AGIRICUTURE, ZONING AND EMERGENCY SERVICES COMMITTEE

MINUTES OF THE APRIL 7, 2015 MEETING

The committee chair called the meeting to order at 6:05 pm at the Livingston County Histotic Courthouse, 112 W.
Madison St., Pontiac, Illinois and roll call was taken.

Present: Bill Flott, Bob Young, James Catley, Justin Goembel, Daryl Holt, Paul Ritter and Bill Peterson.

Absent: None.

Committee Chair Flott noted the agenda, Daryl Holt then moved, seconded by Justin Goembel, that the agenda for this
meeting be approved as outlined by the committee chair. This motion was approved by a voice vote of all ayes.

In a follow up to the Minutes of the Februaty 3, 2015 committee meeting, of which at the March 3, 2015 Meeting
interested citizen Megan Dassow remarked that she believes some additional information should be included in the
February 3, 2015 minutes of which the committee agreed that this additional information could be included as an
addendum to these minutes. Megan Dassow provided this information of which a copy was provided to the committee
members, and of which a copy is attached to these minutes. Then the minutes of the March 3, 2015 committee meeting
were referred to the committee. Bob Young moved, seconded by Paul Ritter, that the Dassow provided information be
included as an addendum to the February 3, 2015 committee minutes and that the March 3, 2015 committee meeting
minutes be approved as presented. This motion was approved by a voice vote, with Mr. Flott voicing a no vote.

ETSB Report:

ETSB chair provided a 911/ETSB written report to the committee. A copy of this report is attached to these minutes.
Mr. Ingles reviewed this report with the committee members, and he commented on the how the existing EMS and fire
department paging system is being reviewed, in part to investigate as to if some communication towers may be
eliminated. Mr. Ingles also commented on future budgeting for 911/ETSB.

Other considerations pertaining to the review of the proposed Pleasant Ridge Wind Energy Project Special Use:

After tonight the continuation of the Pleasant Ridge Wind Enetgy project hearings is to be on Apzil 9%, at the Walton
Centre in Fairbury. Potental additional dates will be scheduled.

Solid Waste Report:

A copy of a planning commission monthly synopsis of landfill information and correspondence was presented to the
committee members.

The monthly information synopsis relating to Livingston Landfill focused on report copies pertaining to CAAPP and
NPDES monitoring and reports. The extended review time requests for the IEPA to take action on some of their
landfill permits was mentioned, along with methane gas surface monitoring results that reflected that well X311 had high
methane results. The need to replace two decommissioned landfill gas collectors was mentioned, along with a potential
subsurface oxidation event. Information on the Streator Area Landfill related to the continuation of gas well X-309
having measured high methane levels was part of this report, along with leachate sampling results and some groundwater
monitoring results. Host agreement information was also presented to the committee.



Continuing the Process of Reviewing of the County’s Wind Energy Ordinance:

The Continuation of the Process of Reviewing the County’s Wind Energy Ordinance will take place once all the
evidence is on tecord pertaining to the Pleasant Ridge Wind Energy Project.

The committee received a copy of and acknowledged the Indian Grove Township Setback recommendation resolution.
It is believed that it would be best to address this as part of the overall county wind energy ordinance review. Attorney
Tom Brucker representing Indian Grove Township remarked about this resolution, and how the township believes that
residents adjacent to potential turbine sitings should be protected. A copy of this township resolution is attached to
these minutes for your reference.

The committee then acknowledged the potential need to extend the wind energy moratorium on processing any special
use application for the construction of WECS. This potential need will be addressed at the May committee meeting.

Other Issues to Come Before the Committee: None

Public Comment:

During the public comment portion of the meeting, a dialogue took place regarding the extension of the moratorium on
processing any special use application for the construction of WECS, and how the time limit on any moratorium should
be 3 months or 6 months. This dialogue can continue at the next committee meeting.

Review and Approval of Bills: None

Adjournment:

Then Daryl Holt moved, seconded by Paul Ritter, that this meeting be adjourned. This motion was approved

unanimously.

This meeting was adjourned at 6:27 p.m.

(ol ils

Chatles T. Schopp, Administrator
Livingston County Regional
Planning Commission



LIVINGSTON COUNTY
EMERGENCY S
TELEPHONE

SYSTEM BOARD

April, 2015 Report

From: Emergency Telephone System Board (ETSB)
To: Agriculture, Zoning, and Emergency Services Committee

April 7, 2015

This monthly update will review progress on the capital project that is under implementation.

| will not provide all the monthly statistical data. If any member of the committee would like
that on a regular basis, let me know, and | can have it emailed to you. If any member wants

other information, email me, and it will be provided.

