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Overview

Project Description

RE Midhurst 4 ULC is proposing to develop and operate a 6.5-megawatt (MW) solar photovoltaic
(Solar PV) facility referred to as the RE Midhurst 4 Solar Project (“Project”). The proposed Project is a
Class 3 solar photovoltaic facility that will be located on an approximately 20-hectare (ha) parcel of
land located north of Highway 11, east of Line 5 North in the Township of Oro-Medonte (lower tier
municipality) northeast of Barrie, in the County of Simcoe (upper tier municipality).

Ontario Regulation (O. Reg.) 359/09 — Renewable Energy Approvals Under Part V.0.1 of the Act,
(herein referred to as the REA Regulation) made under the Environmental Protection Act identifies
the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) requirements for renewable energy projects in Ontario. Per
Section 4 of the REA Regulation, ground mounted solar facilities with a name plate capacity greater
than 10 kilowatts (kW) are classified as Class 3 solar facilities and do require a REA.

Consultation is a requirement of the REA process as stipulated by Sections 14, 15, 16, 17 and 18 of
the REA Regulation. In addition, the Ministry of the Environment (MOE) has prepared draft guidelines
called “Technical Bulletin Five - Guidance for Preparing the Consultation Report” (MOE, 2010)
outlining the Ministry’s expectations and guidelines for appropriate consultation, including the
development of a Consultation Report as part of the REA application package. This Consultation
Report has been prepared in accordance with the requirements of the REA Regulation and the MOE
technical bulletin.

It is noted that at the time of submittal of this report, MOE stated that an Aboriginal consultation
document, titled “Aboriginal Consultation Guide for Renewable Energy Projects Governed Under
O.Reg. 359/09: Aboriginal Consultation Guide” was being drafted to be released at a later date, but
was not currently publicly available. As a result, the above mentioned guidance document
(Technical Bulletin Five) was used as a reference for meeting Aboriginal consultation requirements.

Table 1 in the REA Regulation requires the Consultation Report to include:

e asummary of communications with any members of the public, aboriginal communities,
municipalities, local road boards and Local Services Boards regarding the Project

e evidence that the information required to be distributed to aboriginal communities under
Subsection 17 (1) was distributed

e any information provided by an aboriginal community in response to a request made under
paragraph 4 of subsection 17 (1)

e evidence that a consultation form was distributed in accordance with subsection 18 (1)

e the consultation form distributed under subsection 18 (1), if any part of it has been completed by
a municipality, local roads board or Local Services Board

e adescription of whether and how:
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¢ comments from the members of the public, aboriginal communities, municipalities, local
roads boards and Local Service Boards were considered by the person who is engaging in

the project

¢ the documents that were made available under subsection 16 (5) (i.e., the REA supporting
documents) were amended after the final public meeting was held

+ the proposal to engage in the project was altered in response to comments made from

members of the public, aboriginal communities, municipalities, local roads boards and Local

Service Boards.

The legislative requirements have been documented within this Consultation Report. The information
as it relates to legislative requirements is in a concordance table, Table 1.1.

Table 1.1 Legislative Requirements — Concordance Table

Requirements

Location within the Consultation Report

A summary of communications with public, aboriginal
communities, and municipalities

Communications with the public are
summarized in Table 2.1 and provided in
Appendix E

Communications with Aboriginal
communities are summarized in Sec 4.4 and
provided in Appendixes J and K

Communications with municipalities & other
public Agencies are summarized in Table

3.1 and found in Appendix F (Agencies) and
Appendix G (Municipalities)

Evidence that the information required to be distributed to
aboriginal communities under Subsection 17 (1) was distributed

Section 4

Any information provided by an aboriginal community in
response to a request made under paragraph 4 of subsection 17
(1)

Section 4 and in Appendix K

any part of it has been completed by a municipality, location
roads board or Local Service Board

Evidence that a consultation form was distributed in accordance | Section 3
with subsection 18 (1)
The consultation form distributed under subsection 18 (1), if Appendix G

A description of whether and how:

e comments from the members of the public, aboriginal
communities, municipalities, local roads boards and
Local Service Boards were considered b the by the
person who is engaging in the project;

e the documents that were made available under
subsection 16 (5) were amended after the final public
meeting was held; and

o the proposal to engage in the project was altered in
response to comments made from members of the public,
aboriginal communities, municipalities, local roads
boards and Local Service Boards.

Table 2.1, Table 3.1 and Table 4.3
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The Consultation Process

Pursuant to O. Reg. 359/09, consultation conducted for the Project has included adjacent
landowners, government agencies (e.g. Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR), MOE, Lake
Simcoe Region Conservation Authority (LSRCA), etc.), local municipalities (upper and lower tier),
Aboriginal communities, and the public. The objectives of the consultation process have been to
identify issues and potential concerns, obtain information about the Project location, and to identify
potential impacts associated with the Project. As well, the consultation process has been used to
identify specific stakeholders as a means to establish open and meaningful dialogue between the
project Proponent and the stakeholders.

Local road boards and Local Service Boards are not present in the Project area. Therefore, no
consultation is possible with these bodies for the Project.

The following report sections provide:

e An outline and description of all consultation activities held for this Project for the public,
government agencies (including municipalities) and Aboriginal communities;

e A summary of comments from public, government agencies and Aboriginal communities; and

e A summary of how these comments were incorporated into the REA process.

H334680-0000-07-124-0421, Rev. 2, Page 3
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Consultation with the Public

Methods of Consultation

The methods of consultation for the Project include the requirements identified in the REA
Regulation, as well additional measures deemed necessary to ensure adequate consultation. A wide
variety of consultation methods increases the amount of public awareness and participation. The
methods of consultation for this Project included:

e Notice of Proposal to Engage in a Renewable Energy Project/Notice of Public Meeting

¢ Direct mail to all identified landowners within 120 meters of the Project location (a full list
of landowners is provided in Appendix A). A total of 33 notices were issued on June 24,
2010.

* Postings on Friday June 25, 2010 and Friday July 2, 2010 in the Barrie Examiner which has a
general circulation in the area around the Project location. These notices are included in
Appendix B.

e Notice of Final Public Meeting

¢ Direct mail to all identified landowners within 1 kilometre of the Project location (a full list
of landowners is provided in Appendix A). A total of 150 notices were issued on May 13,
2011.

¢ Postings on May 13, 2011, and June 17, 2011, in the local newspaper, Barrie Examiner,
which has a general circulation in the area around the Project location. These notices are
included in Appendix B.

o A website (www.ontariosolarfuture.ca) with Project and proponent information, Notices and

Project documents posted when available.

e Hard copies of the Project Description Report available for review at the Township of Oro-
Medonte office 30 days prior to the first public meeting.

e Hard copies of the draft REA supporting documents available for review at the Township of Oro-
Medonte office 60 days prior to the final public meeting.

e  First and final public meetings.

e Means to obtain comments on the Project by having comment sheets available at first and final
public meetings and advertisement of phone numbers, fax and emails for the public to make
comments.

e One hard copy of Draft Project Description Report available at the first public meeting and all
the Draft REA supporting documents available for review at the final public meeting.

e Handouts (printed copies of display boards, 1-page information sheet) available at the public
meetings.

H334680-0000-07-124-0421, Rev. 2, Page 5
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Through these methods information, questions, comments, feedback and concerns regarding the
Project were obtained and then utilized and addressed.

List of Stakeholders

Initially, a list of property owners within 120 m of the Project location and local residents that could
either be affected by the Project or who may have an interest in the Project was determined through
consultation with the Township of Oro-Medonte. At the first public meeting, several property owners
greater than 120 m away from the Project location requested that they be included on the mailing
list. As a result, the mailing list was expanded to include all landowners within a 1-km radius
surrounding the Project location.

As correspondence was received from members of the public and other organizations regarding the
Project, newly identified names and contact details were added to the public mailing list for the
Project. For example, during the first public meeting, if any attendees provided their mailing address
on the sign-in sheet, this address was added to the mailing list. Project information (e.g., notification
of an upcoming public information session) was distributed to the identified property owners or
interested parties. Appendix A contains a copy of the public stakeholder list that was used for
distribution of the Notice of Proposal to Engage in a Renewable Energy Project/Notice of Public
Meeting in June 2010 and the expanded list that was used for distribution of the Notice of Final
Public Meeting in May 2011.

Details and Results of Consultation
The following sections provide information on the details of the consultation completed and the
results.

It should be noted that between the formalized consultation activities, all stakeholders were
encouraged to provide comments or questions via telephone, fax, email or mail at any time during
the consultation process. Stakeholders were also encouraged to provide any concerns early in the
process. Where relevant, a response was provided for each question or comment received, either
directly (i.e., at the public meetings) or through the same medium through which the submission was
made. All comments and concerns, responses, and the changes made to the Project and/or draft REA
supporting documents in response, are provided in this report.

First Public Meeting and Notice

The Notice of Proposal to Engage in a Renewable Energy Project and Public Meeting was published
30 days prior to the event in the Barrie Examiner on Friday June 25, 2010 and again on Friday, July
2, 2010. These published notices are included in Appendix B. This local paper has general
circulation in the area around the Project location. Notices were sent by regular mail accompanied
by a covering letter to all identified landowners within 120 m of the Project location. A total of 33
stakeholders were mailed a notification on June 24, 2010. A copy of the Notice and the covering
letter are contained in Appendix B.

A copy of the first Notice along with the Draft Project Description Report (PDR) was posted on the
Project website, www.ontariosolarfuture.ca, at the same time as the Notice was published.

H334680-0000-07-124-0421, Rev. 2, Page 6
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The first public meeting was held on Wednesday, July 28, 2010, from 6:00 pm to 9:00 pm at the
Hawkestone Community Hall, located at 3 Allen Street, Hawkestone in the Township of Oro-
Medonte, with a purpose to:

e introduce RE Midhurst 4 ULC and the proposed Project to the community
e identify the Project contacts and avenues for comment or question submission
e solicit feedback on the draft PDR.

A total of 19 people signed in at the first public meeting (the completed sign-in sheet is provided in
Appendix C). All individuals that provided mailing address information were added to the Project
stakeholder list for future communications.

Paper copies of the Draft PDR were made available for review at the first public meeting. Further
information was provided on the display boards that were presented at the first public meeting.
Appendix C contains the completed comment sheets.

During the public meeting, questions were answered by the Proponent (e.g., typically Project
specific questions) or by Hatch (e.g., typically REA process or environmental impact questions).

Feedback obtained from the first public meeting was intended to provide direction for the scope of
the assessment and ensure that local issues would be addressed as appropriate. Comment sheets
were available to all attendees as means to obtain and record comments and concerns as well as
pertinent background information about the Project location.

A total of six comment sheets were obtained at and following the first public meeting (see Section
2.4 for a summary of the comments and RE Midhurst 4 ULC’s responses).

Final Public Meeting and Notice

The Notice of Final Public Meeting was published in the Barrie Examiner on May 13, 2011 (> 60
days prior to the meeting), and again on June 17, 2011. These notices are included in Appendix B.
Notices were sent to stakeholders by regular mail accompanied by a covering letter. The mailing list
included any other individuals who provided their mailing information during the first public
meeting, and also included all landowners within a 1-km radius surrounding the Project location, as
discussed in Section 2.2. A copy of this Notice and the cover letters are provided in Appendix B.

The purpose of the final public meeting was to solicit feedback on the content and the findings of the
draft REA supporting documents prepared for the Project. Draft copies of the these documents were
made available for public review on May 13, 2011 at the Township of Oro-Medonte municipal office
and on-line at www.ontariosolarfuture.ca. Hard copies were made available for review at the final
public meeting. These draft documents included the:

e Executive Summary (including summaries of the following documents and Letters of
Confirmation from MNR and Ministry of Tourism and Culture, as required under the REA
Regulation)

e Project Description Report

e Construction Plan Report

H334680-0000-07-124-0421, Rev. 2, Page 7
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e Design and Operations Report

e Decommissioning Plan Report

e Noise Study Report

e Stage 1 and 2 Archaeological Assessment Report
e  Water Body Assessment Reports

e Natural Heritage Assessment Reports.

A copy of the Notice, drafts of the REA supporting documents and summaries were posted on the
Project website at the same time as the Notice was published.

The final public meeting was held on July 13, 2011, from 6 pm to 9 pm at Old Town Hall in Oro-
Medonte, 833 Line 7 North (at 15", 16" Sideroad) Oro-Medonte, Ontario, with a purpose to:

e provide the community with detailed information about the Project;
e answer any questions about the Project; and
e obtain any comments or concerns with respect to the Project.

A total of 29 people signed in at the final public meeting (the completed sign-in sheet is provided in
Appendix D).

Information provided at the final public meeting included display boards and a one-page handout
summary. Copies of this information are provided in Appendix D. Display boards provided general
information on the proponent and Project, including the main concerns discussed by the public in
the first public meeting and specific information provided in the draft REA supporting documents.

Representatives from RE Midhurst 4 ULC, Hatch and H.B. White Canada (the construction firm
retained by RE Midhurst 4 ULC to provide advisory services during the REA process) were available
to answer questions at the final public meeting. Comments from this meeting were obtained from
comment sheets that were filled in by the attendees if they chose to do so. One written comment
sheet was received (as provided in Appendix D). Representatives from RE Midhurst 4 ULC, Hatch
and H.B. White Canada also made notes regarding discussions that were held with members of the
public at the final public meeting. Table 2.1 identifies the comments/questions provided, by directly
quoting emails or comment sheets received or by stating the general nature of the verbal discussions
held at the final public meeting. The second column of Table 2.1 identifies RE Midhurst 4 ULC’s
response to the comment/question and the final column identifies how the Project and/or the draft
REA supporting documents were revised in response to the comment, where appropriate.

