Ad Hoc Group Advising on Wind Energy Systems
Notes of the October, 11, 2007 Meeting
1.  Welcome and self introductions

The meeting began at 7:00 p.m in the General Meeting Room of the Calumet County Courthouse.  County Board Chair Gentz welcomed everyone to the meeting.  He explained why the group was chosen and asked the members, and staff, to introduce themselves and explain what they liked about Calumet County.

Self-introductions:

· Merlin Gentz:  (County Board Chairman) Appleton resident, retired vocational-ag instructor at FVTC, heart is in the rural area of Calumet County.

· Bonnie Casper:  a dairy farmer, married to Jim and raised 5 children together; values the land and agriculture in the county.

· Margie Nett:  lives in the Town of Brothertown with husband, has 2 grown children, is a Chilton native, works in Appleton, values her view from home.

· Sandy Popp:  lives in the Town of Chilton with her husband and 2 children, works at Endries, previously lived in small cities, but now has 10 acres and values Lake Winnebago and the quiet of the county.

· Gary Hansel:  a retired high school physics teacher (Appleton East), lives in Appleton, has been a Calumet County resident for 57 years, has 2 grown children.

· Mike Hofberger:  moved to the county in 1980, has a wife and 2 children, considers Calumet County his home and likes the people; he is concerned about the current turmoil over this issue, and wants to get beyond the turmoil with a good result.

· Ron Dietrich:  lives in the Town of Charlestown with his wife, a Kiel native, left the area then returned; values the rural setting with access to larger communities.

· Elmer Hanke:  a returned carpenter. Lives 9 miles west of Chilton with his wife, has 3 grown children; loves the area and would never want to leave.
· Bill Hansen:  a dairy farmer with a wife and 2 sons, lives in the Town of Brothertown; values the diversity of agriculture in the county.
· Dave Voskuil:  a retired high school physics teacher (Chilton) who lives with his wife in the Town of Chilton, recently donated 23 of his 26 acres to convervancy through Glacial Lakes; likes being in the outdoors and motorcycling;
· Dan Hedrich:  has lived most of his life in Calumet County; has a landscape architecture and financial accounting background, lives with his wife and 1 son in the Town of Chilton; noted that we live within 45 minutes of 2.5 million people; values the rural area.
· Julie Heuvelman:  (staff) Calumet County Planning Director, grew up in Door County in a large family on a sustainable farm; values the rural character and people of the county.
· Mary Kohrell:  (staff facilitator) Community Development Educator with UW Extension in Calumet County, lives on a farm in Town of Brillion with husband and 3 kids; value the rural/urban mix of the county.
Corporation Counsel Pam Captain was also present as was a reporter and    approximately five people from the general public.
2. Presentation and confirmation of the Ad hoc Group charge
Gentz explained the charge of the group was to “Investigate issues raised since the adoption of Chapter 79 to determine if there is sufficient reason to amend the chapter.”  He further explained that if the group felt there should be amendments, they would be brought forward to the County Board by himself, as recommendations from the group, and, there was no guarantee the recommendations would be accepted by the Board and incorporated into Chapter 79.  Gentz added the group should have their recommendations finalized no later than December 30, 2007.  Heuvelman then shared a timeline explaining deadlines for amendments to Chapter 79 and the county zoning ordinance.
3.  Development of group operating protocol
Confirmation of ground rules for participation
The group created an operating protocol.  The protocol agreed upon is as follows:

· One person speaks at a time

· Treat each other with respect

· Begin and end meetings on time

· Listen to each other

· Ask for clarification

· Bring source citations for data that is discussed at or brought to meetings

· Turn cell phones off or set to vibrate during meetings

· Attempt to finish with recommendations by December 15, 2007 or per whatever timeline applies (dependant on what county code must be amended), and, hold ourselves accountable to the timeline

Kohrell agreed to post the ground rules/protocol at each meeting.  In addition, each member of the Ad Hoc Group will be asked to sign a copy of the ground rules, along with Kohrell’s commitment to the group as the facilitator:  full participation; mutual understanding; inclusive solutions; shared responsibility.  Verbally, each member indicated they accepted the protocol.  During the development of protocol, Kohrell distributed a handout that described the decision-making process, which acknowledged there are many sources of information people use when making decisions.
Level of Public Participation

Kohrell asked the members to list the supporting and hindering factors regarding whether or not to allow public participation.  The following is what was offered as supporting or limiting factors in allowing public participation at meetings:
	The public should be allowed to participate in meetings of the Ad Hoc Group

	Supporting Factors
	Hindering Factors

	Can bring new ideas
	May receive negative comments to divide Ad Hoc group

	More pros and cons
	Time factor – could take too much meeting time (mentioned 3 times)

	Helps curb rumors
	Could hamper or intimidate members

	Bring in people who specialize on a topic
	Can stifle conversation

	Need to receive feedback to make sure direction of Ad Hoc group is appropriate
	Some things may be repeated

	Appears more legal
	May limit group’s time

	Shows concern for the public
	Too emotional – not fact based

	
	We’re volunteers – want to protect Ad Hoc group members reputations


Members were asked to cast a “vote” for their preference on public participation using a scale of agreement voting system.  

	YES! 100% SUPPORT
	LIKE IT A LOT
	SORT OF LIKE IT
	NEUTRAL
	DON’T LIKE IT
	REALLY DON’T LIKE IT
	NO!
VETO

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7

	X
	
	XXXXX
	X
	X
	XX
	


In consideration of the wide preferences expressed in the voting process, Gentz was asked to use the information and make a decision about whether or not to allow public participation.  Gentz stated his preference was in favor of public participation.  
Members discussed what would be gained by public participation, and how participation should occur.  The net result of the conversation was:
Public participation be allowed in the form of written comments only, with written comments to be accepted by staff (Heuvelman in the Planning Department).  The group agreed to reconsider this decision and to allow other forms of public participation such as oral comment if it becomes clear the submission of written comments is not adequate.

