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1.0Introduction

This report is a self-assessment of archaeological and/or heritage resources on the
Liskeard 1 Solar Farm located on the east half of the south half of Lot 5, Concession
2S, in the City of Temiskaming Shores, District of Timiskaming (Figure 1).

The self-assessment is allowed under the Renewable Energy Approvals regulation
(O.Reg. 359/09) issued under the Environmental Protection Act (2009). A self-
assessment will determine if there are archaeological or heritage resources at the
project location, and confirm if there will be any anticipated, direct or indirect, impact on
those resources. Written summaries of supporting documentation are provided in this
report.

Project Name : Liskeard 1 Solar Farm
Project Location : East ¥ of south ¥ of Lot 5, Concession 2, Geographic Township of
Dymond, City of Temiskaming Shores, District of Timiskaming.
Municipal address : 704137 Rockley Road, Temiskaming Shores, ON, P0OJ 1P0O
REA Project Identifier : FIT #FCH0343
Type and Classification of  Project: Solar PV, Class 3
Proponent Name : Canadian Solar Solutions Inc.
Proponent Contact Information : Mr. Mark Feenstra, contact person
Canadian Solar Solutions Inc.
650 Riverbend Drive, Suite B
Kitchener, Ontario
Canada N2K 3S2
Tel: +1 519 954 2057
Fax:+1 519 578 2097
Mark.Feenstra@na.canadiansolar.com
Project S ize: 10MW AC



2.0 ldentification of Protected Properties at the Project Location

The checklist (MTC 2011: Appendix B) provided by the Ministry of Tourism and Culture
addresses the identification of protected properties at the project location.

Figures 1 and 2illustrate the project area.

If you answer YES to any of the following questions you will require: either written authorization as set out
in the Table in section 19 of O.Reg. 359/09, or written confirmation that written authorization is not required.
Continue until all questions are answered for each property at the project location.

4
o

Description of Property YES Where information can be obtained.
Is the property subject to an
Ontario Heritage Trust easement
agreement?

Has a notice of intention to
designate been issued by a

municipality for the property?

Ontario Heritage Trust
Local Land Registry Office (title search)

Municipal Clerk
Ontario Heritage Trust

Municipal Clerk
Ontario Heritage Trust
Local Land Registry Office (Title search)

Is the property municipally
designated?

Is the property provincially
designated?

Has a notice of intention to
designate been issued by the
Minister of Tourism and Culture
for the property?

Please see Appendix G

XXX X X

Please see Appendix G

Is the property subject to a
municipal easement agreement?

Municipal Clerk
Local Land Registry Office (Title search)

Is the property located within a
designated Heritage
Conservation District?

Is the property designated as a
historic site under Regulation
8807

Municipal Clerk
Ontario Heritage Trust

X X X

Please see Appendix G

Appendix A presents the communication regarding items in the above checklist from the
Ontario Heritage Trust.

Appendix B presents the communication regarding one item in the above checklist (i.e.
3LV WKH SURSHUW\ VXEMHFW WR D PXQLFLSDO HDVHPHQW DJ

The reference to Appendix G (MTC 2011: Appendix G) in the above checklist refers to
the following questions from the Ministry document appendices:

Is the property provincially designated?

Has a notice of intention been issued by the Minister of Tourism and Culture for the
property?

Is the property designated as a historic site under Regulation 880?



Appendix G of the MTC document (2011) refers to the following items. The statements
below the items in bold and underlined are responses to the items for this project area.

,WHP LQ 7DEOH LQFOXGHG XQGHU 6HFWLRQ Rl1 2 5HJ
properties designated by the Minister of Tourism and Culture under section 34.5 of the
2QWDULR +HULWDJH $FW ~

Iltem 4. There are no properties located on the property that are currently
designated by the Minister of Tourism and Culture.

,WHP LQ 7DEOH LQFOXGHG XQGHU 6HFWLRQ Rl 2 5HJ
Designate was given in accordance with section 34.6 of the Ontario Heritage Act on
February 2, 2007 by the ministry for property known as Meldrum Bay Inn, located at
25959 Highway 540 in the unincorporated village of Meldrum Bay, in the Geographic
7TRZQVKLS RI 'DZVRQ LQ WKH 'LVWULFW RI ODQLWRXOLQ °

Iltem 5. There is no intent by the proponent to develop a renewable energy project
on the property identified in Iltem 5.

