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Executive Summary

The proponent, Canadian Solar Solutions Inc., and their agent, Dillon Consulting
Limited, retained the services of Scarlett Janusas Archaeological and Heritage
Consulting and Education (SJAHCE) to conduct a Stage 1 archaeological
resource assessment on property proposed for solar farm development. This
property is located on part of Lot 5, Concession 2S, in the geographic township of
Dymond, now the City of Temiskaming Shore, in the District of Timiskaming
(former District of Nipissing). The property is located on the north side of
Rockley Road.

The study property is approximately 34.398 ha in size. The study area is subject
to the Green Energy Act.

Background research indicated that there are no registered archaeological sites
within one kilometer of the study area.

There two residential/farm clusters located on the north side of Rockley Road
within the boundaries of the proposed solar farm. No site visit was conducted by
SJAHCE. Current use of the property includes agricultural/pasture fields,
residential/farm complexes, and woodland.

The closest water source is an unnamed tributary of Wabi Creek, located in the
northeast corner of the study area. All other water sources lie over 1 km distant.

There is one plague commemorating the founding of New Liskeard.
Soils in the area are predominantly clay and the topography is level.

The area was once inundated by a glacial lake, but there are no strand lines near
the study area.

The property exhibits archaeological potential 50 m distant from the unnamed
tributary, but the remainder of the property exhibits low archaeological potential.

The Stage 1 archaeological assessment of the study property was conducted
under license P027, (Scarlett Janusas, PIF #P027-137-2011) during May of
2011. No site visit was conducted by SJIAHCE.

Based upon the background research of past and present conditions, the
following is recommended:

X The area identified as exhibiting archaeological potential (Figure 10) must be
subject to a Stage 2 archaeological assessment prior to any development
disturbance as it pertains to the 2011 Standards and Guidelines regarding
northern Ontario properties;



X The remainder of the area is considered to exhibit low archaeological
potential and no further archaeological assessment is required.

This archaeological assessment has been conducted under the 2011 Standards
and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (Ministry of Tourism and Culture,
2011a).



STAGE 1 ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT
LISKEARD 1 SOLAR FARM
PART LOT 5, CONCESSION 2S +FORMER DYMOND TOWNSHIP
CITY OF TEMISKAMING SHORES
DISTRICT OF TIMISKAMING (FORMER DISTRICT OF NIPISSING)
Revised Report

1.0 PURPOSE zDevelopment Context

The proponent, Canadian Solar Inc., and their agent, Dillon Consulting Limited,
retained the services of Scarlett Janusas Archaeological and Heritage Consulting
and Education (SJAHCE) to conduct a Stage 1 archaeological resource
assessment on property proposed for solar farm development. No permission
was required to access this property as this was a Stage 1 archaeological
assessment without the optional property visit. This property is located on part of
Lot 5, Concession 2S, in the geographic township of Dymond, now the City of
Temiskaming Shore, in the District of Timiskaming (former District of Nipissing).
The property is located on the north side of Rockley Road (Figures 1 +4).

The project is seeking a Renewable Energy Approval according to Ontario
Regulation 359/09 issued under the Environmental Protection Act, Sections 20,
21 and 22. This project is approximately 34.398 ha in size, and is anticipated to
be 10 MW.

The Stage 1 archaeological assessment of the study property was conducted
under license P027, (Scarlett Janusas, PIF #P027-137-2011) during May of
2011.

This archaeological assessment has been conducted under the 2011 Standards
and Guidelines for Consulting Archaeologists (Ministry of Tourism and Culture,
2011a).

This report is submitted to the Minister of Tourism and Culture as a condition of
licensing in accordance with part VI of the Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.0O. 1990, c
0.18. The report is reviewed to ensure that it complies with the standards and
guidelines that are issued by the Minister, and that the archaeological fieldwork
and report recommendations ensure the conservation, protection and
preservation of the cultural heritage of Ontario. When all matters relating to
archaeological sites within the project area of a development proposal have been
addressed to the satisfaction of the Ministry of Tourism and Culture, a letter will
be issued by the ministry stating that there are no further concerns with regard to
alterations to archaeological sites by the proposed development.