Other Public Consultation
The public was encouraged to communicate with the representatives from RE Midhurst 4 ULC and
Hatch outside of the public meetings via any of the following forms of communication:

e email correspondence

e phone calls

H334680-0000-07-124-0421, Rev. 2, Page 8
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e mail
e fax.

Two letters, and one email with comments, concerns and/or questions were received from the public
throughout the course of the REA process (see Appendix E for copies of this correspondence).
Responses provided by RE Midhurst 4 ULC or Hatch to these emails and letter are also provided in
Appendix E. Where RE Midhurst 4 ULC has provided direct responses via email or letter, the public
comments have not been transferred into Table 2.1, since they have already been addressed in the
response provided.

RE Midhurst 4 ULC called all landowners immediately adjacent to the Project location to see if they
had any concerns with the Project and offer to meet directly with RE Midhurst 4 ULC prior to the
final public meeting. A total of six landowners were contacted. One landowner indicated that they
would be attending. Three landowners indicated that they may attend the final public meeting. One
landowner did not return voice mail messages left by RE Midhurst 4 ULC, and RE Midhurst 4 ULC
was unable to contact one landowner.

Public Comments and Concerns

The comments and/or concerns that were obtained from the public (e.g., comment sheets, emails,
etc.) during the Project consultation process along with the Project response and/or resulting actions
taken to address each concern is provided in Table 2.1. Where applicable, the Project response also
provides reference to where more detail can be found in the Project documents prepared under the
REA Process. Additionally, any changes to the draft REA supporting documents and/or to the Project
made in response to public comments/concerns are included in Table 2.1. Throughout this table,
references to “Recurrent Energy” are assumed to be in regards to the RE Midhurst 4 ULC.

H334680-0000-07-124-0421, Rev. 2, Page 9

\y WorkingTogether
SAFELY © Hatch 2011/10



N

HATCH

RE Midhurst 4 ULC - RE Midhurst 4 Solar Project
Consultation Report

WorkingTogeth
G WorkingToggite

H334680-0000-07-124-0421, Rev. 2, Page 10

© Hatch 2011/10



Z HATCH

Table 2.1  Comments/Concerns from Public and Responses

RE Midhurst 4 ULC - RE Midhurst 4 Solar Project

Consultation Report

Category of Amendments to
Comment or Comment or Concern Response Project or Project
Concern Reports
Project Comment from Letter Following First Public Comments noted. The REA process is a provincial initiative N/A
Location Meeting ' that must be followed by all developers of applicable

“l feel.the Ontario GoYernment as well as the renewable energy projects in Ontario. The process for

Ontario Power /f\uthorlty (OPA) has ' municipal consultation is defined in the REA Regulation. RE

overstepped their legal and moral authority by | \tighurst 4 ULC is committed to working with the Township

removing our.Mun|C|paI G(.)vernment from the | 41 County to address their concerns through the REA and

decision making process with regards to the subsequent permitting processes.

selection and implementation of these projects”

Comment from Letter Following First Public RE Midhurst 4 ULC has met all requirements of the OPA with N/A

Meeting respect to protection of prime agricultural land. Other than

“These Projects called: Midhurst 2, 3, 4, 6, restrictions on the use of Class 1, 2 and some Class 3

Orillia 1, 2, 3 and Waubaushene 3, 4, 5 all agricultural lands, the zoning designations do not apply to

raise serious concerns for noncompliance with | renewable energy projects under the Green Energy Act.

the Green Energy Act. Recurrent Energy is Environmental effects have been assessed in accordance with

proposing these huge acre projects on the requirements of the REA Regulation and have been, or will

agriculturally zoned and/or environmentally be, verified by the MNR and MOE. LSRCA permits may also

sensitive land.” be required for development of the proposed Project.

Verbal Comment expressed at Final Public The Landscaping board and Site Plan layout display board N/A

Meeting showed the boundary of the area that RE Midhurst 4 ULC has

The property boundaries are different on the leased, whereas the Environmental boards only showed the

various maps on display at the final public Project location (e.g., the footprint of the Project) and not the

meeting. leased area boundary, resulting in differences in mapping.
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Category of Amendments to
Comment or Comment or Concern Response Project or Project
Concern Reports
Verbal Comment expressed at Final Public RE Midhurst 4 ULC will comply with all municipal setback N/A
Meeting requirements. For this project all buildings and structures will
How close will the Project be to the road? be a minimum of 8m from the roadway and 6m from side lot
lines. In addition, between the project and the roadway and
neighbouring houses RE Midhurst 4 will be planting a visual
screen of vegetation to maintain local aesthetics
Comment from Letter Following First Public RE Midhurst 4 ULC has met all requirements of the OPA with | N/A
Meeting respect to protection of prime agricultural land. Other than
“These Projects called: Midhurst 2, 3, 4, 6, restrictions on the use of Class 1, 2 and some Class 3
Orillia 1, 2, 3 and Waubaushene 3, 4, 5 all agricultural lands, the zoning designations do not apply to
raise serious concerns for noncompliance with | renewable energy projects under the Green Energy Act.
the Green Energy Act. Recurrent Energy is Environmental effects have been assessed in accordance with
proposing these huge acre projects on the requirements of the REA Regulation and have been, or will
agriculturally zoned and/or environmentally be, verified by the MNR and MOE. LSRCA permits may also
sensitive land.” be required for development of the proposed Project.
Comment from Letter Following First Public Soil studies were conducted in accordance with the OPA and N/A
Meeting: the Feed-In Tariff (FIT) requirements. The OPA confirmed that
”According to the Ontario Power Authority, soil classifications were properly assessed prior to issuance of
you are to be guided by the Canadian Land the conditional FIT contract to the project. Soil classifications
Inventory Maps. When you have multiple land | are documented in the Project Description Report.
classes, you are required to do field specific
soil studies. What is shown on the summary
sheets is land classifications. Where are the
reports of those studies?”
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Category of
Comment or
Concern

Comment or Concern

Response

Amendments to
Project or Project
Reports

Comment from Letter Following First Public
Meeting:

“The Land Classification maps don’t show the
soil improvements that have been done. i.e.:
tile drainage, soil building, erosion control,
stone removal. Therefore the actual soil would
be better than the maps indicate. Will you
grant trespass to peer review your claims? How
is a challenge presented to the OPA if trespass
is not granted?”

RE Midhurst 4 ULC has met all requirements with respect to
soil classification studies for this site. Grievances regarding soil
quality would have to be presented to the MOE or OPA.

N/A

Comment from Letter Following First Public
Meeting:

“How far would you place any of the structures
from property lines?. How close to a residence
would you allow any structures to be located?”

The setbacks from property lines or residences for structures
on the property that qualify as buildings will adhere to all
applicable regulations. With respect to the panels, this varies
from site to site. For sites with nearby neighbours, a visual
screen of shrubs and trees has been proposed on the border
of the project. This will supply additional setback as well as
improve neighbour’s views.

N/A

Comment from Letter Following First Public
Meeting:

"Without field specific soil studies, how will
you determine the limits of construction and
who will monitoring the encroachment you
will attempt? If you are to stay off of restricted
soils, how can you say that there will be
temporary loss of use of that land? If in fact you
build on restricted land, what mechanism is
available to have the structures removed?”

The Project will avoid Class 1 and 2 soils and other areas with
setbacks from Natural Heritage features as shown in the figures
throughout the REA Reports. The site will be surveyed to
delineate the limits of construction to ensure no encroachment
occurs.
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RE Midhurst 4 ULC - RE Midhurst 4 Solar Project

Consultation Report

Category of Amendments to
Comment or Comment or Concern Response Project or Project
Concern Reports
Soil Comment from Email Following First Public Soil studies were conducted in accordance with the OPA and | N/A
Classification Meeting the Feed-In Tariff (FIT) requirements. The OPA confirmed that
“l have been asked to contact you regarding soil classifications were properly assessed prior to issuance of
pedology reports for the 10 proposed solar the conditional FIT contract to the project. Soil classifications
panel sites in Simcoe County (Midhurst 2, 3, 4 | are documented in the Project Description Report.
and 6, Orillia 1, 2 and 3, and Waubaushene 3,
4 and 5). Have Recurrent Energy committee to
absorbing the cost of performing individual
pedology reports by a pedologist of our choice?
We would also like to view in detail the reports
by Colville Consulting Inc. And SRG Soil
Resource Group, how may we access them?”
Verbal Comment Expressed at Final Public
Meeting
Expressed concern with the location of the soil
boundary and that there is inconsistency in
maps across the different reports.
Project Verbal Comment Expressed at Final Public The height of the panels is expected to be approximately 3.66 | N/A
Components Meeting m, but this is subject to change, pending final detailed design
Attendee inquired as to the height of the for the facility.
panels?
Traffic Verbal Comment Expressed at the Final Public | A traffic plan will be prepared and shared with the Township N/A
Meeting of Oro-Medonte and Simcoe County prior to construction. The
Construction traffic will be an inconvenience plan will specify the haul routes to be utilized, seasonal load
restrictions, timing restrictions on deliveries, mitigation
required for oversized deliveries and other measures deemed
necessary by the Township and County. The intent of the plan
will be to minimize disruption to local traffic during the
construction period, to the extent possible.
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RE Midhurst 4 ULC - RE Midhurst 4 Solar Project

Consultation Report

Category of
Comment or
Concern

Comment or Concern

Response

Amendments to
Project or Project
Reports

Dust

Verbal Comment Expressed at the Final Public
Meeting

Concern regarding dust generated during
construction.

Verbal Comment Expressed at the Final Public
Meeting

Commenter suggested that there be no
construction during July/August, when the most
dust would be generated.

Dust control measures, as described in the Construction Plan
Report, will be implemented as necessary throughout the
construction period to minimize the potential for fugitive dust
emissions.

N/A

Operation

Verbal Comment Expressed at the Final Public

Meeting
Will there be staff on site?

During operations, the site will not normally have staff on site,
although periodic inspections and regular maintenance will be
conducted by a local contractor that will be retained by RE
Midhurst 4 ULC. Contact information will be posted on
signage in front of the facility so that local residents know who
to contact at any time if they have questions or concerns
regarding the facility.

N/A
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RE Midhurst 4 ULC - RE Midhurst 4 Solar Project

Consultation Report

Category of

Amendments to

Comment or Comment or Concern Response Project or Project
Concern Reports

Water — Comment Received at First Public Meeting The REA reports indicate that groundwater will be withdrawn N/A

Surface, “Water Table Level: With the quantities of from a new well constructed on site. Actual withdrawals

Ground, Storm | water actually quoted to maintain both
Midhurst 3 and 4 Projects, | am concerned
about how it will negatively affect well water
levels for homes in the area. Also what
chemicals will be used in the cleaning of the
panels and what is done to contain the

water/chemicals during the cleaning process”.

expected to be around 10,000 litres per day during
construction, primarily for dust suppression, and will not
exceed 45,000 litres per day. During operations, panel
cleaning will be conducted approximately 3 times per year,
using 8,470 litres of water over a 2-3 day period. Other
periodic uses of water may occur during operations. The low
volumes of water required are not anticipated to affect
adjacent wells. However, RE Midhurst 4 ULC is considering
the potential for using water from an off-site source with a
valid Permit to Take Water, as opposed to constructing a new
well on site. This will be determined during the final design
process.

Only water (no chemicals) will be used for panel washing. No
materials from the panels will leach into the water used for
washing. The wash water will run off the panels onto the
ground surface, where it will be subject to normal runoff
patterns. The ground cover vegetation to be planted
throughout the solar field will prevent erosion and mitigation
such as enhanced vegetated swales and ditch check dams will
further prevent erosion and mitigate changes in surface water
runoff. Therefore, no erosion or contamination will occur as a
result of panel washing.
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RE Midhurst 4 ULC - RE Midhurst 4 Solar Project
Consultation Report

Category of Amendments to
Comment or Comment or Concern Response Project or Project
Concern Reports
Comment from Letter Following First Public RE Midhurst 4 ULC commissioned a study by several N/A
Meeting consulting soil scientists and scientists from the University of
“My understanding from the Ontario Guelph Turfgrass Institute to identify an appropriate vegetation
Federation of Agriculture, is that the soil seed mix to plant throughout the solar field including beneath
beneath solar panels is exposed to intense heat | the panels. The study concluded that the proposed seed mix
causing the soil to deteriorate (bake), it disrupts | will provide a dense vegetation cover that will prevent soil
carbon and nitrogen fixing creating habitat for | erosion, minimize weed growth and maintain soil productivity
noxious weeds. When the panels are exposed through natural biophysical nutrient cycling processes of
to runoff from rain or cleaning water the toxic carbon and nitrogen fixing and break down. Therefore, soil
soil will deposit itself into the streams and beneath the panels will not be toxic and weed growth will be
rivers running through the proposed sites minimized. Panel washing and precipitation is not anticipated
destroying habitat for many native species. This | to result in soil erosion and monitoring will be conducted
would be detrimental to the local habitat as throughout the construction and operations periods to confirm
well as wildlife and lands further downstream mitigation is working as designed and identify the need for
from the Hogg Creek and other tributaries remedial measures.
flowing to Georgian Bay. This seems counter-
productive to the work recently done with the
Severn Sound Environmental Association to
clean up our watersheds”.
Verbal Comment Expressed at Final Public No water contamination is expected to occur. Standard N/A
Meeting construction site best management practices, as identified in
Concern for water contamination. the Construction Plan Report and Water Body Environmental
Impact are anticipated to be effective in preventing accidental
spills of chemicals or sediments from affecting groundwater. In
addition, only water (no chemicals) will be used for panel
washing, and no materials from the panels will leach into the
water used for washing.
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RE Midhurst 4 ULC - RE Midhurst 4 Solar Project

