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sEiiiakersthave not developed any
JU ificant policy to govern offshore wind
rlf jelopment in the Great Lakes

ohc:les that govern offshore wind were
— 'created without offshore wind in mind




"Roler=.SelectedsRegliations™

RIVEISIaNG Harors Act
NewnalfEnvironmental Policy Act
C orp. zone VManagement Act
l\/tg atory Birdl Treaty Act
e \Naiional Historic Preservation Act
_:: o e}[gnuson -Stevens Fishery Conservation & Management
— C
- _'° National Marine Sanctuary Act
e’ Endangered Species Act
s Clean Water Act

s Lish and Wildlife Coordination Act
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eNuisdictional differences
S| the waters of the Great
andin the Oceans

rnc! ; ubmerged Lands Act
giimed that Federall Jurisdiction
SBE0Ins 8nm off of America’s coast,
— —%xcept I the waters off of Texas
-—W—here jursdiction begins 9nm
= from the coast.

s _However In the Great Lakes, state
jurisdiction; extends from the coast
to international boundaries.
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En' gy PolicysAct-of 2005

Jn MESE o1 the country (on the Outer
ﬁtlnental Shelf) lead jurisdiction for
9 fmittingl and leasing of offshore wind

= evelopment was given to the Minerals
:f’"f Vianagement Service (MMS)

*here was no lead agency designation
made for development in the Great Lakes
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Oliicidls ol the USFWS ave been guoeted
ru aylng that lead jurisdiction belongs to
'rr EFATmYy: Corp of Engineers

S5ife Army. Corp of Engineers have
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= autherty over actions that affect
' nawgable waters
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BV BE0ISCUSSIon of pPolIcy development has
m} a1 place amid agency civil servants

~M chlgan Permitting Dry Run

-;;_ Visconsin Public Service Commission
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sl ZoneVanagemertAct™

NGRS € Section 1455, (d), (2) — state coastal zone
MEegEMeEnt programs should include, “each of the
jvlieingreguired program elements... (H) A planning
PIOCESS oK energy facilities likely to be located in, or

—vv ICh may significantly affect, the coastal zone,
ﬂcludlng a precess for anticipating the management of
j’_‘_-—'-' Jmpacts resulting from such facilities.”
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‘s |1 the Great Lakes the Coastal Zone extends to the
international boundary between the US and Canada

* \What do state coastal zone programs look like?
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SINEERET Great Lakes are state
Weersyindividual state
egilatoens will need to be
ipliBWedsior the development
wiiRoiishiore wind facilities
o r 3i5 could cause some
‘ S difificulty in the development of
— = facilities that will have
— - lootprints inf multiple state
jurisdictions (Southern Lake
Michigan)
s Commonalities
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Brnplic Servicer Commissions ™

WINGRENENGY Tacllities are subject to varying

sicleiregulations of electric utilities
l\/

: pact I the development of wind facilities

_E}—fould fate of return regulation facilitate the
~ development of offshore wind?

ket [egulation or deregulation can play an

® RPS mandates can influence development as
well




SEIEEa COUNLY created the Greai
(EsHENErgy Development Task
CENI 2006

r,<ola iegal; technical,

Bvirenmental, economic, and

Niliencicl aspects of developlng
& whiishore wind.

- ASI"_ 2007 the taskforce issued a

"_'* ‘report that called for, among other
= things, an: effshore wind
' demonstration project of between

SMW and 20MW

e Cuyahega County iIs currently
conducting a feasibility study.
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Celrlele an Regulations, - Role o)

Feclarel Agenues

SAINED _r,ri alfReseurces Canada
- rJJ erles and Oceans Canada
:E ansport Canada
== SSiEnvironmental Canada
. Indlan and Northern Affairs Canada
® |ndustry Canada
* Health Canada
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> |gsiige) cl moratorlum en ofishere wind
JEVEIopments in November 2006.
SAVerateritum was lifted in early 2008 and an
penvirenmental assessment process for offshore
Vind farms has been set up by the Ministry of
= Natural Resources

& he OMNR has developed a document to help In
tle review of offshore wind projects titled,
“Guideline to Assist MNR Staff in the Review of

Wind Power Proposals in or Near Water”
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