
From: Mike Foley [mailto:mfoley@cuyahogacounty.us]  
Sent: Monday, October 30, 2017 4:01 PM 
To: Puco ContactOPSB <contactopsb@puco.ohio.gov> 
Cc: Beth Nagusky <bnagusky@leedco.org>; A. Steven Dever <astevendever@aol.com> 
Subject: case #: 16-1871-EL-BGN Icebreaker Windpower 
 
To whom it may concern, attached is the Cuyahoga County  resolution in support of the LEEDCO Project 
Icebreaker.  Please let us know if you have any questions. 
 
Thanks much, Mike Foley 
 
Mike Foley,  Director 
Dept. of Sustainability - Cuyahoga County 
2079 East 9th Street  -  Rm 8-304 
Cleveland, Ohio  44115 
216 443-3055 office    216 390-2216 cell 
mfoley@cuyahogacounty.us 
 

Any information and/or file(s) transmitted with it are the property of the County of Cuyahoga, 

Ohio and are intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom this is addressed. If 

you are not one of the named recipient(s) or otherwise have reason to believe that you have 

received this information error, please notify the sender and delete this immediately from your 

desktop or mobile electronic device. Any other use, retention, dissemination, forwarding, 

printing or copying of this information and/or attached file(s) is strictly prohibited.  
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From: salbright2@aol.com [mailto:salbright2@aol.com]  
Sent: Monday, October 30, 2017 2:49 PM 
To: Puco ContactOPSB <contactopsb@puco.ohio.gov> 
Subject: Icebreaker Windpower, Inc. Case # 16-1871-EL-BGN 

 
Good Afternoon, 
 
Having investigated and presented on the buried toxic sediments in the Great Lakes over the past 
decade, I was interested to find this article and would like it posted to Icebreaker Windpower, Inc. 
comments. I reiterate that this project is slated as a "demonstration project" aimed at supporting future 
installation of hundreds to thousands more industrial wind turbines in "Lake Erie and the other Great 
Lakes".  
 
This is nothing short of insanity! Instead of further pollution and destruction of the greatest fresh water 
source on earth, we should be researching and legislating measures to reduce industrialization of these 
lakes and CLEAN THEM UP in an effort to protect our drinking water! Nothing short of a permanent ban 
on wind turbines in the Great Lakes, 
by both the U.S. and Canada will help to achieve this goal. 
 
The first step is to deny Fred. Olsen and LEEDCo's application to open the door to desecration of Lake 
Erie. 
 
Respectfully, 
Suzanne Albright 
Founding Member and Principal, Great Lakes Wind Truth 

Reevely: Water worries prompted ban on 
offshore wind farms, but Ontario's done 
nothing about them 

David Reevely  
Published on: May 27, 2016 | Last Updated: May 27, 2016 6:00 PM EDT  
 
Windmills rise over Lake Erie in Lackawanna, New York, near the U.S.-Canada border. Ontario once 
wanted to be a world leader in building windmills not just on land, but well out in the Great Lakes. John 
Moore / GETTY  
Share Adjust Comment Print  
Not only has the Ontario government ordered almost no research into wind farms on the Great Lakes 
since it banned them so it could do more research, it’s done none whatsoever on the worry that prompted 
the ban: the risk of poisoning Ontario’s drinking water with gunk stirred up from the lake bottoms. 
The province has previously been very vague about what research it’s waiting for, and it’s now 
pretty clear why. There’s no indication that research is coming anytime soon. 
Back in 2011, the province killed numerous projects to put industrial windmills out on the waters of 
Ontario’s big lakes, where the wind is strong and it’s easier to build really large wind farms — potentially 
generating as much power as a nuclear reactor — without enraging as many neighbours as wind farms 
on land can. The world had wind farms in oceans but not in freshwater lakes, and the government wanted 
more science done on how to build them safely, the province said at the time. 
It was the second time we froze Great Lakes wind farms, after a shorter ban imposed before the 2007 
election. The government lifted that one in 2008; the newer one is still in place. 