Consultation Report

Category of Amendments to
Comment or Comment or Concern Response Project or Project
Concern Reports
Comment Received at First Public Meeting As noted previously, the REA Reports indicated that a new N/A
“Source of water for cleaning — ground water well will be constructed on-site to supply water for cleaning,
or “trucked in” — chemicals used for cleaning? | although the alternative of trucking in water from an approved
Clean Up of Hazardous Waste”? off-site source is being considered.
Only water (no chemicals) will be used for panel washing. No
materials from the panels will leach into the water used for
washing. The wash water will run off the panels onto the
ground surface, where it will be subject to normal runoff
patterns. The ground cover vegetation to be planted
throughout the solar field will prevent erosion and mitigation
such as enhanced vegetated swales and ditch check dams will
further prevent erosion and mitigate changes in surface water
runoff. Therefore, no erosion or contamination will occur as a
result of panel washing.
No hazardous waste storage will take place on the property.
Wildlife Comment Received at First Public Meeting The Natural Heritage Assessment reports have confirmed that | N/A
“Effect on wildlife i.e. Deer, Moose, bear, etc.; | the Project will not have adverse effects on significant wildlife
on birds i.e. Pileated Woodpeckers, Wild habitat features including a significant animal movement
Turkeys etc”. corridor located northeast of the Project. Some wildlife
movements will be adversely affected by the fencing around
the project, however no significant effects on wildlife are
anticipated to occur.
Verbal Comment Expressed at Final Public The Hatch representative explained what a stick nest was and | N/A
Meeting was the Significant Wildlife Habitat types noted within 120 m
Attendee inquired about the stick nests, and of the Project location were. More information is provided in
significant wildlife habitat areas illustrated on the Natural Heritage Assessment Reports.
the display boards.
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Consultation Report

Category of Amendments to
Comment or Comment or Concern Response Project or Project
Concern Reports
Vegetation Verbal Comment Expressed at Final Public The seed mix proposed by several consulting soil scientists in N/A
Meeting conjunction with the University of Guelph Turfgrass Institute
Concern regarding weeds has been designed to be densely growing and prevent
infiltration of weed species.
Social Impact | Comment from Letter Following First Public RE Midhurst 4 ULC has specified visual screening along Line 5 | N/A
Meeting North, as identified in the Design and Operations Report, to
“This area of Simcoe County is also a popular minimize the visual impact of the proposed facility from
tourist destination, making the quality and vantage points that may used by tourists driving through the
appearance of our land and waterways of the countryside. This project is anticipated to have a positive
utmost importance to the viability of the local impact on the local economy during construction through
economy and infrastructure.” sourcing of local materials and labour, where possible. The
Project will improve the local electricity grid infrastructure as
well.
Comment from Letter Following First Public The size of the transformer pads was estimated during the first | N/A
Meeting: public meeting for discussion purposes, but after more than 6
”In your first presentations, you stated that any | months additional design information was available for the
transformers would sit on pad, giving us the final public meeting to provide a better indication of the size
impression of a small size. Now we read about | of the pads. This resulted in some discrepancy in the size of
the structures that are 6m x 9m x 3.5 m high the pads between the first and second public meetings. RE
needing footings and foundations. Why have Midhurst 4 ULC has endeavoured to provide the public with
you been so deceptive to the public, or do you | the most up-to-date information possible.
clearly not know the scope of your work?”
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Consultation Report

Category of Amendments to
Comment or Comment or Concern Response Project or Project
Concern Reports
Property Verbal Comment Expressed at Final Public RE Midhurst 4 ULC is aware of the public’s concerns regarding | N/A
Values Meeting potential adverse effects on adjacent property values. The
Concern for property values Project mitigates potential effects by specifying improvements
such as acoustical barriers (ensuring that sound level
Verbal Comment Expressed at Final Public guidelines are met — see Noise Assessment Study for
Meeting additional detail) and visually screening the facility with
Concern for home value and view from home. | vegetation to maintain local aesthetics (see Design and
Operations Report for additional detail on proposed
landscaping measures).
Visual Verbal Comments Expressed at Final Public The height of the visual screening will be approximately 3.66 | N/A
Impact/Aesthet | Meeting m (12 ft) at full growth to avoid shading the adjacent panels.
ics How high will the visual screening be?
Could the visual screening be higher? i.e. use
12’ evergreens?
Suggested that the proponent start with plants
that are higher than 4’ such that the fence is
covered from the start (~ 7-8’), and ideally go
to 15’ (or as high as possible).
Comment Expressed at Final Public Meeting Berming is not currently being considered for this project.
Commenter, who lives immediately adjacent to
the proposed facility, requested that a berm be
installed for visual screening instead of the
proposed vegetation.
Comment from Letter Following First Public Visual screening through planting vegetation is being N/A
Meeting: proposed, and shown in the conceptual landscaping plans at
”At any of the gravel pits, there are berms built | the final public meeting. The Design and Operations Report
to mitigate noise and sight. If your project is was amended following the final public meeting to include
granted, how large would the berms be, built these plans. The extent of any berming, if any, will be
around the property?” determined during final detailed designs.
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Consultation Report

Category of

Amendments to

Comment or Comment or Concern Response Project or Project
Concern Reports
Comment from Letter Following First Public The species to be utilized will be determined during the N/A
Meeting: detailed design process when landscaping measures are
“At the Township of Severn council finalized. Generally, a mix of conifers of varying heights (with
presentation, you said you would plant trees full growth generally <5 m in height) will be planted.
around a site if the project was approved. What | Conceptual landscaping information has been added to the
species and size would you direct planted and | Design and Operations Report.
where in any report is that stated?”
Noise Verbal Comment Expressed at Final Public Once operational, the sound emissions from the proposed N/A

Meeting
What is the noise from the facility?

Verbal Comment Expressed at Final Public

Meeting
Concern regarding noise at adjacent properties.

facility will comply with all requirements of the MOE with
respect to sound levels. In accordance with the MOE
guidelines, sound levels have been designed not to exceed 40
dBA at the nearest neighbour. This noise level is similar to the
background noise of a quiet rural evening. After nightfall, or
for neighbours further away, the sound level drops
dramatically.
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Category of
Comment or
Concern

Comment or Concern

Response

Amendments to
Project or Project
Reports

Comment from Letter Following First Public
Meeting:

“Define noise mitigation. Your modeling is
theoretical and assumes that the countryside is
typically 40 db. Your noise studies don’t
appear to show any actual field readings. Why
is this not important, when the residents have
been happy with noise levels that are much
lower than the accepted standard? What is the
pre-construction design for the mitigation and
how are the accumulating factors of multiple
site factored into the community?”

“With regard to the large facilities, your noise
models have not presented the actual effect of
multiple facilities in a close proximity. How
can you expect the public to bear the result of
that lack of engineering? What steps are you
taking to ensure that the hills around Big Cedar
will not amplify the sound of your proposed
facilities down to that quiet community?”

Sound emissions from the proposed facility will comply with
all requirements of the Ministry of the Environment (MOE)
with respect to sound levels. In accordance with the MOE
guidelines, sound levels shall not exceed 40 dBA at the
nearest neighbour. This noise level is similar the background
noise of a quiet rural evening. After nightfall, or for
neighbours further away, the sound levels drop dramatically.

The Noise Assessment Study has modeled acoustics in
accordance with MOE guidelines, and existing topographic
information was utilized for setting up the model. Acoustic
barriers have been specified where required to ensure that
sound levels meet MOE requirements. MOE guidelines for the
preparation of this report do not require background field
noise measurements. Sound level monitoring (field readings)
will be conducted by a third-party following commencement
of operations of the facility to ensure that sound levels meet
MOE requirements. Remedial measures will be implemented
as necessary to ensure compliance.

Please note that the question regarding Big Cedar Estates refers
to other proposed solar projects within Simcoe county, not the
RE Midhurst 3 solar project.

N/A
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Consultation Report

Category of Amendments to
Comment or Comment or Concern Response Project or Project
Concern Reports
Decommission | Comment from Letter Following First Public The landowner will have the authority to enforce the legal N/A
ing Meeting contract signed with RE Midhurst 4 ULC regarding
“Agricultural and environmentally sensitive decommissioning. In addition, the commitment to properly
land has value that far exceeds the value of decommission is part of the contract with the Ontario Power
economical gain for big business. The timeline | Authority through the REA process with the Ministry of the
on these sites is proposed to be 30 years Environment (MOE).
without legal responsibilities with regards to
clean-up and repurposing of the locations.”
Comment from First Public Meeting The commitment to properly decommission is part of the lease | N/A
“Taking top soil off of fields and pouring agreement with the landowner as well as with the Ontario
concrete all over them will make them Power Authority through the REA process with the Ministry of
unfarmable when the Project is finished.” the Environment (MOE).
Comment Received at First Public Meeting RE Midhurst 4 ULC will be responsible for decommissioning N/A
“What guarantees are/will be in place to return | the site in accordance with the requirements of the contract
the sites to their original state i.e. financial with the landowner, the procedures noted in the
commitments”. Decommissioning Plan Report, as well as any Terms and
Conditions of the REA Approval (if obtained). No funds are
required to be allocated for remediation since the financial
residual value of the facility is expected to exceed any cost of
decommissioning.
Other Comment Received at First Public Meeting The goals of the Green Energy Act are to advance the use of N/A
“Will we see any financial benefit, as locals renewable energy sources and promote jobs in the province.
allowing this project go as planned, on our Solar energy initiatives represent a very low percentage of the
future hydro bills. Where does it benefit us as overall energy generation mix and electricity costs are
homeowners, other than allowing renewable increasing due to a wide variety of factors other (e.g., costs to
energy sources into our community? refurbish aging generators and transmission infrastructure).
Verbal Comment Expressed at Final Public
Meeting
Concern regarding rate increases.
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Comment Received at First Public Meeting RE Midhurst 4 ULC has contacted airport representatives and N/A

Reflection off grids, how does it affect the pilots | confirmed that they have no concerns regarding the proximity

in the area? The airport is within 2 km from to the proposed facility to the airport.

sites.

Comment from Letter following First Public RE Midhurst 4 ULC notes that these comments are primarily N/A

Meeting directed at the overall policy direction specified by the Green

“Construction and long-term issues occurring Energy Act and Feed-In Tariff program. RE Midhurst 4 ULC has

from the existence of these sites will have met all the requirements to-date for the FIT program and REA

negative environmental and economic impact | process and has undertaken extensive studies to ensure that

on these areas that at the Municipal level have | the potential adverse environmental effects of the project are

stringent land use designations and policies. | mitigated to the extent possible and that no adverse effects will

am not opposed to solar energy as a concept occur on significant natural heritage features. Members of the

on a smaller scale. Would it not be more public would have to contact MOE to find out if the results of

efficient to encourage private homeowners and | monitoring programs from other projects are available for

farmers to purchase small scale solar panels for | review.

their use. However implementing large scale

projects on land that will take productive

agricultural land out of rotation and potentially

harm environmentally protected areas without

further studies is irresponsible. Where can the

taxpaying, voting public access studies on the

impact similar sites elsewhere have had on soil

quality, drinking water and local habitat.”

Comment Received at First Public Meeting RE Midhurst 4 ULC has met all REA and OPA requirements N/A

“Meetings are too general — No specifics. regarding this project as it relates to provision of information

Generalities are non committal and can be to agencies and the public. RE Midhurst 4 ULC has provided

changed at will to suit the situation”. all reports and studies required under Ontario Regulation

359/09 (Renewable Energy Approvals under Part V.0.1 of the
Act). These are available at www.ontariosolarfuture.ca.
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Category of Amendments to
Comment or Comment or Concern Response Project or Project
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Comment Received at First Public Meeting Comment noted. N/A
“10,000 microFIT Projects would fill the
capacity of all the transfers stations from
Midhurst to Orillia”.
Comment Received at First Public Meeting Comment noted. N/A
“The GEA was created to improve the mix of
energy generation in Ontario. It is well
intended, but the old centrally generating, fast
moving, big investment money is misusing it.
They are putting large systems on farmland. It
doesn’t need to go there. The Province needs
to allow townships back into the game. Give
them a number of microFITs to install and let
them help to get solar panels where they
belong; installed, but not on farms.”
Comment Received at First Public Meeting Comment noted. However, the OPA and FIT program allow N/A
“Class 3 through 6 farmland is still farmland.” | development of renewable energy projects on lower
productivity agricultural lands including a specific amount of
Class 3 land (with the amount available being proportional to
the overall amount of Class 3 land present in that portion of
the Province) and all Class 4 or lower lands.
Comment Received at First Public Meeting Comment noted. N/A
“We still need all of our farmland.”
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Comment or Concern

Response
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Reports

Comment Received at First Public Meeting
“This model is based on the “old” model of
thinking! It is still a concentrated power
generation model. As the grid gets smarter,
distributed energy generation is the way to go.
True Distribution. On rooftops, poles,
hedgerows, roadsides, everywhere!”

In Oro Medonte there is only so much capacity
for generation. | submit that Oro-Medonte can
install that amount of generation without going
onto any farmland”.

Comment noted.

N/A

Comment from Letter Following First Public
Meeting:

"Tell us where you have built a solar electrical
generating facility on agricultural land?

RE Midhurst 4 ULC (and parent company Recurrent Energy) do
not have any operating solar projects on agricultural land, but
are pursuing a number of developments in Ontario and
California at the present time.