Phone System (Intrado)
e 3/2015 - All new equipment was installed, activated, and all telecommunicators were

trained. The system is now in use.

Radio System (StarCom21/Motorola)
e 4/7/2015-All the wiring in the dispatch center has been installed and temporary training
equipment in place in the lower level. Supreme will start installing in the center this
week. Completion and turnover is expected by mid-May.

CAD System (Spillman)
e 4/7/2015- Spiliman is in the facility today meeting with users to start the process of

configuration definitions. This will allow the system(s) to be tailored to our unique

installation.

Respectfully submitted,

Mike o

ETSB Chair



RESOLUTION NO. /27

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF

INDIAN GROVE TOWNSHIP, LIVINGSTON COUNTY, ILLINOIS,

BETT RESOLVED by the Board of Trustees of the Indian Grove Township, Livingston

County. Hlinois. as follows:

WHEREAS.

the Indian Grove Planning Commission held a meeting on January 13, 2015,

regarding a proposed revision of Livingston County’s Wind Energy Ordinance, which was then

presented o the Township Trustees on January 28, 2015,
WHEREAS. the Indian Grove Planning Commission requests that the following language

be incorporated in the Livingston County Wind Energy Ordinance, as it relates to [ndian Grove

Township:
Al Wind Energy County Conversion System Towers shall be set back a distance
of .10 times the WECS height from adjacent property lines, as measured from
the closest edge of the tower structure. with the exception of Indian Grove

Township. For Indian Grove Township, all WECS towers shall be set back a

divganee of

of af least 4

A times the WECS tower height from adjacent property

s as measured [rom the closest edge of the tower structure. The affected
wjacent property owner may waive this setback requirement, WECS tower
height means the distanee from the

rotor blade at its highest point to the top

of the WECS foundation.

> tonvers shall be set back three times the height of the tower or 1.200

hichever is greater. from any primary structure. with the exception of

Crove Township. For Indian Grove Township, all WECS towers



frall be vet back ten times the height of the tower or 4,000 feet, whichever is

eater, from any primary structure. The distance from the above setback shall

gie

he measured from the point of the primary structure foundation closest (o the
WECS wwner (o the center of the WECS tower foundation. The owner of the
prior structure may waive this setback requirement; but in no case shall a WECS
ed to a primary structure less than 1.10 times the WECS tower

height. WECS tower height means the distance from the rotor blade at its highest

point to the top surface of the WECS foundation.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Trustees of Indian Grove

Township hereby approves and adopts fully the proposed revisions of the Livingston County
Wind Energv Ordinances as presented by the Planning Commission as and for its own said

ordinance and by this resolution fully incorporates and replaces exact language of same.

7 day of FERALS RK,

PASSED BY THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES aforesaid, this_x

o H
1 e i koo e e
Keith Coleman. Supervisor of Indian Grove

Township
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Charles T Schopp <cschopp@livingstoncountyii.gov:>

Additions to the AZES meeting minutes

1 message

Megan Dassow <mdassow13@gmail.com> Tue, Apr7, 2015 at 3:38 PM
To: "cschopp@livingstoncountyil gov" <cschopp@livingstoncountyil.gov>, Alina Hartley
<ahartley @livingstoncountyil.gov>

Chuck and Alina,

Attached is a PDF document outlining the corrections/additions to the Feb AZES meeting minutes.
If you need this document in another format, please let me know.

Thank you,
Megan Dassow

iy Dassow_Feb_AZES_MeetingMins_Updates.pdf
H 1244K



AGIRICUTURE, ZONING AND EMERGENCY SERVICES COMMITTEE

MINUTES OF THE FEBRUARY 3, 2015 MEETING

1¢ conmunittee chair ealled the meeting to order at 6:10 pm at the Livingston County Historic Courthouse,

1

- Aadison Se, Pontiae, Winois and roll call was taken,

& 5 Bill Flotr, Bob Young, James Cagly, Justin Goembel, Paul Ritter and Bill Peterson.

Daryl ol

Commirttee Chair Florr noted the agenda. Paul Ritter then moved, seconded by Justin Goembel, that the
for this meeting be approved as outlined by the committee chair, This motion was approved by a

volce vote af all ayes.