https://na01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fottawacitizen.com%2Fnews%2Fnational%2Freevely-water-worries-prompted-ban-on-offshore-wind-farms-but-ontarios-done-nothing-about-them%23&data=02%7C01%7Ccontactopsb%40puco.ohio.gov%7C191697a59ee448724f2b08d51fc6f12a%7C50f8fcc494d84f0784eb36ed57c7c8a2%7C0%7C0%7C636449861763565390&sdata=UrGT6JENAnSLrdxBuW7uW5pSkJgpdXIZfVC8gNbJg9Y%3D&reserved=0
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Offshore wind farms were once a pillar of Ontario’s green-energy plans. We were going to spend some 
money and take some chances and become world leaders and reap the rewards. Officially, they still are 
— we just aren’t allowing any. 
Plus the government is facing a $500-million lawsuit from one would-be wind-farm developer called 
Trillium Power, a roughly $500-million claim under the North American Free Trade Agreement from 
another called Windstream, and now an Ontario Provincial Police investigation over the alleged deletion 
of documents related to the decision to impose the second moratorium. All without a windmill to show for 
it. 
Since 2011, the government’s received three studies on freshwater wind farms that it had underway at 
the time, and waited four years before commissioning two more in 2015. Together, the five studies look at 
protecting fish habitat, how windmill noise carries over water, a review of existing “coastal engineering” 
research on offshore wind farms, and what to think about when we eventually have to take worn-out 
windmills down. 
None of them has much to do with what the Liberal environment minister who imposed the 2011 
moratorium, John Wilkinson, says concerns him most about wind farms in the Great Lakes. 
Wilkinson laid it out in a formal witness statement entered in the NAFTA case at an international tribunal 
in The Hague, which went into vastly more detail than the public announcement of the moratorium. That 
just cited a need for more scientific research generally, not on any specific subject. 
“While I was briefed on many environmental concerns related to noise emissions, disturbance of benthic 
life forms, navigation, potential structural failure, safety hazards and decommissioning, the issue that 
heavily influenced my decision was the effect the construction of an offshore wind facility might have on 
drinking water,” his signed statement says. The Windstream project would have stirred up the bed of Lake 
Ontario in 100 places and “I was concerned about how this might displace the historically contaminated 
sediment on the lakebed and whether it would end up in the drinking water system.” 
The statement elaborates for pages, talking about protecting both Canadian and U.S. water supplies and 
invoking Ontario’s experience at Walkerton, where a badly run municipal water system got contaminated 
with bacteria that killed seven people. 
The ban was absolutely not about saving Liberal-held lakefront seats, it says. “It was a Solomon 
decision,” the statement says. 
Wilkinson stands by the judgment. 
“There’s a century of toxic industrial waste in the Great Lake sediments,” he said in an email exchange 
this week. “My decision was based on the principle we would not allow folks to disturb that pollution until 
we could reasonably predict the consequences and ensure no threat to drinking water, both ours and our 
American neighbours.” 
He pointed to annual algae explosions in Lake Erie believed to be fed by phosphorus in fertilizer. Some 
kinds of algae release toxins that conventional water treatment can’t remove. 
“Sediments at the bottom of the Great Lakes contain the cumulative phosphorus from agricultural runoff 
that has settled there over decades. If left undisturbed, it cannot feed an algae bloom. But there was no 
way to construct hundreds of proposed offshore wind turbines without stirring up the phosphorus and 
other contaminants,” Wilkinson said, and in his view the existing rules on protecting drinking water didn’t 
properly cover construction way out in the lakes. 
On the face of it, that’s a totally reasonable thing to worry about. But here’s the thing. If you were worried 
about sediment and drinking water, you’d have somebody study sediment and drinking water, right? 
Wilkinson was environment minister for eight months after he imposed the moratorium, until he lost his 
southwestern Ontario seat in the election later in 2011. 
“I can’t tell you what happened regarding the science after I left government, since I don’t know,” 
Wilkinson says. “What I can say is my decision left the door open to small pilot projects to develop the 
science. I do recall that proponents, after I made the decision, rejected building pilot scale projects, citing 
economics.” 
The current environment minister, Glen Murray, wouldn’t say whether he shares Wilkinson’s concerns 
about drinking water, because of the NAFTA case. 
“Ontario will not proceed with offshore wind projects until there is sufficient wide ranging scientific 
evidence proving it will not have adverse effects to humans or the local environment,” he offered, through 
spokesman David Mullock. 



They are doing these two current studies, on noise and how to take down old turbines. “Once these 
studies are completed, (the ministry) intends to analyze the findings and determine whether further 
studies are required,” Mullock said. 
Such as, perhaps, one on the actual problem that supposedly killed Ontario’s Great Lakes wind farms. 
dreevely@postmedia.com 
twitter.com/davidreevely 
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