N/A

Comment from Letter Following First Public
Meeting:

"Recurrent was copied on a letter to the
Premier from our group [see letter referenced
to in Appendix E]. We received a letter saying
that a complete response was forthcoming.
When are we to receive that response?”

RE Midhurst 4 ULC did respond by letter on February 15,
2011, a copy is included in Appendix E.

N/A
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Comment or

Comment or Concern

Response

Amendments to
Project or Project

Concern Reports
Comment from Letter Following First Public Recurrent Energy’s corporate vision and philosophy is to N/A
Meeting: develop clean energy facilities while operating at the highest
“The community was not impressed by seeing | levels of integrity and honesty. We fully embrace the REA
the document from October 2010 with Sussex | process in Ontario to deliver to the public, municipalities, and
on the cover. We have been told that in fact First Nations all the information needed to make informed
Sussex Strategy Group was the originator of decisions and provide valuable feedback for these
that work and that various people at Sussex projects. The Sussex document referenced was a draft
have admitted the same.” [See actual letter in document developed internally for other clients. Recurrent
Appendix E for additional quotations as part of | Energy was not involved and it has no relevance on our
this comment that have not been reproduced projects. For our part, we have provided, and will continue to
here]. “The public can not at all be welcoming | provide, all the information required under the program and
of a company coming into their community by | continue to answer all questions from the public to the best of
displaying that sort of tact. It can only mean our ability.
that the benefit will only flow to the developer
at the expense of the general population.”

Comment from Letter Following First Public It is not possible to present the exact schedule for projects in N/A

Meeting:

“We are asking Recurrent Energy for the
following:

* Present to the public exact schedule with
dates of the application process

the REA process. Most key dates are dependent on reviews
completed by provincial ministries over which developers
have no control or visibility into those timelines. Recurrent
Energy will continue to notify the public as required under the
REA process.

¢ Present to the public the names, addresses,
email addresses of all parties involved with
the application process

Contacts are as follows:

RE Midhurst 4 ULC

C/o Recurrent Energy

300 California Street, 8 Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104

Tel: 415-675-1500

Fax: 415-675-1501
www.recurrentenergy.ca
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Amendments to

Comment or Comment or Concern Response Project or Project
Concern Reports
Hatch Ltd. N/A

Attn: Noel Boucher, B.Sc.
Environmental Coordinator

4342 Queen Street, Suite 500
Niagara Falls, ON, Canada L2E 7)7
Tel: 905-374-0701 ext. 5757
Email: nboucher@hatch.ca

Ontario Ministry of the Environment
Barrie District Office

54 Cedar Pointe Dr., Unit 1203
Barrie ON L4N 5R7

Toll free: 1-800-890-8511

Tel: (705) 739-6441

Fax: (705) 739-6440

Ontario Ministry of the Environment

Environmental Assessment and Approvals Branch

2 St. Clair Ave. West, 12A Flr
Toronto, ON M4V 1L5
Phone: 416-314-8001

Ontario Power Authority

Suite 1600, 120 Adelaide Street West
Toronto, ON M5H 1T1

Main Telephone: 416-967-7474
Fax: 416-967-1947

Toll Free: 1-800-797-9604
www.powerauthority.on.ca
General Email Inquiries:
info@powerauthority.on.ca
Feed-in Tariff Program
FIT@powerauthority.on.ca
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Category of Amendments to
Comment or Comment or Concern Response Project or Project
Concern Reports
* Present to the public the format that is to General information regarding the REA appeal process is N/A
be followed for a public appeal of your available on the MOE's website _
— (http://www.ene.gov.on.ca/environment/en/subject/renewable
application -
energy/index.htm).
Detailed information regarding the appeal process is available
on the Ontario Government’s Environmental Review Tribunal
website (http://www.ert.gov.on.ca/english/home.html)
* Present to the public all reports, RE Midhurst 4 ULC has provided all reports and studies N/A
scientifically based that supports your required under Ontario Regulation 359/09 (Renewable Energy
. Approvals under Part V.0.1 of the Act). These are available at
application .
www.ontariosolarfuture.ca.
+ Allow trespass on all ten sites that you have | Each site is privately owned and Recurrent Energy has N/A
under application, for the purpose of peer prpvm!ed access to sntgs for qugllfled expert contractqrs and
review SCqutlsts and approprlate.mlmstry personnel. We will
continue to do so as required under the Renewable Energy
Approval process.
Comment from Letter Following First Public RE Midhurst 4 ULC will continue to provide all the N/A
Meeting: information to the public as required by the REA process and
“If Recurrent complies with this request, the the rules of the FIT program. We will continue to answer the
public will see that there is transparency and public’s questions to the very best of our ability.
the desire to move forward in a democratic
process. Conversely, if Recurrent chooses to
continue these applications in the clandestine
manner that has been witnessed to date, the
public will understand that it has to stand
together to battle your applications”
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Category of Amendments to
Comment or Comment or Concern Response Project or Project
Concern Reports
Verbal Comment Expressed at Final Public Comment noted. N/A
Meeting
Project is unfair to neighbours, price of power
under contract is too expensive.
Verbal Comment Expressed at Final Public The mapping provided in the REA reports uses a broad line N/A
Meeting width to denote the edge of the leased area, for visual
Reports show Project encroaching on my purposes. RE Midhurst 4 ULC has conducted a legal land
property. survey to identify the legal edge of the property and will be
using this survey to form the basis for the developable area
during the detailed design process. No part of the project will
encroach on adjacent lands.
Verbal Comment Expressed at Final Public The panel support structures will be galvanized and no N/A
Meeting corrosion is anticipated to occur. Therefore, no negative
Concern regarding aluminum corrosion issues | effects on ground water or soil quality are anticipated to occur
from the support structures in the ground and during the presence of support structure racking.
resulting contamination.
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Category of
Comment or
Concern

Comment or Concern

Response

Amendments to
Project or Project
Reports

Verbal Comment Expressed at Final Public
Meeting

What are the health risks associated with the
Project?

Concern regarding electromagnetic fields

No adverse effects to health are anticipated to occur as a result
of the proposed solar project. The vast majority of the facility
consists of DC power generated by the crystalline silicon
photovoltaic panels that does not create electromagnetic
fields. Other electrical equipment, including the intermediate
transformers, main substation transformer and low voltage
distribution lines will emit small electromagnetic fields in
close proximity to the components. However, this low voltage
equipment is quite similar to electrical infrastructure present in
residential areas throughout Canada and does not pose any
threat to health.

Sound emissions from the Project’s inverters and transformers
will meet or exceed the MOE’s requirements at nearby
residences to ensure no adverse effects occur due to sound
emissions.

Some minor risk to health will exist during the construction
process, due to the general risks associated with an active
construction site, as well as minor risks associated with
fugitive dust emissions. However, construction site best
management practices with respect to site safety and dust
prevention will be implemented and monitored throughout
construction. With the effective implementation of this
mitigation, no adverse effects on health are anticipated to
occur.

Verbal Comment Expressed at Final Public
Meeting

How long will the construction period be and
when would construction take place?

The construction period will be approximately 6-10 months in
duration, depending on a number of factors. The earliest
construction could commence would be next summer,
dependent upon equipment supply.

N/A
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Category of

Amendments to

Comment or Comment or Concern Response Project or Project
Concern Reports
Verbal Comment Expressed at Final Public Under the Green Energy and Green Economy Act, renewable | N/A
Meeting energy projects are not subject to Municipal Official Plan and
Why will there be no zoning change on the Zoning By-law requirements under the Planning Act.
land following construction of the facility?
Verbal Comment Expressed at Final Public The H.B. White Canada and Hatch representatives responded | N/A
Meeting that the decision will be made by Hydro-One as to where and
Concern if the upgraded distribution line how the existing distribution line is upgraded. However, it
(which would be undertaken by Hydro-One appears likely that the existing line would be replaced within
networks Inc.) running south along Line 5 its current right of way on the west side of Line 5 North,
North to the interconnection point was to be thereby avoiding vegetation removal on the east side.
installed on the east side of the road, as
opposed to its current location on the east side
of the road, since removal of trees would be
necessary.
Verbal Comment Expressed at Final Public Hiring processes will utilize the local work force to the extent | N/A
Meeting possible.

Concern regarding hiring locally.

Verbal Comment Expressed at Final Public
Meeting

Expressed desire for no work to be conducted
on Sunday.

Verbal Comment Expressed at Final Public
Meeting

Would construction take place on the
weekends?

Current schedules are for work to primarily occur Monday to
Friday. While schedule deviations may require some work to
occur on the weekends, this is not expected to be the norm.
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Category of
Comment or
Concern

Comment or Concern

Response

Amendments to
Project or Project
Reports

Verbal Comment Received at First and Final
Public Meetings

The property is often used by residents on Line
6 N to access Line 5 N and Highway 11 in the
event of an emergency in the Line 6 N/highway
11 area, since such a situation can block access
to Line 6 N residents. Several residents
expressed a desire to maintain that access.

RE Midhurst 4 ULC will consider this request and review with
the current landowner.

N/A

Verbal Comment Expressed at Final Public

Meeting
“Start work tomorrow!”

Comment noted.

N/A
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Consultation with Agencies

3.1  Agencies
Consultation with relevant government agencies including provincial ministries, local municipalities
and the Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority (LSRCA) were completed as per O. Reg. 359/09
and MOE’s “Guidance for Preparing the Consultation Report”. The following agencies were
consulted:

Ministry of the Environment (MOE)

Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR)

Ministry of Tourism and Culture (MTC)

Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority (LSRCA)
Township of Oro-Medonte

County of Simcoe.

The following provides the details of the consultation completed with each agency.

3.1.1 Ontario Ministry of the Environment

On December 22, 2009, RE Midhurst 4 ULC provided the MOE with the draft Project
Description Report and requested a list of Aboriginal communities to consult with. This is further
described in Section 4.1.

On June 24, 2010, Hatch sent the Notice of Proposal to Engage in a Renewable Energy Project
and Public Meeting to the MOE (Barrie District Office and Environmental Assessment and
Approvals Branch (EAAB)).

On May 13, 2011, Hatch sent the Notice of Final Public Meeting to the MOE (Barrie District
Office and EAAB).

The REA Application, including all supporting documents will be sent to the MOE for review.

3.1.2 Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources

A meeting was held with staff from the MNR Midhurst District office on March 22, 2010 to
discuss the ten solar projects being proposed by Recurrent Energy in the Midhurst District area,
one of which was the RE Midhurst 4 Solar Project. During the meeting Hatch indicated that the
project would likely be within 120 m of the Locally Significant Wetland/Woodlot/valleyland and
evaluation of significance and EIS would likely be required. Minutes of the meeting are provided
in Appendix F.

On August 10, 2010, Hatch submitted to the MNR Draft Natural Heritage Assessment (NHA)
documents for the project, including Natural Heritage Records Review, Site Investigations and
Evaluation of Significance Report, and Environmental Impact Study for the Project (as required by
Sections 25, 26, 27, and 38 of O.Reg 359/09.
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MNR provided comments on the Draft NHA documents on September 22, 2010 (as provided in
Appendix F). Hatch revised the NHA reports as appropriate to address MNR’s comments and
sent revised versions for additional review. Several additional edits were made to the NHA
reports, with final draft versions being provided to MNR on April 28, 2011.

MNR provided their Confirmation Letter confirming that the NHA reports meet the REA
Regulation requirements on April 29, 2011. That Confirmation Letter is provided in Appendix F.

3.1.3 Ontario Ministry of Tourism and Culture

Hatch submitted an Archaeological Assessment Report entitled ‘RE Midhurst 4 Solar Project
Stage 1 and 2 Archaeological Assessment’, prepared by D.R. Poulton & Associates Inc. to the
MTC on August 26, 2010.

As no archaeological sites were discovered during the Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment, it was
recommended that no further archaeological investigations or concerns are warranted for the
proposed RE Midhurst 4 Solar Generation Facility.

On September 9th 2010, the MTC responded that the archaeological assessment undertaken for
the Project complies with the Ontario Heritage Act’s licensing requirements, including the
license terms and conditions and the Ministry’s 1993 Archaeological Assessment Technical
Guidelines. This letter is included in Appendix F.

3.1.4 Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority

Recurrent Energy requested a Property Inquiry from the Lake Simcoe Region Conservation
Authority (NVCA) regarding the Project property in October 2009. The LSRCA provided the
Property Inquiry letter on October 29, 2009. This letter is included in Appendix F. The
information in this property inquiry letter was used in the Water Body Records Review Report
and Natural Heritage Records Review Report.

On May 11, 2011 Hatch provided all the draft REA supporting documents for the RE Midhurst 4
Solar Project to LSRCA for review. No comments from the LSRCA have been received as of the
date of this report, however RE Midhurst 4 ULC is committed to working with the LSRCA
through their permitting process to address any concerns. Should comments be received after
submission of the REA application, including this report, to the MOE, an amendment will be
made to this report to include the comments from the LSRCA and responses from RE Midhurst 4
ULC.

3.1.5 Township of Oro-Medonte

On March 8, 2010, Recurrent Energy and Hatch attended a meeting the Andria Leigh, Director
of Development from the Township of Oro-Medonte, to discuss the five proposed solar projects
in the Township, including RE Midhurst 4 Solar Project. Minutes of the Meeting are provided in
Appendix G. No comments or concerns specific to the RE Midhurst 4 Solar Project were
provided by the Township at the meeting. Hatch also provided the Municipal Consultation Form,
as per O.Reg 359/09 Sec 18(1), with Section A completed by Hatch, and requested the
Township of Oro-Medonte to complete Section B of the Form. This was provided more than 90
days prior to the final public meeting.
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On June 24, 2010, Hatch sent an email to the Township of Oro-Medonte, notifying that the Draft
Project Description Report would be mailed to them (see Appendix G).

