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Attention: Board Secretary

Board File # EB-2011-0217

Please find attached copies of signed petition by the landowners.

Sincerely,

William Alan English
William Machacek
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As adjoining land owners of the property involved in the proposed power corridor project
with South Kent Wind Ltd, Board File # EB-2011-0217 | have the following concerns:

t would like the current owner (CN railway known as the CASQO Subdivision) to be held
accountable for the state of neglect their land is currently in prior to the sale being
permitted. We would like CN to remove all railway facilities including afl railway tracks,
switches, signal stations and decommissioned overhead lines, safe disposal of railway
ties and previous transmission poles. We would like to see this in writing with a specified
timeline and specified consequences for neglect. We feel it would be prudent to have
an independent assessment agency regulate this at the cost of the current owner. We
want te ensure that the municipality would not charge to have a power line present on
the land and leave the debris of the railroad unaddressed. if the anticipated cost of the
clean up deters Chatham-Kent from redeveloping the land it could offer a long term-
lease to the adjacent tand owners.

| feel that the Railway took land out of agricutture many years ago and there is no
reason why it cannot be returned to agriculture except for the portion required for the
actual transmission line structures.

I would like it to be clearly speit out for farmers whose property has been divided by this
right of way that long-term crossing privileges will be allowed.
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As adjoining land owners of the property involved in the proposed power corridor project
with South Kent Wind Ltd, Board File # EB-201 1-0217 I have the following concems:

| would like the current owner (CN railway known as the CASO Subdivision) to be haid
accountable for the state of neglect their land is currently in prior to the sale being
permitted. We would like CN to remove all railway faciiities including ail railway tracks,
switches, signal stations and decommissioned overhead lines, safe disposal of railway
ties and previous transmission poles. We wauld like to see this in writing with a specified
timeline and specified consequences for neglect. We feel it would be prudent to have
an independent assessment agency regulate this at the cost of the current owner. We
want to ensure that the municipality would not charge to have a power line present on
the land and leave the debris of the railroad unaddressed. If the anticipated cost of the
clean up deters Chatham-Kent from redeveloping the land it could offer a long term-
lease to the adjacent land owners.

{ feel that the Railway took land out of agriculture many years ago and there is no
reason why it cannot be returned to agriculture except for the portion required for the
actual transmission line structures.

1 'would fike it to be clearly spelt out for farmers whose property has been divided by this
right of way that long-term crossing privileges will be allowed.
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As adjcining fand owners of the property involved in the proposed power corridor project
with South Kent Wind Ltd, Board File # EB-2011-0217 | have the following concerns:

! would like the current owner (CN railway known as the CASQ Subdivision) to be held
accountable for the state of neglect their land is currently in prior to the sale being
permitted. We would like CN to remove all raffway facilities including all railway tracks,
switches, signal stations and decommissioned overhead lines, safe disposal of railway
ties and previous transmission poles. We would fike to see this in writing with a specified
timeline and specified consequences for neglect. We feel it would be prudent to have
an independent assessment agency regulate this at the cost of the current owner. We
want to ensure that the municipality would not charge to have a power line present on
the land and leave the debris of the railroad unaddressed. If the anticipated cost of the
clean up deters Chatham-Kent from redeveloping the land it could offer a long term-
lease to the adjacent land owners.

I feel that the Railway took tand out of agriculture many years ago and there is no
reason why it cannot be returned to agriculture except for the portion required for the
actual transmission line structures.

I would like it to be clearly spelt out for farmers whose property has been divided by this
right of way that long-term crossing privileges will be allowed.
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As adjoining tand owners of the property involved in the proposed power corridor project
with South Kent Wind Ltd, Board File # EB-2011-0217 | have the following concerns:

I would like the current owner (CN railway known as the CASO Subdivision) to be heid
accountable for the state of neglect their land is currently in prior to the sale being
permitted. We would like CN to remove all railway facilities including all railway tracks,
switches, signal stations and decommissioned overhead lines, safe disposal of railway
ties and previous transmission poles. We would tike to see this in writing with a specified
timeline and specified consequences for neglect. We feel it would be prudent to have
an independent assessment agency regulate this at the cost of the current owner. We
want to ensure that the municipality would not charge to have a power line present on
the land and leave the debris of the railroad unaddressed. [f the anticipated cost of the
clean up deters Chatham-Kent from redeveloping the fand it could offer a fong term-
lease to the adjacent land owners.

t feel that the Railway took land out of agricuiture many years ago and there is no
reason why it cannot be returned to agriculture except for the portion required for the
actual transmission line structures.

i would like it to be clearly speit out for farmers whose property has been divided by this
right of way that long-term crossing privileges will be allowed.






