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December 17, 2013 

 
Agatha Garcia-Wright, Director 
Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources 
2 St. Clair Avenue, Floor 12A 
Toronto, ON   M4V 1L5 
 
Dear Ms. Garcia-Wright: 

Subject:  Proposed Changes 
Renewable Energy Approval (No. 5149-8YPMVG) - Amendment Request 
North Burgess Solar Project 

 
As you are aware, Northland Power Solar North Burgess L.P., has almost completed construction of the 
North Burgess Solar Project facility, located on a privately owned parcel of land on Narrows Lock Road 
near the intersection with Scotch Line, within the Township of Tay Valley in Lanark County; herein 
referred to as “North Burgess” or the “Project”. The Ministry of the Environment (MOE) issued a 
Renewable Energy Approval (REA) for the Project (No. 5149-8YPMVG) on November 7, 2012, along with 
an amendment to the REA on April 11, 2013.  

Since the receipt of the amendment in April of 2013, additional changes to the Project have been 
identified: 

• A reassessment of the high water mark for Tributary B was completed during the summer of 
2012, which resulted in the relocation of the 30 m setback from the watercourse.  As a result, 
additional lands are available for Project activities, which will be used for tree 
removal/vegetation management during operations of the Project 

• The Project fence line was installed with no setback to the trees associated with the 
woodland along the southern boundary of the Project site.  As a result, this does not meet the 
required mitigation measure identified within the Natural Heritage Environmental Impact 
Study for the Project.  As opposed to removing additional trees, Northland is proposing to 
remove the identified mitigation measure.   

• Northland has identified a need to conduct occasional tree tending and maintenance along 
their property line within the woodland community in order to ensure the protection of Project 
equipment and safety of individuals working on the Project site, as well as to reduce shading 
impact on nearby solar panels.  It is anticipated that this would occur within 10 m of the 
Project boundary and would occur periodically throughout the operations phase of the 
Project.  

Northland Power Solar North Burgess L.P. would like to submit an amendment to the REA to take into 
consideration these changes identified above.  

This letter summarizes the proposed changes to the Project, including the rationale for each change, and 
identifies the amendments to each of the supporting documents prepared for the REA application to 
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incorporate the proposed Project changes.  This letter also provides an assessment of the potential for 
new negative effects not addressed in the initial REA supporting documentation.   

1. Proposed Project Changes 

Table 1.1 provides a description of each proposed change, the rationale for the change, an assessment 
of potential for altered environmental effects and any additional mitigation or monitoring required.   

Table 1.1  Table of Proposed Changes, Rationale for Change, Altered Effects and 
   Additional Mitigation Measures and Monitoring 

 
 
 

Change 

 
 

Change 
Details 

 
 

Rationale for 
Change 

 
 

Altered Effect 

 
Additional 
Mitigation 
Required 

Additional 
Environmental 

Effects 
Monitoring 

Revisions to 
high water 
mark for 
watercourse 
and 
associated 
Project 
location    

The high water 
mark for 
Tributary B was 
adjusted, further 
west in two 
locations, and 
the Project 
location was 
similarly 
adjusted.  

A site visit was 
conducted in order to 
confirm the high 
water mark. Details 
are provided below.  
As a result of the 
revision, a 
modification was 
made to the Project 
location to identify 
additional vegetation 
management areas in 
order to prevent 
shading of the nearby 
solar panels. 

No 
 

No No 

Removal of 
the 1 m 
setback from 
dripline of 
trees within 
the significant 
woodland 

The fence will 
now be located 
immediately 
within the 
significant 
woodland, under 
the branches/drip 
line of the first 
row of trees. 

Following installation 
of the Project fence, it 
was determined that 
the 1 m setback from 
the dripline was not 
incorporated by the 
construction 
contractor.  Rather 
than removing 
additional trees, the 1 
m setback from the 
Natural Heritage 
Environmental Impact 
Study is proposed to 
be removed. 

The presence of 
the fence in close 
proximity to the 
remnant trees may 
result in some 
damage to the 
nearby trees 
through impacts to 
the root system/soil 
compaction. 

In the Natural 
Heritage EIS for the 
Project, Northland 
committed to a 
woodland 
compensation 
planting program for 
all trees removed at 
a 1:1 basis.  
Northland has 
already committed to 
replanting at a 
1.25:1 basis with the 
Township of Tay 
Valley and therefore 
any additional trees 
impacted by the 
location of the fence 
will be compensated 
for within the 
existing program. 