,WHP LQ 7DEOH LQFOXGHG XQGHU 6HFWLRQ Rl 2 5HJ
are designated as Historic Sites under Regulation 880 of the Revised Regulations of
Ontario, 1990:
X Cahiague Historic Site, Township of Medonte, County of Simcoe, Lot 11,
Concession 14;
x Penetanguishene Military and Naval Establishments Historic Site, Township of
Tay, County of Simcoe, Lots 122-124, Concession I; Lot 124, Concession Il; road
allowance Concession | and Il; and
X Willow Fort Historic Site, Township of Vespra, County of Simcoe, Lot 14,
Concession 11.

Iltem 8. There is no intent by the proponent to develop a renewable enerqgy project
on any of these propert ies.

Figures 1 and 2 show that none of the protected properties listed above (Items 4, 5 and
8) are located at the project location.



3.0 Consideration of Archaeological Resources at the Project Location

Assessment Checklist

+Self-

Screening questions Yes No Guidance to Applicant

1. Will any activity related to Keep in mind that if your project requires temporary
the project result in ground & D storage or work areas, or will build temporary roads to
disturbance? enable installation, there may be ground impacts.

If you answered YES, continue to question 2. Documentation to support an answer of YES is not required.

If you answered NO, an archaeological assessment is not required. Appropriate documentation from the
P_ro;ect Description, Construction, and Operation and Decommissioning Reports demonstrating no ground
disturbance will take place, must be included as part of the written summary. It is not necessary to
complete the remaining questions in the checklist.

2. Is there a known The Ministry of Tourism and Culture maintains a database
archaeological resource on D m of known archaeological sites in Ontario. Contact the

or within 250 metres of the Archaeological Data Coordinator for information about
prdperty? archaeological sites at archaeologicalsites@ontario.ca.

If you ans'wergd YES, an archaeological assessment is required. The archaeological assessment reports
and MTC S wnttt_en comments must be included in the application. It is not necessary to complete the
remaining questions in the checklist.

If you answered NO, a copy of correspondence from MTC’s Archaeological Data Cobrdinator confirming
that (here are no known sites on or within 250 meters must be included with the written summary.
Continue to question 3.

3. Does the m.unicipality Several municipalities have developed archaeological
where the project is‘located management plans (AMP). Contact the clerk of each local
have an archaeological D m municipality and upper-tier (or single-tier) municipality in
management plan that which the project location is situated to determine if there
covers the project area? is a municipal AMP.

If you answered YES, continue to question 4. Documentation to support this answer is not required.

If you answergd NO, a copy of correspondence from the municipality confirming that no AMP exists must
be included with the written summary. Continue to question 5.

4. |s the project located in an

area of archaeological AMPs identify areas of archaeological potential that would
potential marked on a D D require an archaeological assessment should
municipal archaeological nla development be proposed for the area.

management plan?

If you answered YES, an archaeological assessment is required. The archaeological assessment reports
and MTC’s written comments must be included in the application. It is not necessary to complete the
remaining questions in the checklist.

If you answered NO, a copy of correspondence from the municipality stating that the project is not l_ocated
in an area of archaeological potential marked on an AMP must be included in the application. Continue to

question 5.

3, 16 tie 1ol projoct area D & If the total project area is less than 400 square meters it is

smaller than 400 square unlikely that it will impact archaeological resources.
metres?

If you answered YES, an archaeological assessment is not required. A map of the project area, including
a calculation of project area demonstrating that it is less than 400 square meters must be included as part
of the written summary. It is not necessary to complete the remaining questions in the checklist.

If you answered NO, continue to question 6.

Examples include areas subject to:

e Quarrying;

« Major landscaping involving grading below topsoil;

« Building footprints and associated construction
6. Can it be confirmed that envelope;
the entire project area has o Infrastructure development such as sewer lines, gas
been subjected to recent D E lines, underground hydro lines, roads and any
(post-1960) extensive and associated trenches, ditches, interchanges;

deep disturbance? e Heavy-duty vegetation clearing, and depositing large
amounts of fill.