On June 24, 2010, Hatch sent the Notice of Proposal to Engage in a Renewable Energy Project
and Public Meeting to the Township of Oro-Medonte (Development Services and Corporate
Services/Clerk).

On May 11, 2011 the Draft REA supporting documents were submitted to the Township of Oro-
Medonte (Development Services) for their review and comment. This letter is included in
Appendix G. A revised copy of the Municipal Consultation Form was submitted to identify the
documents provided to the Township and the date that they were made available.

An invitation was extended to the Township to meet with staff from RE Midhurst 4 ULC and
Hatch to discuss the Project and the Draft REA supporting documents. Representatives from the
Township indicated that they did not see any need to meet to the discuss the project, but that if
issues arose during the Township's review of the documentation, then they would be in contact
to set up a meeting. No meeting has been requested by the Township as of the date of writing of
this Consultation Report.

The Municipal Consultation Form has not been provided by the Township as of the date of this
Consultation Report. The Township indicated that they are in the process of preparing the
Municipal Consultation Form, but don’t expect to provide it to Council for review until August
18, 2011. If a Municipal Consultation Form is received from the Township, an Addendum to this
Consultation Report will be prepared and submitted to the MOE to identify RE Midhurst 4 ULC’s
responses to any comments provided by the Township.

County of Simcoe

On March 2, 2010, Recurrent Energy and Hatch attended a meeting with planning staff from the
County of Simcoe, to discuss the ten proposed solar projects in the County, including RE
Midhurst 4 Solar Project. Minutes of the Meeting are provided in Appendix G. No comments or
concerns specific to the RE Midhurst 4 Solar Project were provided by the County at the meeting.
Hatch also provided the Municipal Consultation Form, as per O.Reg 359/09 Sec 18(1), with
Section A completed by Hatch, and requested the County complete Section B of the Form. This
was provided more than 90 days prior to the final public meeting.

On June 24, 2010, Hatch sent an email to the County of Simcoe, notifying the Project
documentation would be mailed to them (Appendix G).

On June 24, 2010, Hatch sent by mail the Notice of Proposal to Engage in a Renewable Energy
Project and Public Meeting to the County of Simcoe (County Clerk and Planning Department).

On May 11, 2011 the draft REA documents were submitted to the County of Simcoe (Planning
Department) for their review and consideration. This letter is included in Appendix G.

On June 7, 2011, the County of Simcoe submitted an email to Hatch which included a
completed Municipal Consultation Form. This email and completed form is included in
Appendix G. Comments made within the Municipal Consultation Form are addressed in Table
3.1.
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Table 3.1  County of Simcoe Municipal Consultation Form Comments and Responses

Consultation Report

Township of Rideau Lakes Comment | RE Midhurst 4 ULC’s Response

Section 5.1 — Project Location

Provide comment on the project location with respect to infrastructure and servicing.

0 No comment | N/A

Section 5.2 — Project Roads

Provide comment on the proposed project’s plans respecting proposed road access.

0 No comment | N/A

Identify any issues and provide recommendations with respect to road access.

0 No comment | N/A

Please provide comment on any proposed Traffic Management Plans.

0 No comment | N/A

Identify any issues and recommendations with respect to the proposed Traffic Management Plans.

0 No comment | N/A

Section 5.3 — Municipal or Local authority Service Connections

Provide comment on the proposed project plans related to the location of and type of municipal service connections, other than roads.

o NA | N/A

Identify any issues and provide recommendations with respect to the type of municipal service connections, other than roads.

o NA | N/A

Section 5.4 — Facility Other

H334680-0000-07-124-0421, Rev. 2, Page 38

\§’ WorkingTogether
& gsnrm'

© Hatch 2011/10



EZ HATCH

RE Midhurst 4 ULC - RE Midhurst 4 Solar Project
Consultation Report

Township of Rideau Lakes Comment | RE Midhurst 4 ULC’s Response

Identify any issues or recommendations with respect to the proposed landscaping design for the facility.

0 No comment | N/A

Provide comment on the proposed project plans for emergency management procedures / safety protocols.

0 No comment | N/A

Identify any issues and recommendations with respect to the proposed emergency management procedures / safety protocols.

0 No comment | N/A

Identify any issues and recommendations with respect to any Easements or Restrictive Covenants associated with the Project location.

0 No comment | N/A

Section 5.5 — Project Construction

Identify any issues and recommendations with respect to the proposed rehabilitation of any temporary disturbance areas and any municipal or local
authority infrastructure that could be damaged during construction.

0 No comment | N/A

Identify any issues and recommendations with respect to the proposed location of fire hydrants and connections to existing drainage, water works and
sanitary sewers.

0 No comment | N/A

Identify any issues and recommendations with respect to the proposed location of buried kiosks and above-grade utility vaults.

0 No Comment | N/A

Identify any issues and recommendations with respect to the proposed location of existing and proposed gas and electricity lines and connections.

0 No comment | N/A
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Township of Rideau Lakes Comment

| RE Midhurst 4 ULC’s Response

Provide comment on the proposed project plans with respect to Building Code permits and licences.

(o)

No comment

| N/A

Identify any issues and recommendations related to the identification of any significant natural features and water bodies within the municipality or territory.

(0]

The DRAFT Natural Heritage Site Investigations, Natural
Heritage Record Review, and Natural Heritage Evaluation of
Significance Reports identified a forested area on the subject
properties. It is not clear however if any clearing of the
woodlots is required and if so how much. Therefore, if clearing
is required you should be made aware the County of Simcoe’s
Forest Conservation By-law 5635 to promote Sustainable Forest
Management Practices is applicable to the Renewable Energy
Approval process if the subject properties meet the By-law’s
“woodlands” criteria.

Woodlands are defined in the By-law as:

a) 1000 trees per hectare (400 per acre) of any diameter at
DBH; or

b) 750 trees per hectare (300 per acre) measuring over 5
centimetres (2 inches) in diameter at DBH; or

¢) 500 trees per hectare (200 per acre) measuring over 12
centimetres (5 inches) in diameter at DBH; or

d) 250 trees per hectare (100 per acre) measuring over 20
centimetres (12 inches) in diameter at DBH but does not
include a cultivated fruit or nut orchard, or a plantation
established for the purpose of producing Christmas trees unless
said plantation has not been managed for its intended purpose
for a period of 15 years or more.

[DBH = means the diameter of the stem or trunk of a tree
measured at a point that is 1.37 metres (54 inches) above the
ground].

It is not anticipated that any clearing of the woodland will be
necessary and setbacks have been noted in the Natural Heritage
Assessment Reports. If clearing becomes necessary at any time, RE
Midhurst 4 ULC will consult with Simcoe County to discuss permit
requirements.

\§'WOrkin Together
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Township of Rideau Lakes Comment

RE Midhurst 4 ULC’s Response

A link to the County’s Forest Conservation By-law is attached
for your information.
http://www.simcoe.ca/dpt/cf/bylaw/index.htm

0 In addition, a locally significant wetland has also been
identified on the subject property, that is worthy of protection
as a part of a larger natural heritage feature.

0 The identification, in the DRAFT Project Description Report, of
dominant class soils 1-2, Figure 2 — Soil Capability Map is of
concern as these soils are considered to be within the Prime
Agricultural area are designated appropriately and worthy to
remain in agricultural production.

Only a very small portion of the wetland will be encroached upon by
the proposed Project. Mitigation measures have been documented in
the Construction Plan Report to protect the wetland, including
sediment and erosion controls and spill prevention and response
measures. No adverse effects on the remainder of the wetland area
anticipated to occur.

RE Midhurst 4 ULC has met all requirements of the OPA with respect
to protection of prime agricultural land.

Identify any issues and recommendations related to the identification of any archaeological resource or heritage resource.

o N/A

| N/A
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Consultation with Aboriginal Communities

It is the Crown’s fiduciary obligation to conduct meaningful consultation in good faith with
Aboriginal communities. The Crown has delegated some of the consultation to the proponent of
renewable energy projects as per O. Reg. 359/09. Pursuant to O. Reg. 359/09, Project proponents
are required to engage meaningfully with Aboriginal groups regarding traditional ecological
knowledge, traditional land use, land claims and other interests and issues with respect to the
development of the Project.

It is noted that at the time of submittal of this report, MOE stated that an Aboriginal consultation
document, titled “Aboriginal Consultation Guide for Renewable Energy Projects governed under
O.Reg. 359/09: Aboriginal Consultation Guide” was being drafted to be released at a later date, but
was not currently publicly available. As a result, the “Technical Bulletin Five - Guidance for
Preparing the Consultation Report” (MOE, 2010) was used as a reference for meeting Aboriginal
consultation requirements.

The following provides information related to the Aboriginal consultation completed for the Project.

Aboriginal Communities Consultation List

On December 22, 2009, RE Midhurst 4 ULC provided the MOE with the draft Project Description
Report and requested a list of Aboriginal communities to consult with. This letter was included in the
draft Project Description Report. As per O. Reg. 359/09, the submission of the Project Description
Report is required in order for the MOE to provide a list of the Aboriginal communities that the
Proponent is to consult with.

On July 5, 2010, MOE provided the list of Aboriginal communities to Hatch, and this list is
contained in Appendix H.

However, due to the length of time it took to receive the MOE list and therefore potential Project
delays, Aboriginal communities within a 100 kilometre radius of the Project were identified by Hatch
in order to commence with the consultation prior to receipt of the list from MOE. Appendix |
contains the list of Aboriginal communities developed by Hatch. The Saugeen Ojibway Nation was
the only Aboriginal community on the MOE list that was not on the list developed by Hatch. Several
communities were on the Hatch list, but not the MOE list. These communities were kept on the
overall list of Aboriginal communities consulted with, even though there were not on the MOE list.

Summary of Aboriginal Communities Consulted
A summary of Aboriginal communities consulted, and the distribution of Project Reports and Notices
are contained in Table 4.1.
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Table 4.1  Summary of Aboriginal Communities Consulted
Notice of Notice of
Proposal and Proposal and Summaries Notice of
First Public First Public and Project | Final Public
Aboriginal Community/Group Meeting Meeting - Reports Meeting
Repeat

Beausoleil First Nation Y N N
Chippewas of Mnjikaning (Rama) v v
First Nation

Chippewas of Georgina Island v v v
Wahta Mohawk First Nation v v v
Wasauksing First Nation v v v
Shawanaga First Nation v v v
Mississauga’s of Scugog Island First v v v
Nation

Curve Lake First Nation v v v
Kawartha Nishnawbe First Nation v N N
Métis Nation of Ontario v v v
Georgian Bay Métis Council v v v
Saugeen Ojibway Nation v v v

4.2
4.2.1

Consultation Activities

First Public Meeting and Notice

The combined Notice of Proposal to Engage in a Project and Notice of a Public Meeting was sent to
the Aboriginal communities in the list prepared by the Proponent/Hatch on June 24, 2010. With the
Notice, a letter was included which, as per O. Reg. 359/09, requested written information regarding
any potential impact and possible mitigating measures for any potentially impacted treaty or
constitutional protected lands. Appendix ] contains copies of the letters. As previously noted, the
MOE list arrived on July 5, 2010, following this an additional letter and notice was mailed to the
Saugeen Ojibway Nation on August 13, 2010, inviting them to attend an additional first public
meeting on September 16, 2010, as described below. This additional letter is found in Appendix J.

An additional first public meeting was held on September 16, 2010, since the required 30 days
notification was not met for the initial first public meeting for the Saugeen Ojibway Nation. A Notice
of a Proposal and Notice of Public Meeting was sent on August 13, 2010. Appendix ] contains the
letter and Notice. No individuals identified themselves as being from an Aboriginal community
during the meeting and further, no members of the public signed in.

Section 2.3.1 above provides information on the initial first public meeting. No individuals identified
themselves as being from an Aboriginal communities. Comments/concerns received from Aboriginal
communities are described in Section 4.4.

The PDR was made available for public review on the Project’s website, and at The Township of
Oro-Medonte municipal office and on-line at www.ontariosolarfuture.ca prior to the meeting. Paper

copies of the PDR were made available for review at the event. Further information was provided in
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the display boards at the first public meeting. Appendix C contains a copy of the display boards, and
sign-in sheets.

Final Public Meeting and Notice

On May 11, 2011, after all Draft REA supporting documents were prepared and letters of
confirmation were received from MNR and MTC, the Aboriginal communities identified in Table 4.1
were sent summaries and copies of all the draft REA documents for review.

The above correspondence also included the Notice of Final Public Meeting on July 13, 2011.
Appendix B contains a copy of the Notice.

In June and July, 2011 Hatch attempted to contact all Aboriginal communities (by phone) that were
sent copies of the draft REA supporting documents for review to confirm receipt of the documents,
identify if there were any questions that could be answered and confirm if the Aboriginal community
planned on submitting written comments. Results of those discussions are described in Table 4.2.

Section 2.3.2 above provides the details of the Final Public Meeting. No individuals that attended the
meeting identified themselves as being from an Aboriginal community.

Other Aboriginal Consultation Activities
The details of additional communications and activities for each Aboriginal community are contained
in Table 4.2.

Table 4.2  Details of Consultation Activities

Community / Group Details of Additional Consultation Activities

Saugeen Ojibway Nation e An email from the Saugeen Ojibway Nation was received on Sept 8, 2010

which stated “None of the above projects [including RE Midhurst 4] are
located within our locale and therefore we require no additional notice”.