Figure 1
Location of Study Property

Adapted from Cummings 2009
www.web.mac.com/monriver/Norms_Temiskaming_Country/Location.hmtl




Figure 2
Topographic Map of Study Area
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Figure 3
Local Setting of Liskeard 1
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Figure 4
Records Review Mapping



2.0 Study Methods

2.1

Stage 1 (Background Research)

As part of the background research, an examination of the following was
conducted:

X

the Site Registration Database (maintained by the Ontario Ministry of Tourism
and Culture) was examined for the presence of known archaeological sites in
the project area and within a radius of one kilometer of the project area by
contacting the data coordinator of the Ministry of Tourism and Culture
(2011b);

reports of previous archaeological fieldwork within a radius of 50 m around
the property;

topographic maps at 1:10 000 (recent and historical) or the most detailed map
available;

historic settlement maps such as the historic atlases;

available archaeological management/master plans or archaeological
potential mapping;

commemorative plagues or monuments;

any other avenues that assist in determining archaeological potential were
examined.



3.0 RESULTS zHistoric and Archaeological Context
3.1 Background Research (Stage 1)
3.1.1 Current and Natural Environment

Current Environment

The current environment of the study area is one of agricultural fields and
forested areas. The Temiskaming Shores Official Plan +Existing Land Use Map
(2008) indicates that the project area is agricultural. The property to the west of
the study area consists of a refuse centre and wooded area. Wooded areas are
also located to the north and east of the study property. The southern boundary
of the property is demarcated by Rockley Road.

Current Environment xEXisting Features
The satellite imagery (Figure 5) illustrates a number of possible structures on the

north side of Rockley Road. There was no site visit conducted for the property
and these possible structures remain unidentified.

Figure 5
Possible Structures North of Rockley Road
From Google Earth tSatellie Imagery




Natural Environment +Bedrock and Physiography

The bedrock of the area (Figure 6) is primarily Precambrian, but there are areas
of sediments dating to the Ordivician and Silurian times that are located at the
north end of Lake Timiskaming.

Figure 6
Bedrock of the Study Area
From Gillespie et al 1990: 7
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The study area lies in the Little Clay Belt physiographic region, which is
characterized by glaciolucustrine deposits laid down in the late Pleistocene age,
when glacial Lake Ojibway drained circa 8000 B.C. Temiskaming Shores is
actually located at the southern end of the clay belt area. This clay belt is known
to be suitable for agricultural pursuits. This physiographic region is surrounded
by the Canadian Shield.

Environment *Prehistoric Shorelines

37KLV UHJLRQ OLNH DOO RI 2QWDULR ZDV theRateHUHG E\ PD\
Wisconsin glacial period. The grinding action of moving ice masses produced

considerable amounts of rock material, ranging in size from boulders to rock

flour, and distributed it over the landscape. Glacial streams flowing within the ice,

tumbled stones into smooth, rounded gravel, and as the ice receded,

these were deposited as long, snake-like ridges, called eskers. Conical sandy

hills (kames), were deposited at the melting front of retreating glaciers. Sand and

gravel outwash plains were left by the large glacial streams that were spawned

by melting ice.

A large glacial lake known as Lake Barlow-Ojibway covered the Englehart-New

Liskeard land area, and deposited a thick bed of lacustrine clay (5). The lake is

believed to have formed approximately 11,000 years ago and ended about 8000

\HDUV DJR ZKHQ WKH LFH UHDGYDQFHG" *LOOHVSLH HW D

Natural Environment +Soils and Topography

The soils of the subject property are illustrated in Figure 7. The primary solil type
is New Liskeard clay with poor drainage, and a smooth to very gently sloping
topography. There are two other soil types. The first is located at the southern
end of the subject property and also in the northeast quadrant. It is Hanbury
clay, with imperfect drainage and smooth to gently sloping topography. The last
soil type is located in the northeast corner of the subject lands and is Haileybury
soil. There are no identified areas of sand located on the property per the 1955
Soil Map of the area.
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Figure 7
Soils of the Subject Property

- ‘ai® r

Natural Environment +Drainage

A small tributary of Wabi Creek enters the northeast corner of the study area.