Confirmation of voting procedures

Gentz and the group discussed voting procedures and agreed upon the following:

· No alternates are allowed at meetings if an Ad Hoc member cannot attend
·    Votes are taken with the members present; voting in abstentia is not allowed

· The majority of “voting” will be conducted using the scale of agreement

· The final group vote may be conducted using a motion and formal voting system

4.  History of the Development of Chapter 79

     Heuvelman provided a written and oral overview of the history of Chapter 79.  
5. Discussion and definition of issues to be considered by the Ad Hoc Group

Kohrell led the group in a conversation about what the group felt were the main issues to be addressed by the Ad Hoc Group.  Ad Hoc Group members worked in small groups to refine and add to the list that was provided in Ordinance 2007-10.  The following is what was compiled:
1. Public Health

a. Groundwater

i. Bring in an expert (geologist/hydrogeologist) to identify what type of study should be done

ii. Include underground transmission lines (cables)
b. Sound

i. Bring in an expert to identify and educate on sound issues including ambient and above ambient; low frequency vibration and its impact on plumbing and septic systems 

ii. Develop a good measure of testing which is clearly defined

iii. Determine penalties for exceeding sound limits (what happens if they’re exceeded)

iv. Develop a means to verify or determine sound levels – how to test and certify

v. Exploration of vibroacoustic disease

vi. Explore regulations for sound from small wind turbines

c. Shadow/flicker affect

i. Definition of this term in regards to roads, intersections, and homes

ii. Explore the connection between epilepsy and flicker

iii. Impacts of this issue on businesses (explore beyond homes)

iv. Ways to limit hours/year and length of time for shadow and flicker on any receptor

2. Property Rights

a. Setbacks

i. Wind rights – the rights of existing and future wind turbine owners on private property; tree heights current and future

ii. Zoning regulations vs. permit regulations (want regulations to apply to all)

iii. Setbacks from hamlets and incorporated municipalities
iv. Safety concerns – ice throws, blade failure, fire

b. Home and land values

i. Property value protection 

ii. Payments to neighbors

3. Other Issues

a. Use of vegetative buffers to mitigate sound, flicker, etc

b. Decommissioning – setting aside adequate funds for eventual decommissioning of turbines; explore German process 
c. Maintenance of roads during construction and ongoing operation (role of towns)

d. Communications (Corporation Counsel Captain noted this is primarily not in Ch. 79 rather it should be covered by a different county code)

i. Emergency Medical Helicopter Corridor (Appleton to Chilton and Chilton to Milwaukee)

ii. Communications Corridor

iii. Interference with personal communication devices

e. Lighting of structures – impacts of surface and upper level lighting

Voting results regarding list of issues developed:

	YES! 100% SUPPORT
	LIKE IT A LOT
	SORT OF LIKE IT
	NEUTRAL
	DON’T LIKE IT
	REALLY DON’T LIKE IT
	NO!

VETO

	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7

	XXXXXXX
	X
	X
	
	X
	
	


The dissenting member indicated support for the list, but thought many of the issues raised were “matters of the heart” and not issues that could be regulated.
For reference as to what is currently regulated by the county, Heuvelman referred the group to the copy of Chapter 79 mailed earlier, and, supplied copies of the Town of Chilton Draft Ordinance and the adopted Town of Stockbridge Ordinance.
6. Development of Ad Hoc Group Process
Determine steps in the process necessary to fulfill the charge

Due to time constraints Gentz deferred conversation on this item to the next meeting

Define types of data and information required

The Planning Department requested clarification from the Ad Hoc Group regarding what type of information they wish the planning staff to distribute to Ad Hoc members when it is received as written public comments.  The group determined that published data and studies which are scientifically valid were acceptable, as was new research from credentialed individuals.  Newspaper articles or advertising, along with citizen editorials would not be distributed to Ad Hoc members.  When information sources are sought by the Ad Hoc Group, information from citizens and unpublished studies would be acceptable.

In terms of how the group is to get educated about a topic, they decided to periodically bring in subject matter experts (Rick James was suggested as a sound expert).  The group also decided to take a tour to Cedar Ridge, Iowa (a Midwest Energy facility similar to what is being proposed for Brothertown).  It was decided the tour would be scheduled on two consecutive weekdays if possible, with a weekend day used as a fallback option.  Gentz stated the tour would be paid for with county funds (based on county approval), would require an overnight stay, and would involve discussions with people who live near turbines.

7.  Set future meeting dates
The group set their own meeting schedule agreeing to try and meet weekly on Thursdays from 7:00 to 9:00 pm (9:30 at the very latest).  However, it was noted that some weeks may require additional meetings. 

Meeting 1:  October 18--The topic is to be karst and water.  It was decided to review the karst study, have a hydrogeologist speak, and discuss items with the county’s conservationist.  

Meeting 2:  October 25--Discuss sound and vibration and vibroacoustic disease

Meeting 3:  October 30--Host a speaker on sound and noise levels (Rick James, dependant on cost)
The following meeting dates were also set but topics were not identified:

Nov. 1, Nov. 8, Nov. 15, Nov. 20 

8. Adjournment

The meeting adjourned at 10:30 p.m.

(Notes recorded by Mary Kohrell and Julie Heuvelman)