Curve Lake First Nation e Curve Lake First Nation provided a response to Hatch’s correspondence of

May 11, 2011 which suggested providing the Williams Treaty First Nation
Claims Coordinator with a copy of the proposal as part of the proponent'’s
obligation to consult with the other First Nations of the Williams Treaty (the
letter from Curve Lake is provided in Appendix K. RE Midhurst 4 ULC
responded with a letter to Curve Lake First Nation, acknowledging receipt
of their letter and indicating that consideration would be given to providing
the REA reports to the Williams Treaty First Nation Claims Coordinator.

e  The correspondence from Curve Lake First Nation also stated that
“Although [they] have not conducted exhaustive research nor have [they]
the resources to do so, Curve Lake First nation Council is not currently
aware of any issues that would cause concern with respect to [their]
Traditional. Aboriginal and Treaty Rights”.

Chippewas of Mnjikaning (Rama) e The Chippewas of Mnjikaning (Rama) First Nation responded to RE

Midhurst 4 ULC’s Notice of a Project and Notice of Public Meeting that

First Nation they would like to continue to receive Project information.
¢ No correspondence was received in response to the Notice of Final Public
Meeting.
Beausoleil First Nation e Hatch contacted the First Nation on June 8, 2011. Beausoleil First Nation

requested Hatch provide a digital copy of the letter to check with the Chief.
The band administrator believes the REA documents have come in but is
unsure whether the Chief has looked at them. Hatch provided a PDF of the
requested letter via email.
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Community / Group

Details of Additional Consultation Activities

Given that no response has been received, follow-up correspondence was
sent on July 8, 2011. The Band Administrator replied that she would
forward Hatch'’s request on to Chief and Council, and that they will provide
a response when able. No correspondence has been received as of the date
of this report.

Chippewas of Georgina Island

Hatch contacted the First Nation on June 8, 2011. The Chippewas of
Georgina Island First Nation requested Hatch provide a digital copy of the
letter and the Band Manager would confirm whether they were received.
The Band Manager indicated that she does not believe they were reviewed.
Given that no response has been received, follow-up correspondence was
sent on July 8, 2011. The Band manager replied that they are “in receipt of
the document”. No correspondence has been received as of the date of this
report.

Wahta Mohawk First Nation

Reception confirmed on June 8, 2011 that the REA documents were
received. In response to whether they had questions, she will give the chief
Hatch'’s contact info if there are any questions. No correspondence has
been received as of the date of this report.

Wasauksing First Nation

Hatch contacted the First Nation on June 8, 2011 and left a voicemail with
the Chief’s assistant asking whether they received the REA docs, whether
they had any questions and whether they would be preparing a written
response. No response was received following the voicemail.

On July 8, 2011 Hatch called twice, however there was no answer, and no
opportunity to leave a voicemail message. No response has been received
as of the date of this report.

Shawanaga First Nation

Hatch contacted the First Nation on June 8, 2011 and spoke with Project
Coordinator. The First Nation confirmed that the Chief has the documents.
The Project coordinator stated that the First Nation appreciate our effort and
don’t see a big impact. It is private land and there is not a big impact from
solar. He will review and respond with any questions. No response has
been received as of the date of this report.

Mississauga’s of Scugog Island First
Nation

Hatch left a voicemail message on June 8, 2011.

The First Nation responded on June 14, 2011 stating that they are not sure
at this time whether they will be providing written comments. No response
has been received as of the date of this report.

Kawartha Nishnawbe First Nation

Hatch left voicemail messages on June 8, 2011 and July 8, 2011. No
response has been received as of the date of this report.

Métis Nation of Ontario

Recurrent Energy and Hatch attended a meeting with the Georgian Bay
Métis Nation Council on September 30, 2010, to discuss the Council’s
interests in Recurrent Energy’s ten proposed projects in Simcoe County. The
Council did not present any specific concerns regarding the RE Midhurst 4
Solar Project. They did present several considerations that are outside the
scope of the consultation required for the REA process to Recurrent Energy
and these are currently being considered.

4.4  Aboriginal Comments and Concerns
RE Midhurst 4 ULC supports the use of traditional Aboriginal knowledge and through this
consultation process aims to provide a method to incorporate this knowledge and to address any
comments or concerns about the Project from the Aboriginal perspective. No specific Aboriginal

concerns remain outstanding following the consultation conducted to date.
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Conclusions

Since December 2009, the stakeholder engagement program for the RE Midhurst 4 Solar
Photovoltaic Project has been active. There has been open dialogue with the public, agencies,
Aboriginal groups and the local municipalities regarding the Project. In addition to communications
via letters, meetings, email and phone calls, there were two public meetings hosted by the Proponent
to further encourage discussion and comment on the Project. The purpose of this Consultation
Report is to ensure a transparent and meaningful consultation process for all participants with an
interest in the Project, where all comments and questions received are documented, reviewed and
addressed.

As a result of these opportunities for comment, several issues were raised that have been considered
as part of the Project assessment, and provided additional guidance towards the scope of the studies.
These issues were considered and incorporated into the REA application documents, as appropriate.
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300 California Street, 8th Floor 415.675.1500 (pl wwwW.recurrentenergy.com
San Francisco, CA 94104 415.675.1901 (f]

RECURR=NT
EN=RGY

RE Midhurst 4 ULC

December 22, 2009

Ms. Doris Dumais

Director, Environmental Assessment and Approval Branch
The Ministry of the Environment

2 St. Clair Avenue West, Floor 12A

Toronto, ON M4V 1L5

Re: Project Description Report - RE Midhurst 4
Dear Ms. Dumais,

RE Midhurst 4 ULC is excited to submit the following Draft Project Description Report as the first step to
completing the Renewable Energy Approval (REA) for this solar generation facility. This project is one of
a number of unique projects submitted by Recurrent Energy to the Ministry of the Environment (MOE)
following the application for a FIT contract with the Ontario Power Authority under the 2009 FIT launch
program.

RE Midhurst 4 ULC is committed to providing the clean electrical benefits of solar generation and
insuring that the environment is protected for the benefit of future generations. The forward thinking
for permitting renewable energy projects under the Green Energy and Green Economy Act and Ontario
Regulation 359/09 will both promote the installation of renewable energy in Ontario and insure that the
environment is protected.

This report will provide the MOE and other stakeholders with preliminary information describing the
planned solar facility and this company’s strategy to mitigate the impact to the environment. This
includes:
e Detailed information about the site, including a map showing the land within 300 meters of the
project facility;
e Description of the planned 6.5 MW AC solar photovoltaic system that will be used to generate
electricity;
e Expected activities during construction, operation and decommissioning of the facility;
e Potential environmental impact of these activities and preliminary information on mitigation
measures;
e Detailed information about the project ownership;
e Qutline of future reports, consultations and environmental assessments to be submitted as part
of the REA process.



As a response to this submission, please provide RE Midhurst 4 ULC with the list of First
Nations/Aboriginal communities to be consulted with and the form as approved by the Director in which
consultation should be carried out as referenced in Section 17(1) of Ontario Regulation 359/09.

Thank you for the opportunity to participate.
Very truly yours,

.y
Sheldon Kimber

Authorized Signer
RE Midhurst 4 ULC



Suite 500, 4342 Queen Street

7 HA I CH - Niagara Falls, Ontario, Canada L2E 7)7
= Tel. 905 374 5200 + Fax: 905 374 1157 ¢ www.hatch.ca
June 24, 2010

Cindy Hood, District Manager, Barrie District Office, Minsitry of the Environment
54 Cedar Pointe Dr.

Unit 1203

Barrie, ON

L4N 5R7

Subject: Notice of a Proposal and Notice of Public Meeting
Recurrent Energy - Solar Project: RE Midhurst 4

Recurrent Energy is providing you with this notice to make you aware of the upcoming Public Consultation
meeting where you can learn more about this project and Recurrent Energy.

Recurrent Energy is proposing to construct a solar project within the Township of Oro-Medonte called RE
Midhurst 4. The proposed project will have an installed capacity of 6.5 MW. This project requires a
Renewable Energy Approval (REA) which is subject to the provisions of the Environmental Protection Act Part
V.0.1 and Ontario Regulation 359/09. Recurrent Energy has retained Hatch Ltd. to undertake the REA
process.

In accordance with Section 15 of O. Reg. 359/09, a Notice of a Proposal by Recurrent Energy to engage in a
Renewable Energy Project and Notice of Public Meeting has been prepared and a copy is enclosed.

As per Section 17 (1) of O. Reg. 359/09, the draft Project Description Report and further information about
the project and about Recurrent Energy can be found online at: www.ontariosolarfuture.ca, and at local
municipal offices. Your comments, queries or information relevant to the proposed project would be greatly
appreciated.

Correspondence should be directed to:

Noel Boucher, BSc
Environmental Coordinator
Hatch Ltd.

4342 Queen St., Suite 500
Niagara Falls, ON, L2E 7)7
Phone: 905-374-0701, Ext 5757
Fax: 905-374-1157

Email: nboucher@hatch.ca

Yours truly,
Py
7 @WM
/i

Noel Boucher, BSc
NB:lc
Attachment — Notice of a Proposal/Notice of Public Meeting Midhurst 3 and 4

cc:  David Brochu, Recurrent Energy
Sean Caffyn, Recurrent Energy
Bob Leah, Recurrent Energy
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Suite 500, 4342 Queen Street

7 HA I CH - Niagara Falls, Ontario, Canada L2E 7)7
= Tel. 905 374 5200 + Fax: 905 374 1157 ¢ www.hatch.ca
June 24, 2010

Doris Dumais, Director, Environmental Assessment and Approvals Branch, Ministry of the Environment
2 St. Clair Ave., W, 12A Floor

Toronto, ON

M4V 1L5

Subject: Notice of a Proposal and Notice of Public Meeting
Recurrent Energy - Solar Project: RE Midhurst 4

Recurrent Energy is providing you with this notice to make you aware of the upcoming Public Consultation
meeting where you can learn more about this project and Recurrent Energy.

Recurrent Energy is proposing to construct a solar project within the Township of Oro-Medonte called RE
Midhurst 4. The proposed project will have an installed capacity of 6.5 MW. This project requires a
Renewable Energy Approval (REA) which is subject to the provisions of the Environmental Protection Act Part
V.0.1 and Ontario Regulation 359/09. Recurrent Energy has retained Hatch Ltd. to undertake the REA
process.

In accordance with Section 15 of O. Reg. 359/09, a Notice of a Proposal by Recurrent Energy to engage in a
Renewable Energy Project and Notice of Public Meeting has been prepared and a copy is enclosed.

As per Section 17 (1) of O. Reg. 359/09, the draft Project Description Report and further information about
the project and about Recurrent Energy can be found online at: www.ontariosolarfuture.ca, and at local
municipal offices. Your comments, queries or information relevant to the proposed project would be greatly
appreciated.

Correspondence should be directed to:

Noel Boucher, BSc
Environmental Coordinator
Hatch Ltd.

4342 Queen St., Suite 500
Niagara Falls, ON, L2E 7)7
Phone: 905-374-0701, Ext 5757
Fax: 905-374-1157

Email: nboucher@hatch.ca

Yours truly,
Py
7 @WM
/i

Noel Boucher, BSc
NB:lc
Attachment — Notice of a Proposal/Notice of Public Meeting Midhurst 3 and 4

cc:  David Brochu, Recurrent Energy
Sean Caffyn, Recurrent Energy
Bob Leah, Recurrent Energy
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Suite 500, 4342 Queen Street

V HATCHTw Niagara Falls, Ontario, Canada L2E 7)7
= Tel. 905 374 5200 * Fax: 905 374 1157 ¢ www.hatch.ca

May 13, 2011

Doris Dumais, Director, Environmental Assessment and Approvals Branch, Ministry of the Environment
2 St. Clair Ave., W, 12A Floor
Toronto, ON M4V 1L5

Subject: Notice of Public Meeting
RE Midhurst 4 Solar Project

RE Midhurst 4 ULC is proposing to construct the RE Midhurst 4 Solar Project within the Township of Oro-
Medonte. The proposed Project will have an installed capacity of 6.5 MW. The Project requires a Renewable
Energy Approval (REA), which is subject to the provisions of the Environmental Protection Act Part V.0.1 and
Ontario Regulation (O.Reg) 359/09. Hatch Ltd. has been retained to undertake the REA process.

This notice is provided to make you aware of the upcoming Final Public Meeting where you can learn more
about this Project.

In accordance with Section 15 of O. Reg. 359/09, a Notice of Public Meeting has been prepared and a copy
is enclosed. This Notice will also be posted in the Barrie Examiner on Friday, May 13, 2011 and again on
Friday, June 17, 2011.

As per Section 16 (1) of O. Reg. 359/09, the draft copies of the supporting documents for the Project,
including the Natural Heritage Assessment Reports, Water Body Assessment Reports, Construction Plan
Report, Design and Operations Report, Decommissioning Plan Report, Noise Assessment Study and Stage 1
and 2 Archaeology Assessment Report are available for public review on-line at: www.ontariosolarfuture.ca,
and at the Township of Oro-Medonte municipal office. The information provided in these reports will be
discussed during the Final Public Meeting on Wednesday July 13, 2011 at the Old Town Hall in Oro-
Medonte, 833 Line 7 North, Oro-Medonte, Ontario. Your comments, queries or information relevant to the
proposed Project would be greatly appreciated.

Correspondence should be directed to:

Noel Boucher, BSc
Environmental Coordinator
Hatch Ltd.

