October 2013.  
The updated report identifies 74 Cultural Heritage Resources, 
and 12 total protected properties. 
 
Please see Appendix A: Figures 3.0-3.5 

Appendix A , 
Fig. 4 Natural 
Heritage 
Features and 
Water Bodies 

 The Water Assessment and Water Body Reports for 
both the Wind and Interconnection Line were updated 
in October 2014.  
  
Original report identified four REA waterbodies within 
120m of the Project Location.  

The updated Water Assessment and Water Body Report for the 
Wind portion of the Project identifies 18 REA water bodies within 
120m of the Project Location.    
 
Please see Appendix A: Figures 4.0-4.5 

Appendix A , 
Fig. 5-5.5 

 The Noise Assessment Report was updated as a 
result of MOE review.  

See revised Noise Assessment Report, Appendix A: Figures 2a 
and 2b for mapping of receptors. 

Appendix B   Appendix B to be replaced by current Noise Assessment Report. 
 

Interconnection Line Effects Assessment Report 
 

Section  Description / Existing Text After Change 
Table 3.1 – 
Water Bodies 
and Aquatic 
Resources 

 Appropriate DFO Operational Statements will be 
followed, as required. 

Appropriate former DFO Operational Statements will be 
followed, as required. Consultation with Quite Conservation, 
and/or DFO may result in site-specific construction methods and 
mitigation measures for some locations 

Appendix A , 
Fig. 4 Natural 
Heritage 
Features and 
Water Bodies 

 The Water Assessment and Water Body Reports for 
both the Wind and Interconnection Line were updated 
in October 2014.  
  
 

The updated Water Assessment and Water Body Report for the 
Interconnection Line portion of the Project identifies18 REA 
water bodies within 120m of the Project Location.    
 
Please see Appendix A: Figures 4.6-4.9 
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Updated Maps (Appendix A) 

 Fig_1_ProjectStudyArea_20140904 
 Fig_2_ProjectLocation_20140904 
 Fig_3.0_SocioECFeatures_20140904 
 Fig_3.1-3.5_SocioEC_Wind_20140409 
 Fig_4.0_NaturalFeatures_20140904 
 Fig_4.1-4.5_NaturalFeatures_IL_20140904 
 Fig_4.6-4.9_NaturalFeatures_Wind_20140904 
 Maps from the Updated Noise Report: “Noise Assessment Report – White Pines Wind Project, Prince Edward County, 

Ontario”, Dated October 20, 2014: 
o White Pines NAR 2014-10-20 Figure 2a 
o White Pines NAR 2014-10-17 Figure 2b 

 

Consultation Update 

Correspondence received since the REA application is included in Appendix B. 
 

Key Comments and Considerations 

 Municipalities and Elected Officials Comment/Response Summary 
Post REA municipal correspondence was provided to the MOECC on August 19, 2014. There are no new updates regarding the 
municipality. However, PEHAC is a municipal advisory group and as such correspondence with this group has been added within 
the Municipal Consultation Table. 
 

 Key Comments from Municipalities and Consideration by Project Team 
o Most key comments from the Municipality have been summarized in the Consultation Report (See Table 4.2) or the IL 

Consultation Report (See Table 4.2.1). Additionally: 
o The Prince Edward Heritage Advisory Committee (PEHAC) noted that recently established protected properties were 

not included in the original Heritage Assessment Report. They also raised concerns that some properties were not 
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properly evaluated and that they were not consulted properly.  A site visit was conducted with PEHAC members in 
February, 2013. As a result, a new Heritage Assessment was completed. The revised report was submitted on March 
19, 2013, and was accepted by MTCS October 16, 2013.  

o During an October 2012 meeting with PEC staff, road usage was discussed. The municipality informed wpd that some 
of the proposed right-of-ways planned to be used by wpd were seasonal. In order to enter a Road Use Agreement, 
some roads would need to be upgraded to “Maintained” status. wpd has included this information into its construction 
planning.  

 
 Public Comment/Response Summary 

See Appendix B: Post REA Summary Tables 
 

 Summary of Key and Frequent Comments from Public and Consideration by Project Team 
o Since the White Pines REA Submission (September 14, 2012), wpd Canada has continued to receive and respond to 

comments from the general public.   
o Since then, wpd has received 82 pieces of correspondence; many of these were continued comments from previously-

sent communications during the pre-REA application process and have continued to address the same issues.  
o A member of the community along with PEHAC have raised issues about the Heritage Assessment Report. This resulted 

in a revised Report that was accepted by MTCS on October 16, 2013. The details of these concerns are included with the 
Public and Municipal Consultation updates.  

 
 Provincial Agencies Comment/Response Summary 

See Appendix B: Post REA Summary Tables. No new issues or comments have been raised 
 

 
 Federal Agencies, and Telecommunications and Radar System Providers Comment/Response Summary 

Documents were already provided to MOECC on August 12. One additional supporting document has been added with this 
submission. See Appendix B: Post REA Summary Tables 
 
 

 Key Comments from Federal and Provincial Agencies and Consideration by Project Team 
See Appendix B: Post REA Summary Tables. No new issues or comments have been raised. 

 
 

 Key Comments from Telecommunications and Radar Systems Providers 
See Appendix B: Post REA Summary Tables. No new issues or comments have been raised 
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 Aboriginal Community Correspondence and Consideration by Project Team 
See Appendix B: Post REA Summary Tables 

 
  