$FFRUGLQJ WR 6HFWLRQ RI WKH OLQLVWU\ RI 7TRXULVP

DQG *XLGHOLQHV IRU &RQVXOWLQJ $UFKDHRORJLVWYV D
feature of archaeological potential is a modern water source, test pitting is

UHTXLUHG EHWZHHQ DQG P IURP WKH IHDWXUH" ,Q WKI
small tributary of Wabi Creek (Figure 8).

Natural Environment +Vegetation

Gillespie et. al. (1990) describe the vegetation of the area as supporting black
spruce, balsam fir, white birch and trembling aspen.
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Figure 8
Drainage
50 m from modern water source
Adapted from Ontario Basic Mapping www.geographynetwork.ca
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3.1.2 Potential for Aboriginal Archaeological Resources

Table 1 provides a general outline of the culture history of northern Ontario.
Each region within Northern Ontario will have its own variations of the table
presented below.

Table 1
Culture History for Northern Ontario

Period " Group ' Time Range Comment

Paleo-Indian Plano 8000 £5000 B.C. | Hunting animals such as

caribou with spears;
adaptation to a climate cooler
than today; glacial ice still
covered part of the region;
huge stone tool quarry and
workshop was started on
Manitoulin Island.

Archaic Shield Archaic; Old | 5000 B.C. * 400 | Bow and arrow introduced

Copper Culture B.C. around 1600 B.C.; the
aboriginals settled at Sault
Ste. Marie; sturgeon and
suckers are harpooned and
caught in fish traps in local
rivers; copper is discovered a
raw material for tools; stone
axes, gouges and other
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' Time Range Comment

heavy wood-working tools
become common along Lake
Superior and Lake Huron.
By the middle of the Archaic
period, almost every remote
lake and river system in
northeastern Ontario had
some aboriginal settlements.
The spread of people was
rapid and thorough.

Middle Woodland | Laurel Culture 400 B.C. = A.D. | The start of seine net fishing
800 in shallow water was
developed; pottery was used
for the first time.

Late Woodland Eastern Algonkians; | A.D. 800 +1600 | By the 15" century, the
Selkirk;  Blackduck; Ojibwa in northeastern
Wanikan Ontario had established
strong trade ties with the
Huron and Ottawa in
southern Ontario; gill net
fishing began; rock paintings
on cliffs spread across the
region; religious ceremonies
developed; ancestors of the
Ojibwa, Cree and Ottawa
developed a specialized
adaptation to northern
Ontario and its seasonal
cycle of food resources; the
main sites were concentrated
on large rivers and lakes,
while campsites can be found
almost anywhere.

Historic Fur Trade; Pioneer | A.D. 1600 to the | Traditional lifestyles
(land surrenders and | present disappeared; the fur trade
reserves) changed the landscape and

settlements; European trade
goods replaced stone and
ceramic native tools.

3.1.2.1 Prehistory of the Subject Area

The Ontario Heritage Trust (formerly the Ontario Heritage Foundation) describe
the area of New Liskeard and its early beginnings (2003). The Algonquins were
the first people to use the Lake Temiskaming area for hunting, fishing and
trapping. Their primary habitations areas were located along the Lake
Temiskaming-Ottawa River, Lake Kippawa, North Temiskaming, and the Wabi
River.

The Paleo Indian period, 8000 £5000 B.C., represents the first human
populations in northern Ontario. These people subsisted largely on caribou and
small mammals and fish. They were nomadic in nature, traveling large areas, but
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generally followed glacial strandlines. Sites from this period are represented
solely by lithic assemblages. There are no registered sites from this period
located within one kilometer of the study area. Itis unlikely that there will be any
sites dating to this period in the study area given the area was inundated by
glacial Lake Barlow-Ojibwa during this stage.

The Archaic period spans a large time period from 5000 to 400 B.C.. Raw
materials used by these nomadic people became much more diverse, and they
remained hunters and gatherers. Archaic sites tend to be located near wetlands,
creeks and streams and in areas where natural resources (i.e. for such activities
as hunting, fishing and quarrying) would be available. The potential for locating
sites of the Archaic period is low given the distance to any water source. There
are no registered archaeological sites within one kilometer of the subject lands,
however, the presence of a small tributary in the northeast corner of the subject
lands suggests possible use/habitation of this area within 50 m of the waterway.