4342 Queen St., Suite 500
Niagara Falls, ON, L2E 7)7
Phone: 905-374-0701, Ext 5757
Fax: 905-374-1157

Email: nboucher@hatch.ca

Yours truly,
)
L;’ﬁ@m\/\(ﬂﬁkf
/
Noel Boucher, B.Sc

NB:mg
Attachment — Notice of Final Public Meeting — RE Midhurst 3 & RE Midhurst 4
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Suite 500, 4342 Queen Street

V HATCHTw Niagara Falls, Ontario, Canada L2E 7)7
= Tel. 905 374 5200 * Fax: 905 374 1157 ¢ www.hatch.ca

May 13, 2011

Cindy Hood, District Manager, Barrie District Office, Minsitry of the Environment
54 Cedar Pointe Dr., Unit 1203
Barrie, ON L4N 5R7

Subject: Notice of Public Meeting
RE Midhurst 4 Solar Project

RE Midhurst 4 ULC is proposing to construct the RE Midhurst 4 Solar Project within the Township of Oro-
Medonte. The proposed Project will have an installed capacity of 6.5 MW. The Project requires a Renewable
Energy Approval (REA), which is subject to the provisions of the Environmental Protection Act Part V.0.1 and
Ontario Regulation (O.Reg) 359/09. Hatch Ltd. has been retained to undertake the REA process.

This notice is provided to make you aware of the upcoming Final Public Meeting where you can learn more
about this Project.

In accordance with Section 15 of O. Reg. 359/09, a Notice of Public Meeting has been prepared and a copy
is enclosed. This Notice will also be posted in the Barrie Examiner on Friday, May 13, 2011 and again on
Friday, June 17, 2011.

As per Section 16 (1) of O. Reg. 359/09, the draft copies of the supporting documents for the Project,
including the Natural Heritage Assessment Reports, Water Body Assessment Reports, Construction Plan
Report, Design and Operations Report, Decommissioning Plan Report, Noise Assessment Study and Stage 1
and 2 Archaeology Assessment Report are available for public review on-line at: www.ontariosolarfuture.ca,
and at the Township of Oro-Medonte municipal office. The information provided in these reports will be
discussed during the Final Public Meeting on Wednesday July 13, 2011 at the Old Town Hall in Oro-
Medonte, 833 Line 7 North, Oro-Medonte, Ontario. Your comments, queries or information relevant to the
proposed Project would be greatly appreciated.

Correspondence should be directed to:

Noel Boucher, BSc
Environmental Coordinator
Hatch Ltd.

4342 Queen St., Suite 500
Niagara Falls, ON, L2E 7)7
Phone: 905-374-0701, Ext 5757
Fax: 905-374-1157

Email: nboucher@hatch.ca

Yours truly,
)
L;’ﬁ@m\/\(ﬂﬁkf
/
Noel Boucher, B.Sc

NB:mg
Attachment — Notice of Final Public Meeting — RE Midhurst 3 & RE Midhurst 4
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E HATCH

Minutes of Meeting

April 1, 2010
Recurrent Energy Inc.
Renewable Energy Approvals -

Midhurst District Solar Projects
DISTRIBUTION

Those present +

David Brochu, Recurrent Energy
Bob Leah, Recurrent Energy
Kimberley Arnold, Hatch

Project Kick-off Meeting with Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources -
Midhurst District

MEETING DATE: ~ March 22, 2010

LOCATION: MNR Office, Midhurst, Ontario
PRESENT: Amanda Mclachlan (AM), Ontario Ministry ~ Noel Boucher (NB), Hatch
of Natural Resources (MNR) Sean Caffyn (SC), Recurrent Energy
Graham Findlay (GF), MNR (Recurrent)
PURPOSE: To introduce Recurrent Energy and their 10

proposed projects within MNR's Midhurst District

ITEM ACTION BY

1.  Introduction to Recurrent Energy and Hatch
e SC opened the meeting by discussing the agenda and addressing the purpose:
¢ to introduce Recurrent and Hatch, and the proposed Projects to MNR
+ to discuss Project schedules

* to discuss potential environmental issues/concerns associated with each
Project

* to discuss MNR review process.
e SC provided background information on Recurrent Energy

e NB provided background information on Hatch

If you disagree with any information contained herein, please advise immediately.
H334680-0000-07-203-0012, Rev. A, Page 1
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3.

Renewable Energy Approvals Process

The points outlined below relate to general Renewable Energy Approval (REA)
process questions that were discussed during the meeting.

o NB described the REA process that Recurrent would be following and
discussed the preliminary activities that Hatch has undertaken to date,
including the Environmental Constraints Assessment reports and
commencement of the Natural Heritage and Water Records Reviews.

o AM indicated that she is the one-window contact for renewable energy in the

District, so all communications with MNR should go through her.

o AM indicated that the MNR was anticipating a 6-wk review period for Natural
Heritage Assessments, although this depends on the time of submission (e.g.,

summer could potentially result in longer review periods due to staff
availability).

o NB asked if MNR would like to receive the Natural Heritage reports (i.e.,
Records Review, Site Investigation, Evaluation of Significance, and
Environmental Impact Study) as they are completed or in one complete

package. GF indicated that MNR would review the reports separately since if
they had any comments on one of the reports, that could potentially effect the

content of the other reports. Therefore, reviewing each one may improve

overall efficiency. NB asked if it would take 6 weeks to review each report if
they were submitted individually. AM/GF indicated that it would depend on

the size and complexity of the report.

e NB asked if the water bodies reports are to be sent to MNR. AM stated that
the water bodies reports go directly to MOE.

Project Descriptions

e SC described the project components and layout of a typical solar project.
Discussion centered around the following issues associated with project
layouts:

* NB requested assistance from MNR in selecting suitable ground cover
that would prevent erosion and provide wildlife habitat, but that was
native and suitable for use in the area (e.g., shade tolerance, soil
conditions, wetness). AM noted that MNR would look into this.

ACTION BY

MNR

H334680-0000-07-203-0012, Rev. A, Page 2
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4.1

4.2

4.3

ACTION BY

Discussion of Environmental Features
around Project Sites
Each of the sites was discussed individually, and potential concerns relating to
environmental features were discussed. These are identified by Project site
below.
RE Orrillia 1
e GF noted that the site was situated in close proximity to Langman Marsh

Provincially Significant Wetland (PSW).
e GF indicated that he noted Hatch had identified a seepage area at the eastern Hatch/Recurrent

end of the property. GF indicated that the seepage area likely flows into the
PSW and that he would be concerned that it could possibly be identified as
the PSW. GF indicated that, depending on the site layout (e.g., proximity to
the wetland/seepage feature) that re-evaluation of the wetland boundary may
be necessary in this location. Hatch/Recurrent to consider.

RE Orrillia 2

e  GF noted that the adjacent woodlot would have to be assessed for
significance if Recurrent is proposing to be within 120 m of the woodlot
boundary.

e  MNR did not identify any other potential environmental concerns with the
site.

RE Orrillia 3

e GF indicated that he would be concerned about the proximity of the
proposed development to the boundary of the Langman Marsh PSW. If the
Project was to be encroaching into the woodlot (e.g., tree removal at the edge
of the woodlot) then MNR may require that the wetland boundary be
reassessed.

e SC indicated that Recurrent was not likely considering encroaching into the
woodlot and would likely maintain a 30-m setback from the woodlot edge.
GF indicated that he would not be so concerned with the PSW boundary if
this was the case. AM indicated that the woodlot would still have to be
assessed for significance anyways and an EIS may be required.

e SCindicated that Recurrent would consider assuming the woodlot is
significant and preparing an EIS anyways.

H334680-0000-07-203-0012, Rev. A, Page 3
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4.5

4.6

ACTION BY

RE Midhurst 2

GF suggested that part of the woodlot Recurrent is considering clearing for the  Hatch/Recurrent
Project appears to be wet, based on aerial photographs and he was concerned

that if it is indeed a wetland, it could potentially be complexed with the

nearby Craigs Swamp/Copeland Forest Complex PSW. Therefore, the

boundary of the wetland may have to be reassessed. Hatch/Recurrent to

consider.

GF also noted that the PDR was incorrect in the distance it specified from the
. . Hatch/Recurrent
Project to the PSW boundary, since there are a number of smaller complexed

wetlands closer than the distance specified. Hatch to advise Recurrent how to

revise text in PDR.

GF indicated that the tributary arising on the southwest corner of the property
forms part of the headwaters of Matheson Creek, which is a cold water trout
stream. MNR has done stream rehabilitation work on Matheson Creek
downstream from the property.

GF indicated that there could also be a potential seepage area at the north end

of the property, based on topography and aerial photography. NB indicated Hatch
that setbacks in this area may be met due to land development restrictions on

agricultural land classes 1 and 2, which limits extend of development on this

site. Hatch to assess this water feature.

RE Midhurst 3

NB indicated that development on this site may meet natural heritage and
water body setbacks due to agricultural land class restrictions.

GF indicated that MNR may be able to provide fisheries information for the
watercourse adjacent to the property.

GF/AM indicated that they would not be looking for a re-evaluation of the
Shelswell’s Creek Locally Significant Wetland (LSW) but the area would still
have to be assessed for woodlot, valleyland and wildlife habitat significance
and SAR considerations.

RE Midhurst 4

NB indicated that the project would likely be within 120 m of the
LSW/Woodlot/valleyland and assessment of significance and EIS would likely
be required.

H334680-0000-07-203-0012, Rev. A, Page 4
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N

4.7  RE Midhurst 6
e GF indicated that the tributary shown as arising on the property may be a Hatch
seepage zone, due to topography and aerial photography, which appears to
show that the area is not cropped. GF indicated that this should be checked
during the site investigation. GF indicated that MNR would be concerned
about soil erosion and downstream impacts associated with a seepage. Hatch
to consider this feature during site investigation.

e GF indicated that the tributaries on and adjacent to the property flow into
Aunt Maggie’s Creek north of the site. This is a tributary of Matheson Creek
and provides cold water brook trout habitat.

o  GF noted that there was no definition of Agricultural Land Class 5T on the
Coville Soils Classification figure in the ESR. Recurrent

4.8 RE Waubaushene 3
e GF indicated that he had not reviewed this site, since it was not included in
the information package sent to MNR in advance of the meeting. GF
indicated he would review and provide comments.

e SC indicated that there may be water crossing requirements at this site. GF
indicated that MNR would not approve of a ford crossing and would prefer
clear span crossing to avoid impacts.

o  GF noted that MNR mapping on the PDR figure showed a portion of the
farmed land as being agricultural but concluded that this designation
appeared incorrect.

e  GF confirmed that MNR would not likely be looking for a re-evaluation of the
non-provincially significant wetland in the woodlot adjacent to the site, but
that the woodlot itself would have to be considered for significance if
development occurs within the setback.

e SC noted that there are no restrictions on development due to agricultural
land class on this site since it is designated as “Rural”.

e SC noted that Recurrent was also considering development of a portion of the
parcel to the south, but this was not currently included in the lease.

H334680-0000-07-203-0012, Rev. A, Page 5
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4.10

ACTION BY

RE Waubaushene 4

GF noted that the Chippewa’s of Mnjikaning are located approximately 30 km
away from this site.

SC indicated that a water crossing may be required to provide access over the
drainage ditch crossing the site, although Recurrent may consider providing
separate accesses for each side of the property, depending on the lease
agreements.

GF indicated that MNR would not likely have any fish community assessment
requirements if the water course is to be crossed only by an overhead
transmission line.

GF indicated that MNR would not likely have much site-specific fisheries data
for this site. GF noted that if fisheries sampling was being proposed due to a
watercourse crossing, Hatch would have to get a permit to collect fish for
scientific purposes. Hatch will obtain permit if necessary.

GF indicated that the woodlot to the south of the projects appears wet based
on aerial photography and would have to be assessed for significance.

RE Waubaushene 5

GF noted that the Chippewa’s of Mnjikaning are located approximately 30 km
away from this site.

GF indicated that the creek is incorrectly named on the Coville figure in the
PDR. The correct name is the North River.

Recurrent

GF indicates that rapids/falls upstream from the Project site are known to
provide spawning habitat for walleye and salmonids.

GF indicated that MNR had no information on flood hazards at this site, and
that information would have to be determined during the Site Investigation. Hatch

Additional Questions/Comments

The following additional items were discussed during the meeting:

AM indicated that the Midhurst District Species at Risk (SAR) Biologist
(Suzanne Robinson) had provided some general comments, including

¢ Hatch should review the NHIC’s Biodiversity Explorer for information on
SAR in proximity to the sites.

Hatch

¢ Consideration should be given to grassland SAR birds including
whipporwhils, chimney swifts and loggerhead shrike.

H334680-0000-07-203-0012, Rev. A, Page 6
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¢ There may be timing windows for investigations for some species (e.g.,
nesting birds).

¢ A permit under the Fish and Wildlife Conservation Act and/or the ESA
may be required for some sampling activities (e.g., salamander egg mass
collections). A permit under the ESA would take 2 months to obtain.

¢ A schedule C permit under the ESA to kill, harm, harass an endangered
species as a result of the project could take 6-9 months to obtain.