Activities limited to the topsoil layer such as agricultural
ploughing and tilling are not considered deep disturbance.

If the applicant answered YES, an archaeological assessment is not required. The applicant must include
a written summary and photographs of previous activity at the project area as part of the written summary.

If the applicant answered NO, an archaeological assessment is required.




The above checklist applies to the entire Liskeard 1 Solar Farm project area.

With respect to question 4, and a copy of correspondence from the municipal clerk
indicates that the municipality does not have an archaeological master plan. The
proponent undertook a Stage 1 archaeological assessment of the property.

Scarlett Janusas Archaeological and Heritage Consulting and Education undertook a
Stage 1 archaeological assesment of the Liskeard 1 Solar Farm property. The report
was submitted to the Ministry of Tourism and Culture on July 30", 2011. A letter of
concurrence with the recommendations in the report was provided by the Ministry of

Tourism and Culture on August 24", 2011 (Appendix C).

The recommendation of the report is that a Stage 2 archaeological assessment of the
property be conducted prior to any development of the property.



4.0 Consideration of Heritage Resources at the Project Location +Self-
Assessment

The checklist below and on following pages is a self-assessment tool provided by the
Ministry of Tourism and Culture to determine if the current project will impact a heritage
resource. The checklist presents questions with respect to potential heritage resources
at the project location.

Screening Question | Yes [No [ Guidance to Applicant

Part A: Recognized Cultural Heritage Value:

1. Is the project area An abutting protected property is a strong indication that there
abutting a protected may be heritage resources at the project location. Therefore,
heritage property as the heritage assessment is needed to identify and evaluate all

section 19 of O. Reg. to evaluating project impacts to the abutting protected
359/09? ‘ properties.

The sources of information for this question are the same as
those used to address section 19 of O. Reg. 359/09. Refer to
Appendix E of this Bulletin.

If you answered YES, a heritage assessment is required. The heritage assessment report and MTC's
written comments must be included in the application. It is not necessary to complete the remaining
questions in the checklist.

If you answered NO, a copy of the correspondences required for Appendix E must be submitted as part of
the application. Continue to question 2.

2. Is the subject property Check with the Municipal Clerk, Heritage Planning staff, or the
listed on the municipal E E Municipal Heritage Committee to determine if a property is

described in the table in E E potential heritage resources at the project location, in addition

heritage register, or a listed on a municipal register.
provincial register/list?

MTC maintains a list of Provincial Heritage Properties.

If you answered YES, a heritage assessment is required. The heritage assessment report and MTC's
written comments must be included in the application. It is not necessary to complete the remaining
questions in the checklist.

If you answered NO, a copy of printouts/screenshots of all relevant queries must be submitted as part of
the application. Continue to question 3.

3. Is there a municipal, Heritage resources are often recognized with formal plaques
provincial or federal or markers. Plaques are erected by municipalities, provincial
plaque on or related to or federal ministries or agencies, or by local non-government
the subject property? or non-profit organizations.

The Municipal Heritage Committee may be a source of
information on the location of plaques in their community.
Local heritage organizations may also have information on
plaques they erected. For information on what local heritage
W organizations exist in the community, contact the Ontario
Historical Society: www.ontariohistoricalsociety.ca

The Ontario Heritage Trust (OHT) erects plaques to
commemorate Ontario’s history. For more information about
OHT plaques: www.heritagetrust.on.ca/Resources-and-
Learning/Online-Plague-Guide.aspx

The National Historic Sites and Monuments board erects
plaques to commemorate Canada’s history. For more
information: http://www.pc.gc.ca/apps/lhn-nhs/index e.asp
If you answered YES, a heritage assessment is required. The heritage assessment reports and MTC's
written comments must be included in the application. It is not necessary to complete the remaining
questions in the checklist.

If you answered NO, a copy of correspondence from the municipality and printouts/screenshots of all

| relevant queries must be submitted as part of the application. Continue to question 4.
































































































































































































































