Minutes of the Jamuary 6, 2015 committee meeting and the minutes of the January 15, 2015 recessed portion
of the Januaty 6, 2015 committee meeting were referred to the committee.  Bob Young moved, seconded by
Paul Riteer, that these meeting minutes be approved as presented. This motion was approved by a voice vote

of all ayes.

B Report:

nember Bill Peterson reported thar rhe immediate past Sheriff Al Lindsey is going to serve as an

HTEE men

consultant regarding the new radio systen.

s property development proposal pertains to an application for the approval of a preliminary plat of
This s« proposed 1 lot subdivision to be located in Section 5 of Indian Grove Township.
sl

Thi be a residential subdivision with lots bordering a pond area left from a mineral extraction

s 15 planaed 1o
¢ at was conducted on this property. The Livingston County Regional Planning Commission
ceviewed this reguest ar their meeting on February 2, 2015, The planning commission is recommending the
this proposed subdivision.  The report pertaining o this land division was reviewed with the
iteee. This is a preliminary plat and a this proposal will come back through the review process again as
Paul Ritter moved, seconded by Justin Goembel, that this committee concur with the Livingston

wnal Planning Commission recommendation that this preliminary plat of subdivision be

s motion was approved by a voice vote of all ayes.

Review of Livingston County Zoning Case SF-1-15, Dohman Subdivision:

$iG1 P rertaing to an application for the approval of a final plat of subdivision, to
re ot ov parcel ot land w be divided off of a larger tract of land. The report pettaining to

2 reviewed with the commitiee. The Livingston County Regional Planning

d this request at their meeting on February 2, 2015.




ning commission is recommending the approval of this proposed subdivision. Justin Goembel
seconded by Paul Ritter, that this committee concur with the Livingston County Regional Planning
ommendation that this final plat of subdivision be approved. This motion was approved by

vaice vote of all ayes.

IHigh School, and on February 10, 17, 18, 23 and 25tht at the Walton Centre in Fairbury

Potential additional dates will be scheduled as needed.

solid Waste Repost:

A copy of o planning commission monthly synopsis of landfill information and correspondence was
Vo the committee inembers. The monthly information synopsis relating to Livingston Landfill
't copies pertaining to Clean Air Act Permit Program (CAAPP) and NPDES reports. The

focus Kas!
[1s poi

ation of new gas system components. The committee was informed that the fourth quarter trucked

! : lidd not exhibit characteristics of hazardous waste. Information on the Streator Area Landfill
sundwater nt-(‘ulirrmng report was also part of this narrative. Comments were made about the Hoosier Gas
+ Host agreement information was also presented to the committec. Mention was made as

to a mere de aLlCLi discussion on the Livingston Landfill layout will take place at a furure meeting.

f Reviewing of the County’s Wind Energy Ordinance:

e i 1 o o
S ONINUENG e Frocess o
el

nittee members present at this committee meeting were, Rebekah Fehr, Jeft Reinkemyer and
secial committee members are providing input to the regular committee on the County’s

‘These ¢

v -‘.'er_in.nm. and potential changes to this ordinance.

Flott related as to how this committee would continue their the review of the document
“Livingston Counaty Wind Lnergy Ordinance Review, Ag, Zoning & Emergency Services Commirtee”,
s the ah';:ru:ncnf handed out at the November 4, 2014 committee meeting that incorporates the

ed an the wind energy ordinance into the existing ordinance. A copy of this review

wwin on the sereen in the conumittee room so all present could follow along with the

M Flort lad evervone number their pages so it would easier to communicate about this

s document then resumed on page 7 regarding visual stimulation was discussed,

this discussion was abour the viewable angles in which such photos or images create a view(s) which
stic view(s) of the planned development. Judy Campbell commented about her intent of
ce had a consensus that would be benefit to requiring this proposal, in that it

1301 n,mbizlscefi views.  The discussion then moved onto Number 8 on page 8 of this
Ieasibility. Mr. Reinkemyer noted that this is an involved issue with



2 ) on Page 8 then entered the discussion pertaining to evidence of a power purchasc agreeinent
Ar. Reinkemyer then started a discussion on the marketing of energy and how PPA’s are not always a

ient of marketing encrgy, and how to treat this as other businesses.

p agreed to attempt te work on new financial assurance language that could incorpomtc the intent

ot aumber 8, if that is not agreed upon this arca can be further discussed. Number 9 may be addressed with
ks for a plan on how the developer plans on marketing the energy prior to the issuance of
change as marketing conditions may

e f“-i‘ ae

aC that as

L3 [ " I

Lhe county can acknowledge that the marketing plan may
Moving on to (d) on page 9 Judy Campbell explained her intent on this denial language was

Stnce this may have some legal 1ssues, this was added to a list of issucs to be

becanse of an unknown future.
reviewed by attorneys for legal review as this process continues.  Suggestion Numbers 3 and 4 on page 12
wining o signage were discussed. Enforcement and construction issues were also discussed regarding

e may be placed on such signage. These areas will be incorporated into the ordinance,

mumnbers the

with final danguage to be diafted and approved.