*  MNR stressed that specific locations of Species at Risk should not be
noted in any document available for public review.

e NB asked for guidance regarding SAR, particularly with respect to site
investigations. AM indicated that Recurrent is responsible under the ESA and
that it would be in their best interests to do a full site investigation to assess
SAR on the sites. GF asked about the effort/protocols that were being
undertaken to assess SAR during the site investigations. NB indicated that he
was not sure of the exact scope of the site investigations that have been/will
be undertaken and would have to get Hatch’s Terrestrial Biologist (Sean Male)
to contact AM to discuss in more detail

e AM indicated that, in the absence of MNR guidance documents (which are
now expected in summer 2010), MNR will using the Natural Heritage
Reference Manual and the Significant Wildlife Habitat Technical Guide.

e AM indicated that the County of Simcoe Greenlands Study may be useful for
the Records Review. However, MNR does not feel that the County’s
determinations regarding significance would be sufficient for our purposes. It
could be used as background information to base our assessment on. Hatch
will review.

e AM indicated that if butternut trees were observed on site, they should be
assessed by a certified butternut health assessor. MNR can provide a list of
certified assessors if necessary.

e NB asked if MNR had guidance with respect to determining high water mark
for a watercourse. NB noted that Hatch would be considering the Flood
Hazard information from Conservation Authorities, vegetation changes and
debris accumulation at the high water mark. GF noted that he would consider
using similar indicators of the high water mark and indicated we could check
the Ontario Stream Assessment Protocol (OSAP) as well.

e GF indicated that water crossings could trigger an LRIA approval
requirements.

ACTION BY

Hatch

Hatch/MNR

Hatch

H334680-0000-07-203-0012, Rev. A, Page 7
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GF indicated that DFO should be contact for fish habitat related impacts
associated with water crossings or other works in water in areas with no
Conservation Authority (e.g., the three Waubaushene sites).

NB asked if MNR had information regarding Flood and Erosion Hazards in the
areas with no Conservation Authority. MNR indicated that they generally did
not have mapping in a similar manner as the Conservation Authorities. Such
features would have to be assessed during the Site Investigation.

GF indicated that MNR can provide information regarding fisheries in
proximity to each site as part of the records review.

NB asked how they should initiate a request from MNR to provide
background information for the Records Review. AM/GF suggested sending
an email with maps of the project features (site and transmission line) and
MNR would review and provide information.

NB indicated that Hatch could send the project features (e.g., leased area
boundary and transmission line) to MNR in GIS shapefile, if that would make
it easier. AM indicated that it would be helpful.

Noel Boucher
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Ministry of Natural Ministére des

Resources Richesses naturelles ;‘};.m)
Midhurst District Office | o O t i
2284 Nursery Road Telephona: {705) 725-7500 [/ n arlo
Mighurst, ON 104 1X0 Facsimile: {705) 7257584

April 29, 2011

RE Midhurst 4 ULC

c/o Bob Leah, Recurrent Energy LLC
800 E. Northwest Highway

Suite 611

Palatine, lllinois

60074

Dear Mr. Leah,

In accordance with the Ministry of the Environment's (MOE's) Renewable Energy
Approvals regulation (O.Reg.359/09), applicants are required to prepare a natural
heritage assessment and environmental impact study using evaluation criteria or
procedures established or accepted by the Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR). The
regulation requires MNR to confirm that the natural heritage assessment and
environmental impact study, including mitigation measures, were prepared using
established procedures acceptable to MNR. The MNR's confirmation letter, along with
other required project documentation, must be submitted to MOE as part of an
application for a Renewable Energy Approval for consideration by MOE in making their
Renewable Energy Approval decision.

The Ministry of Natural Resources (MNR) has reviewed the natural heritage assessment
and environmental impact study for RE Midhurst 4 Solar Project in the Township of Oro-
Medonte submitted by RE Midhurst 4 ULC on April 27, 2011.

In accordance with sections 28(2) and 38(2)(b) of the Renewable Energy Approvals
regulation, MNR provides the following confirmations following review of the natural
heritage assessment reports:

1. The MNR confirms that the determination of the existence of natural features and
the boundaries of natural features was made using applicable evaluation criteria or
procedures established or accepted by MNR.

2. The MNR confirms that the site investigation and records review were conducted
using applicable evaluation criteria or procedures established or accepted by MNR,
if no natural features were identified.

3. The MNR confirms that the evaluation of the significance or provincial significance
of the natural features was conducted using applicable evaluation criteria or
procedures established or accepted by MNR (if required).

4. The MNR confirms that the project location is not in a provincial park or
conservation reserve.

1



5. The #NR confirms that the environmental impact study report has been prepared in
accordance with procedures established by the MNR.

MNR is providing this confirmation letter based on the review of the information provided
in your natural heritage assessment reports. Applicants should be aware of the transition
provisions under section 62 of the amended Renewable Energy Approvals regulation and
fulfill natural heritage assessment requirements accordingly.

Where specific commitments have been made by the applicant in the natural heritage
assessment with respect to project design, construction, rehabilitation, operation,
mitigation, or monitoring, MNR expects that these commitments will be considered in
MOE’s Renewable Energy Approval decision and, if approved, be implemented by the
applicant.

This confirmation letter is valid for the project as proposed in the natural heritage
assessment and environmental impact study, including those sections describing the
environmental effects monitoring plan and construction plan report. Should any changes
be made to the proposed project that would alter the natural heritage assessment, MNR
may need to undertake additional review of the natural heritage assessment.

In accordance with section 12(1) of the Renewable Energy Approvals Regulation, this
letter must be included as part of your application submitted to the MOE for a Renewable
Energy Approval.

if you wish to discuss any part of the confirmation or additional comments provided,
please contact Whitney Moore, Renewable Energy Planning Ecologist, at (705) 725-
7560.

Sincerely,

Mark Shoreman
District Manager
Midhurst District, MNR

cc.Jim Beal, Renewable Energy Provincial Field Program Coordinator, Regional
Operations Division, MNR
Narren Santos, Environmental Assessment and Approvals Branch, MOE
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Ministry of Tourism and Culture Ministére du Tourisme et de la Culture

Culture Division Division de culture r\y_

Culture Programs Unit Unité des programmes culturels } )

Programs and Services Branch Direction des programmes et des services [
400 University Avenue, 4" floor 400, avenue University, 4° étage ) (]

Toronto, ON, M7A 2R9 Toronto, ON, M7A 2R9 p rI
Telephone:  416-314-7132 Téléphone: 416-314-7132

Facsimile: 416-314-7175 Télécopieur: 416-314-7175

Email : Jim.Sherratt@ontario.ca Email : Jim.Sherratt@ontario.ca

September 9, 2010

Ms. Kimberley Arnold
Hatch Limited

4342 Queen Street
Niagara Falls, Ontario
L2E 7J7

RE: RE Midhurst 3 Solar Generation Facility, Lot 19, Concession 6, Township of Oro-Medonte,
Simcoe County, Ontario, FIT-FFH48CH, MTC File no. HD00510, PIF No. P316-065-2010.

Dear Proponent:

This letter constitutes the Ministry of Tourism and Culture’s written comments as required by s. 22(3)(a) of
O. Reg. 359/09 under the Environmental Protection Act regarding archaeological assessments undertaken
for the above project.

Based on the information contained in the report you have submitted for this project, the Ministry believes
the archaeological assessment complies with the Ontario Heritage Act's licensing requirements, including
the licence terms and conditions and the Ministry's 1993 Archaeological Assessment Technical Guidelines.
Please note that the Ministry makes no representation or warranty as to the completeness, accuracy or
quality of the Report.*

The report [P316-065-2010] recommends the following:

As detailed in Section 4.0 of this report, the Stage 1 background study determined that there were no
documented past archaeological investigations within the RE Midhurst 3 property. However, it also
determined that the property has a moderate potential for as-yet undiscovered sites. The subsequent Stage 2
survey determined that two Euro-Canadian archaeological sites are present within the RE Midhurst 3
property. Site 2 is considered to be too late to represent a significant archaeological resource or planning
concern. In contrast, Site 1 is considered to represent a potentially significant archaeological resource and
planning concern. Accordingly, it is recommended that a more detailed Stage 3 assessment be carried out
on Site 1.

Further to the above, it is recommended that the Ministry of Tourism and Culture issue a letter accepting
the present report into the Provincial registry (sic) of archaeological reports. In view of the results of the
assessment it is also recommended that the letter include a statement that the Ministry concurs with the
recommendations and other findings presented in this report. Finally, it is requested that a copy of the letter
be forwarded by email to Bob Leah, Director of Development, Canada, Recurrent Energy. His email is
Bob.Leah@recurrentenergy.com. In due course, this letter and the related archaeological assessment
report will be submitted by Recurrent Energy and hatch Ltd. to the Ontario Ministry of the Environment as
part of the complete REA application for the development of the proposed solar generation facility on the
RE Midhurst 3 property.



mailto:Bob.Leah@recurrentenergy.com

The above conclude the property-specific recommendations of this report. Nevertheless, it should be
emphasized that no archaeological assessment can be considered to totally negate the potential for deeply
buried cultural remains, including human burials. In recognition of this fact, the archaeological assessment
technical guidelines formulated by the Province of Ontario require that all reports on archaeological
assessments include recommendations to address the possibility that deeply buried remains may be
encountered during earthmoving and construction (MCTR 1993:12). Accordingly, it is recommended that
archaeological staff of the Ontario Ministry of Tourism and Culture be notified immediately if any deeply
buried archaeological remains should be discovered during earthmoving or construction related to the
proposed solar generation facility. In the event that human remains should be encountered, it is similarly
recommended that the proponent contact Jim Sherratt, Archaeological Review Officer, Ontario Ministry of
Tourism and Culture (email address Jim.Sherratt@ontario.ca, telephone 416-314-7132) and Michael
D’Mello, the Registrar of the Cemeteries Regulation Unit of the Ontario Ministry of Small Business and
Consumer Services (telephone #416 326-8404; email address Michael.D’Mello@ontario.ca).

The Ministry is satisfied with these recommendations.

This letter does not waive any requirements which you may have under the Ontario Heritage Act. A
separate letter addressing archaeological licensing obligations under the Act will be sent to the archaeologist
who completed the assessment and will be copied to you.

This letter does not constitute approval of the renewable energy project. Approvals of the project may be
required under other statutes and regulations. It is your responsibility to obtain any necessary approvals or
licences.

Please feel free to contact me if you have questions or require additional information.

Sincerely,

ﬁzwﬁ" -

/
4

Jim Sherratt
Archaeology Review Officer
Eastern Region

C. Ms. Sherri Pearce, D.R. Poulton & Associates Inc.
Mr. Bob Leah, Recurrent Energy

“In no way will the Ministry be liable for any harm, damages, costs, expenses, losses, claims or actions that may result: (a) if the
Report(s) or its recommendations are discovered to be inaccurate, incomplete, misleading or fraudulent; or (b) from the issuance
of this letter. Further measures may need to be taken in the event that additional artifacts or archaeological sites are identified or
the Report(s) is otherwise found to be inaccurate, incomplete, misleading or fraudulent.















LAKE SIMCOE REGION

CONSERVATION AUTHORITY

WATERSHED

DEVELOPMENT POLICIES

Approved by LSRCA Board of Directors September 1984

Approved by LSRCA Board of Directors December 1994
Resolution No. FA-94-29

Approved by LSRCA Board of Directors April 17, 1998
Resolution No. 18-98-BOD

Approved by LSRCA Board of Directors July 23, 2000
Resolution No. BOD-00-145

Approved by LSRCA Board of Directors January 28, 2005
Resolution No. BOD-01-05

Approved by LSRCA Board of Directors Aprii 28, 2006
Resolution No. BOD-06-72

Approved by LSRCA Board of Directors March 23, 2007
Resolution No. BOD-36-07

Approved by LSRCA Board of Directors October 26, 2007
Resolution No. BOD-129-07

Approved by LSRCA Board of Directors November 28, 2008
Resolution No. BOD-08-140



2.3

2.4

3.1

(b)  Environmentally Significant Areas;

(c)  Wetlands;

(d)  Areas of Natural and Scientific Interest;

(e)  Significant Woodlands;

) Significant Valleylands;

{g)  Sensitive and/or Significant Wildlife Habitat(s);
(h)  Habitats of Endangered and Threatened Species;
(i Areas of unstable slopes.

~ish Habitat

o
et e

The Authority shall comply with all applicable legislation including the Oak
Ridges Moraine Conservation Plan and Act and the Greenbelt Plan and Act
when reviewing new development proposals under the Planning Act. Inits
review, the Authority will be consistent with the Provincial Policy Statement
and have regard for upper and lower tier Official Plans, secondary plans,
Zoning by-laws and other local policies.

When reviewing new development proposals, the Authority may require the

following:

{a) Watershed or Sub-watershed Plan and Master Environmental
Servicing Plan;

) Planting or Vegetation Plan, Vegetation Preservation Plan;

) Watercourse and/or Valley Wall Stabilization Plan;

) Slope stability - erosion study;

) Environmental Impact Study (Hydro-geological - Appendix B,
Ecological - Appendix C};

(f) Stormwater Management Plans;

{g) Erosion/ Sediment Control Plan;

(h)  Floodplain Study;

(i) Dynamic Shoreline Study.

4) Water Budget, Hydrological and Hydro-Geological Studies

(k)  Anyreport or study required by the Conservation Authority to provide

explanation/analysis of a specific concern.

All studies are to be completed by a qualified professional consultant and
done in accordance with Authority and Ministry of Natural Resources
(MNR) guidelines. Reference documents for MNR guidelines are listed in
Section 14.

VALLEYLAND PROTECTION

The Authority shall strive to maintain all existing valleylands in their natural
state by prohibiting or minimizing site alteration and development within and
adjacent to these resource areas.

Watershed Development Policies - November, 2008
Page 50f 35
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4. WATERCOURSE PROTECTION

4.1 The Authority shall generally require that all watercourses and adjacent
resource areas remain in their natural state and that base flow and velocity
be maintained.

4.2  The Authority will require an undisturbed vegetative buffer strip running
consistently a