The Woodland periods spans from 400 B.C. to 1600 A.D.. The introduction of
ceramics marks the differentiation between the Woodland and Archaic periods.
The Woodland period also sees an introduction to horticulture, later evolving to
agriculture. With agriculture comes a more sedentary lifestyle and results in
village formation, tribal differentiation and warfare.

37TKH ILUVW DSSHDUDQFH RI SRWWHU\ LQ WKH /DNH 7HPLVN
was from the Laurel peoples in the Middle Woodland era (500 B.C. +500/900
AD). Laurel people sites are most often found around large lakes and rivers.
The Anishnabek or Late Pre-Contact Woodland peoples (500/900 +1600 AD)
were the people who lived in northeastern Ontario before the arrival of the
Europeans. These groups were known for their pottery and were the direct
ancestors of the present day Ojibway, Cree and Northern Algonquin peoples.
Late prehistoric inhabitants of the Temiskaming District in the 1400s and 1500s
were probably related to the Ottawa Valley Algonquins. The New York Iroquois
raids in the 1600s and the European trade economy caused the relocation of
many people and make it difficult to connect the two groups of people
(Temiskaming Shores 2008).

The main sites are concentrated on large rivers and lakes, but campsites can be
located anywhere. The potential for large Woodland period sites occurring in the
study area is low.

3.1.2.2 Native Historic Period

The Native Historic Period runs from circa 1600 to 1875. This marks a period of
interaction with missionaries and fur traders.

37KHUH DUH WZR NQRZQ $QLVKQDEHN )LUVW 1DWLRQV &RPF
Algonquin) who lived in the area and had territories in the Temiskaming Shores
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area. Haileybury was once the hunting territory of the Temiskaming or Saugeen

Anishnabek Band. The Temiskaming Algonqun FDOOHG WKHPVHOYHV WKH 3
RI WKH /DNH" téirRugi@ri villRgd at the north end of the lake. Their

traditional territory included the east shore of the lake and the Wabi River.

People of Lake Temiskaming traded with both English and French traders. Mill

Creek and other portage routes over land to the Montreal River were important

transportation routes used by Algonquin for thousands of years (Temiskaming

Shores 2008

The French trading company, La Compagnie du Nord, established a trading for

by 1679 along the Montreal River (south of the subject lands). Prior to the Deed

RI 6 XUUHQGHU WKH 7THPLVNDPLQJ DUHD zZDV SDUW RI 5
JRYHUQHG LQLWLDOO\ E\ WKH +XGVRQYV %D\ &RPSDQ\ XQG|
Crown (1670). There was competition between La Compagnie du Nord and the

+XGVRQTV %D\ &RPSDQ\ ZKLFK FKDOOHQJHG WKH IRUPHUYV
area. The French responded by sending Pierre de Troyes expedition up the

Ottawa River and lake Temiskaming in 1686 to attack English fur traders/forts on

James Bay. The fort on the Montreal River was destroyed in 1688 by the

Iroquois, and a second fort was built at the narrows of Lake Temiskaming.

Economic shifts in the supply and demand for furs led to the disuse of this fort,

until circa 1763. Fort Temiskaming was under the control of the North West

&RPSDQ\ E\ ZKLFK PHUJHG ZLWK WKH +XGVRQTV %D\ &R
great deal of trade passed through Fort Temiskaming. However, in 1887 the
S3VWRUH” ZDV UHORFDWHG WR 9LOOH ODULH DQG E\ DED

Many of the French and English fur traders married native women and settled in
the area, and became farmers keeping cattle, growing grain and potatoes and
raising other livestock.

The Jesuits passed through the area as early s 1658, and in 1863, the Oblate
missionaries established a mission to the Algonquins, known as Mission St.
Claude, opposite Fort Temiskaming. The mission closed in 1887, when other
missions were established. One such mission for the Algonquin was opened at
North Temiskaming, and the other mission was opened at Ville Marie for the
French Canadian settlers (on the Quebec side of the lake).

