January 19, 2021
Reno County Public Wrks
Sout h Hut chi nson, Kansas

The Board of Reno County Conm ssioners held a special Wrk
St udy Session on Wnd Energy Regul ations at 4:00 pmat the Reno
County Public Wrks Facility with Chairman Ron Hirst,
Comm ssi oner Ron Sellers, Conm ssioner Daniel Friesen, County
Adm ni strat or Randy Partington, County Counsel or Joe O Sul livan
Public Works Director Don Brittain. County Planner Mark Vonachen
and County C erk Donna Patton, present.

At 4:00 pm Commi ssioner Hirst called the neeting to order
and wel comed You Tube viewers. M. Hrst then read a statenent
about Wnd Energy and the health, safety and wel fare of
citizens.

M . Vonachen provi ded dates begi nning in Decenber 2019 and
the tineline for these regulations. He stated that the Pl anning
Comm ssion was instructed to not restrict wind energy with the
regulations. M. O Sullivan asked if they took into
consideration witten testinony as well and oral testinony. M.
Vonachen said that from March 2020 to the cl ose of the hearing,
people could testify. Witten and Oral comments were consi dered,
and the witten conmmuni cati on was avail able to the Board.

M. Hrst asked how they wanted to proceed, itemby item or
start in certain areas. M. Sellers said he would like to go
page by page and asked M. Vonachen and M. Brittain to let them
know any significant changes fromthe original regulations from
2 years ago that were made. M. Brittain stated that the
original regulations were 2 paragraphs |ong and the new
regul ati ons are 14 pages.

M. Friesen asked themto tie the CUP process to the new
regul ati ons and what the Pl anni ng Comm ssion used for the
original CUP. M. Vonachen said that a |ot of sources were
comments and docunents and he researched what other counties and
states were using and doing but kept in mnd not to ban w nd
energy. The Pl anning Conm ssion used the original current
regul ations and all the information given to them He said they
could nmodify the regulations to be nore restrictive but not |ess
restrictive. They al so took into consideration setbacks and
shadow flicker, using a list and factors that are in the
regul ations. M. Friesen asked if this was the correct avenue
for this process.



The Board went over several itens and issues they were
concerned with. M. Hrst wanted the Board to have final
approval when a 39 party was used for information. M. Brittain
and M. Vonachen would review the 379 party information and bring
it to the Board if they had concerns. If the 39 party being used
was agreeable with the Public Comm ssion and the BOCC, they
woul d proceed. M. Friesen asked if the Board had the right to
refuse the 3'd party and M. O'Sullivan stated that the
qgualifications would be given to M. Partington and if the PC
t hi nks they are qualified, it would be given to the Board
getting conmmuni cation out early.

M. Hrst asked for wetland docunentation to be included.
M. OSullivan said 23-105 item J addressed wetlands. M. Hirst
wanted to di scuss setbacks and M. Sellers said he didn’t cone
prepared to discuss setbacks only to discuss the regul ations as
they were witten and the reasoning they used. M. Vonachen
stated that the docunment before you was what will be given to
t he Board, not the changes you would |like to see nmade. M.
O'Sullivan is going to research the avenue for naking the
changes the Board would like to see.

M. Hirst asked if blade throw was di scussed. M. Vonachen
said it was presented but he didn’t know if they discussed it.
M. Hrst nmentioned wind currents fromthe turbine can go up to
1500’ and wanted to know if the 2-mle buffer was enough.

M. Vonachen said on page 23-6 E on the second line, it
needed to be changed to D

M. Hrst mentioned Quivira and that the KDW was | ooki ng
at a 5-to-7-mle buffer.

M . Vonachen nentioned the Extra Territorial Jurisdiction
and how it affected snmaller cities. A brief discussion took
pl ace about how this process works.

M. Hrst wanted a word changed on page 23-6 under Section
3 Noise itemB, from “should”, neaning it could or could not, to
“shall 7, nmeaning it would be done. M. Sellers agreed. M.
Hi rst mentioned the decibels and how they would be different in
the daytinme and the nighttinme. A brief discussion ensued, and it
was determned that this could be addressed by a 37 party and
M. Friesen commented that in the end, it would be a distance
i ssue.



M. Sellers asked if the lighting on the turbines was
automati c and M. Vonachen said yes. Wen an aircraft approaches
a turbine, it automatically turns on the |ighting.

M. Hrst wanted to add disintegration of blade throw added
to the ice throw

M. Friesen asked if an applicant could request a vari ance.
M . Vonachen said no, because you can’t nodify the regul ations
since this is the mnimum however you can nake them nore
restrictive.

M. Hrst asked why there was a di scussion on page 23-11
item 2J? M. Vonachen said PC Chair French wanted a di scussi on
not just a teardowmn. M. O Sullivan suggested substituting
addi ti onal circunstances instead of discussion.

M. OSullivan and M. Vonachen suggested defining the
project termlife and M. H rst wanted hazardous material added
to the fire safety and rescue plan. A brief discussion took
pl ace about what happens if a conpany files for bankruptcy. M.
Hirst said he would like the regulations applied to the entire
county.

M. Sellers, M. Hrst and M. Friesen thanked the Pl anni ng
Comm ssion for all of their hard work and stated they really
appreciated all they did.

M. Partington said they will wait a few weeks before this
docunent is taken to the Board so everyone can | ook over it.

At 6:37 p.m the neeting adjourned until 9:00 a.m Tuesday,
January 26, 2021.

Appr oved:

Chair, Board of Reno County Comn ssioners
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