This wind enetgy ordinance discussion then continued onto a discussion about setbacks. It was agreed that in

wuring setbacks the center of the rurbine would be one of the measuring points.

comnuttee chair Flott made some scale drawings on the marker board. The initial drawing represented

1700 foot arc was then made. The discussion then went to yard areas

1500 foot sethack from a house; a

san assumption of yards being 300 to 315 Feet in width or depth depending on how it is looked at’ 1
aric of adding 315 feet to the previously discussed 1500 feet was made to create a conceptual
feet from houses. What is considered a reasonable setback distance was thea debated.

815

nkemyer then velated that turbine layouts exceed the current setback requirement because of a need to
phewith noise and flicker requirements.  Mr. Reinkemyer noted that listed setback distances are arbitrary

tthat turbine designs, such as height and generator size; along with noise compliance fssue contribute
distances. The drawings on the board were further discussed, Visibility and safety

1
are to dictating sethack
1¢ issues were then discussed as part of these setback issues. Copies of a document titled, “Wind
'p More than 1 Acre. In Reality, Turbines take Jand use away from Neighbors!” This graph
: ereator N, McCabe considered non-buildable areas and what they considered as a debris
Slagel suggested a setback distance of one mile from a non-participating residence or

Turhines Use L

mi
{

afb it

aard zone it John

*that property owner sign a waiver, The two sides of property rights were then discussed. [roquois
“seihack requirements were also mentioned.  Mr. Flott and Mr. Reinkemyer then discussed numbers
back distances and the dependency of turbine numbers for a project. Mr. Reinkemyer
mentioned again how objective issues sueh as sound and shadow flicker help to determine adequate setbacks.
ol commented further about home owners and land owners rights and why he believes area land
n for wind energy sites is important to him. Then multiple people joined in the discussion
c aarios of how o consider sctbacks, along with the varying views of proper setback
I order to finish on an issue the committee could agree on, in going to the bottom of page 13
sted to be added as area to be sethack from this pipcline word was taken out because

companies have experience in working with the construction of wind energy facilities, and they

pipehines ate protected depending on the construction issue. At that point the committee

is ardinance review at a future committee meeting,

INAL CHOSC 10 conlinue |
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The reappointments of jo
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lated salery issues, and a need o consid

ot a project. Harvey Zehir commented about the rights ¢ ards to use and enjoyment of

thetr land.

y Goembel, that this meeting be adjourned.  This motion was

Carley moved, 5

approved vaanimous

This meeting was




Additions to the AZES minutes for the 2/3/2015 Meeting
Submitted by: Megan Dassow, 4/7/2015

ted by the AZES Committee

1) Mr. Flott stated that the yard area being discussed was “insignificant”.

2p Ms. Fehr clarified how the diagram affects the non-participating property owners
around a turbine. She also referred to the health and safety booklet for the Vestas as

weil as to the rules of conduct in and around wind turbines and stated that thereis a
500 meter evacuation zone outlined in these references.

3} Public Comment:

2. John Dassow-Rural Chatsworth. Mr. Dassow commented that there is a simple
sclution for a starting point on discussions regarding set-backs. He stated that if
the safety and evacuation zone for turbines is 500 meters, then that should be
used as the baseline for discussion, and no distance less than that. Mr. Dassow
went on to clarify that the measurement should be taken from a non-
participants property line because a person should be able to be safe anywhere
on their own property, not just inside their home.

Harvey Zehr- Rural Fairbury. Mr. Zehr commented on property rights and how
everyone has the right to do what he or she wishes on their own property, until
those actions impede on their neighbors rights. He pointed out that the purpose
of an ordinance is not to facilitate business, but to protect people who are
already living in the area.

Ambiro Cavazos- Rural Strawn. Mr. Cavazos commented to the need to take into
consideration the size and scope of a project when discussing parameters for the

ance. He used the size of the currently proposed Pleasant Ridge Wind

rgy project as an example.