Native groups moved away from the area around 1900 when European
settlement around the lake and on the Little Clay Belt increased. The clearing of
forests and the building of dams helped expedite this process (Temiskaming
Shores 2008). ”

3.1.3 Previously Known Archaeological Resources and Assessments

The Ministry of Tourism and Culture reported (email May 13", 2011 from Robert
von Bitter, Archaeological Site Data Coordinator, MTC) that there are no
registered sites located within one kilometer of the study area.
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However, Tulloch (2010:171) has indicated that Dr. Dean Knight conducted an

archaeological assessment in 1972 on Lake Temiskaming and Woodland

Heritage Services Limited conducted work in 2002 and 2005. Woodland

Services discovered a 2000 year old aboriginal campsite and grist/mill log slide at

Mill Creek Falls in 2002. Woodland Heritage also discovered a native portage

site along Mill Creek, ancient foot trails, the 1879 Piche grist mill and dams, and

WKH -5 %YRRWK ORJJLQJ VOLGH WKH 2QWDULR &UI
log bridge over Mill Creek and the original location of the Bucke Township

Colonization Road. These are presented as background to the area, even

though the sites are more than 1 km from the study area.

3.1.4 Plaques

The Ontario Heritage Trust (formerly the Ontario Heritage Foundation) unveiled a
provincial plaque celebrating the founding of New Liskeard. The plaque reads:

FOUNDING OF NEW LISKEARD
The Little Clay Belt, the rich agricultural belt extending north from New Liskeard,
ZDV RULJLQDOO\ LQKDELWHG E\ WKH $OJRQTXLQ )LUVW 1DV
6N\" :DELJLMLF DQG $QJH O Dby & mRduth 9f the MR RivérYiH G
1891, William Murray and Irvin Heard settled here and two years later Crown
Lands Agent John Armstrong arrived to supervise development. The abundance
RI JRRG LQH[SHQVLYH IDUPODQG DWWUDF®htalo SHRSOH IUR
and the town quickly grew. It was incorporated as New Liskeard in 1903 and
Armstrong became its first mayor. The Temiskaming and Northern Ontario
Railway arrived two years later, helping to develop New Liskeard into the
commercial centre of south Temiskaming.

3.1.5 Euro-Canadian Historic Period

In the post-confederation era, the Temiskaming area was part of what was known

DV 1HZ 2QWDULR EHIRUH WRGD\YfV SURYLQFLDO ERXQGDUL'
The government sent survey parties into northern Ontario to identify and map

natural resources of the region. The Ontario-Quebec boundary was surveyed in

1874, and the first eight townships on the Ontario side of Lake Temiskaming

were divided into lots in 1887.

Charles Cobbald Farr was responsible for encouraging and attracting much of

the growth in the tri-towns (Cobalt, Haileybury and New Liskeard) by distributing

pamphlets )DUU zZDV WKH FKLHI WUDGHU RI WKH ORFDO +XGVF
post between 1873 and 1889. After leaving his position with the HBC, Farr

bought land on the west side of Lake Temiskaming, and assisted in the

establishment of Haileybury, south of the study area. Most settlers, however,

chose areas near the mouth of the Wabi River to stake their land claims.
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An Algonquin family resided at the current location of New Liskeard. Joachim
Wabigijic (c. 1816-1888), and his wife Angela Lapointe (c. 1830-1895) had a
FDELQ DQG IDUP DW WKH PRXWK RI WKH :DEAN5SLYHU
They lived here until the first European settlers moved into the area. Joachim

died about the same time, and the family relocated to the North Temiskaming
Reserve. The name of the Wabi River is derived from the Wabigijic family.

The first European settlers of the area, who located to the mouth of the Wabi
River, from Haliburton County, were William Murray (c. 1840-1906) and Irvin
Heard (c. 1871-1956) who settled here in 1891.

In October 1893, the Crowns Land Agent, John Armstrong (c. 1851-1928)
supervised the development of the townships in the southern portion of the Little
Clay Belt (including the study area). The town site was surveyed circa 1894, and
by 1902, the community had begun to establish itself there. Most settlers
originated from elsewhere in Ontario, and there were some British immigrants to
the area as well.

New Liskeard was originally called the Wabi River Settlement, then Liskeard, and
by 1898, Thornloe. The federal government officially changed the name to New
Liskeard in 1903. A 1905 map of part of the District of Nipissing indicates that
Dymond Township was considered part of this district (Figure 9). No colonization
roads are shown in the study area.

Figure 9
1905 District of Nipissing Map Section (Dept. of Crown Lands)

:DELJ
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Settlers would farm during the summer and fall, and during the winters would
work for lumbering companies.

The railway helped open up Temiskaming to further settlement in the early
1900s. By 1905, the railway was completed to the tri-towns and was extended to
Cochrane in 1908.

The subject area was part of the geographic township of Dymond, which was part
of an amalgamation and became part of the City of Temiskaming Shores in 2004.
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4.0 DETERMINATION OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL

There are a number of variables that are evaluated when determining
archaeological potential. These include:

X presence of previously identified archaeological sites,

water sources (primary, secondary, features indicating past water sources,
accessible or inaccessible shoreline),

elevated topography,

pockets of sandy soil in heavy soil or rocky ground,

distinctive land formations,

resource areas (food or medicinal plants, scarce raw materials, early Euro-
Canadian industry),

non-Aboriginal settlement (monuments, cemeteries),

areas of early Euro-Canadian settlement;

early historic transportation routes;

listed or designated heritage property;

and properties with archaeological potential as identified by local histories
or informants.

X X X X X

X X X X X

Only the water variable was present in the study area (northeast corner). Figure
10 illustrates the areas of archaeological potential of the study area. In order to
comply with the 2011 Standards and Guidelines (Section 1.3, Standard 1, and
Section 1.4.1, Standard 1c), an area of 300 m from the feature of archaeological
potential has been illustrated in Figure 10.

Stage 2 must be conducted within the area of archaeological potential. Once
field verified, the 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Northern Ontario (Section
2.1.5, Standard 1) indicates that if the archaeological potential feature is a
modern water source, test pitting is required only up to 50 m from the feature of
archaeological potential.



Figure 10
Archaeological Potential of the Study Area
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5.0 RECOMMENDATIONS

Based upon the background research of past and present conditions, the
following is recommended:

X The area identified as exhibiting archaeological potential (Figure 10) must be
subject to a Stage 2 archaeological assessment prior to any development
disturbance as it pertains to the 2011 Standards and Guidelines regarding
northern Ontario properties;

X The remainder of the area is considered to exhibit low archaeological
potential and no further archaeological assessment is required.

This archaeological assessment has been conducted under the 2011 Standards
and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (Ministry of Tourism and Culture,
2011a).
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6.0 ADVICE ON COMPLIANCE WITH LEGISLATION

According to the 2011 Standards and Guidelines (Section 7.5.9) the following
must be stated within this report:

This report is submitted to the Minister of Tourism and Culture as a condition of
licensing in accordance with Part VI of the Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.0. 1990, c
0.18. The report is reviewed to ensure that it complies with the standards and
guidelines that are issued by the Minister, and that the archaeological fieldwork
and report recommendations ensure the conservation, protection and
preservation of the cultural heritage of Ontario. When all matters relating to
archaeological sites within the project area of a development proposal have been
addressed to the satisfaction of the Ministry of Tourism and Culture, a letter will
be issued by the ministry stating that there are no further concerns with regard to
alterations to archaeological sites by the proposed development.

It is an offence under Sections 48 and 69 of the Ontario Heritage Act for any
party other than a licensed archaeologist to make any alteration to a known
archaeological site or to remove any artifact or other physical evidence of past
human use or activity from the site, until such time as a licensed archaeologist
has completed archaeological fieldwork on the site, submitted a report to the
Minister stating that the site has no further cultural heritage value or interest, and
the report has been filed in the Ontario Public Register of Archaeological Reports
referred to in Section 65.1 of the Ontario Heritage Act.

Should previously undocumented archaeological resources be discovered, they
may be an archaeological site and therefore subject to Section 48 (1) of the
Ontario Heritage Act. The proponent or person discovering the archaeological
resources must cease alteration of the site immediately and engage a licensed
consultant archaeologist to carry out archaeological fieldwork, in compliance with
sec. 48 (1) of the Ontario Heritage Act.

The Cemeteries Act, R.S.0. 1990 c. C.4 and the Funeral, Burial and Cremation
Services Act, 2002, S.0. 2002, c¢.33 (when proclaimed in force) require that any
person discovering human remains must notify the police or coroner and the
Registrar of Cemeteries at the Ministry of Consumer Services.

Archaeological sites recommended for further archaeological fieldwork or
protection remain subject to Section 48 (1) of the Ontario Heritage Act and may
not be altered, or have artifacts removed from them, except by a person holding
an archaeological license.
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Executive Summary

The proponent, Canadian Solar Solutions Inc., and their agent, Dillon Consulting
Limited, retained the services of Scarlett Janusas Archaeological and Heritage
Consulting and Education (SJAHCE) to conduct a Stage 1 archaeological
resource assessment on property proposed for solar farm development. This
property is located on Lot 5, Concession 6, in the geographic township of Bucke,
now the City of Temiskaming Shore, in the District of Timiskaming. The property
is located on the south side of Radley Hill Road.

The study property is approximately 242 ha in size. The study area is subject to
the Green Energy Act.

Background research indicated that there are no registered archaeological sites
within one kilometer of the study area.

There is one large residential/farm clusters located on the west side of the
TransCanada Highway, and another smaller structure and driveway located on
the east side of the TransCanada Highway. No site visit was conducted by
SJAHCE. Current use of the property includes agricultural/pasture fields,
residential/farm complexes, and woodland.

The closest water source is the South Wabi Creek which runs through the
western side of the study area.

There is one plague in New Liskeard commemorating the founding of the town.
Soils in the area are approximately 50/50 clay and sand: Hanbury clay,
Haileybury clay and Brentha sandy loam (east side). The topography is level to
very gently sloping.

The property exhibits archaeological potential based on an area of sandy soils
and the proximity of the South Wabi Creek. The remainder of the property
exhibits low archaeological potential.

The Stage 1 archaeological assessment of the study property was conducted
under license P027, (Scarlett Janusas, PIF #P027-139-2011) during May of
2011. No property visits were conducted as part of this assessment.

Based upon the background research of past and present conditions, the
following is recommended:

x The area identified as exhibiting archaeological potential (Figure 9) must be
subject to a Stage 2 archaeological assessment prior to any development
disturbance as it pertains to the 2011 Standards and Guidelines regarding
northern Ontario properties;

X The remainder of the area is considered to exhibit low archaeological
potential and no further archaeological assessment is required.



This archaeological assessment has been conducted under the 2011 Standards
and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (Ministry of Tourism and Culture,
2011a).



STAGE 1 ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT
Liskeard 3 Solar Farm
Lot 6, Concession 6, Former Bucke Township
City of Temiskaming Shores
District of Timiskaming
FIT # F-000690-SPV-130-505

Revised Report

1.0 PURPOSE zDevelopment Context

The proponent retained the services of Scarlett Janusas Archaeological and
Heritage Consulting and Education (SJAHCE) to conduct a Stage 1
archaeological resource assessment on property proposed for solar farm
development. This property is located on Lot 5, Concession 6, geographic
Township of Bucke, City of Temiskaming Shores, District of Timiskaming
(Figures 1 +4).

The project is seeking a Renewable Energy Approval according to Ontario
Regulation 359/09 issued under the Environmental Protection Act, Sections 20,
21 and 22. This project is approximately 242 ha acres in size, and is anticipated
to be 10 MW.

The Stage 1 archaeological assessment of the study property was conducted
under license P027, (Scarlett Janusas, PIF #P027-138-2011) during May of
2011.

This archaeological assessment has been conducted under the 2011 Standards
and Guidelines for Consulting Archaeologists (Ministry of Tourism and Culture,
2011a).



Figure 1
Location of Study Property

Adapted from Cummings 2009
www.web.mac.com/monriver/Norms_Temiskaming_Country/Location.hmtl




Figure 2
Topographic Map of Study Area
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Figure 3
Local Setting of Liskeard 3













































































































