No 

Tree trimming 
in the 
significant 
woodland 

Tree trimming 
and maintenance 
is proposed 
within the 
significant 
woodland 

Northland requires 
the ability to maintain 
these trees in order to 
protect Project 
equipment and safety 
of employees, as well 

Yes, potential for 
destruction of trees 
if not properly 
trimmed 

Trimming to be 
conducted or 
overseen by a 
certified arborist to 
ensure survival of 
trees.  Should any 

No 
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Change 

 
 

Change 
Details 

 
 

Rationale for 
Change 

 
 

Altered Effect 

 
Additional 
Mitigation 
Required 

Additional 
Environmental 

Effects 
Monitoring 

adjacent to 
portions of the 
Project 
boundary.  Tree 
trimming will 
occur up to a 
maximum of 10 
m from the fence 
line.   

as to reduce the 
shading impact on 
adjacent panels.  
Ensuring that dead 
trees along the 
perimeter edge may 
be cleared during the 
life of the Project, so 
as not to create a 
H&S hazard. 

trees be 
inadvertently 
destroyed through 
this process, the 
additional tree 
compensation 
discussed in the row 
above would 
compensate for the 
lost individuals. 

Overall, the proposed Project changes will have no altered effects on waterbodies, but will have altered 
effects to the significant woodland along the southern portion of the Project location.  However, the 
amount of woodland potentially impacted by the proposed activities would remain well below the area 
initially confirmed by MNR for complete removal (i.e., initial proposal confirmed by MNR was the removal 
of 14.0 ha of trees from the significant woodland, current proposal is to remove 9.0 ha and to trim an 
additional 1.1 ha).  In addition, mitigation measures have been identified to compensate for any damage 
to adjacent trees such that there will be no new net effect on the environment in the area to the natural 
environment or waterbodies.  Based on this, the proposed changes are determined to be a Project 
Design Change (Minor) Amendment.  

2. Summary of Revisions to REA Supporting Documents 

This section identifies the amendments to each of the supporting documents submitted with the original 
REA Application that are required to address the proposed Project changes.  

The supporting documents that are amended by this letter include 

• Construction Plan Report 

• Design and Operations Report 

• Natural Heritage Environmental Impact Study Report 

• Water Body Site Investigation Report. 

• Water Body Environmental Impact Study Report. 

Several studies are not impacted by these proposed changes, as these reports considered the entire 
property. Therefore, a number of the REA supporting documents do not require revisions as a result of 
the proposed changes, including 

• Decommissioning Plan Report 

• Protected Properties Assessment 

• Natural Heritage Records Review 

• Natural Heritage Site Investigation 
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• Natural Heritage Evaluation of Significance   

• Project Description Report  

• Stage 1 and 2 Archaeological Assessments (previous assessments included the areas 
described herein) 

• Water Body Records Review Report 

• Noise Assessment Report 

The following sections identify the amendments to each of the REA supporting documents as a result of 
the proposed Project changes.  For each amended report, a table is provided identifying the original text, 
the amended text and the original page and section of the text being amended. The tables provide the 
text submitted with the original REA application, the application to amend the REA and the most recent 
revisions in response to the currently proposed Project changes. 

2.1  Construction Plan Report 
Table 2.1 identifies the amendments to the Construction Plan Report, as a result of the changes 
discussed in this letter. 

Table 2.1 Construction Plan Report Amendments 

Page Section Original Text Amended Text  

27 Appendix A Site Layout  Revised Site Layout (Attachment A of this report) 

 

2.2 Design and Operations Report 
Table 2.2 identifies the amendments to the Design and Operations Report, as a result of the changes 
discussed in this letter. 

Table 2.2 Design and Operations Report Amendments 

Page Section Original Text Amended Text  

21 Appendix A Site Layout Revised Site Layout (Attachment A of this report). 

 

2.3 Natural Heritage Environmental Impact Study Report 
Table 2.3 identifies the amendments to the Natural Heritage Environmental Impact Study, as a result of 
the changes discussed in this letter. 

Table 2.3 Natural Heritage Environmental Impact Study Amendments 

Page Section Original Text Revised Text 

9 Figure 1.1. Figure 1.1. Updated Figure 1.1. (Attachment B of this report).  

17 4.1.1.1.1 The fence line will be installed at 
the  edge of the cleared area at 1 
m from the dripline of the 

The fence line will be installed at the edge of the 
cleared area.  As there will be no setback from the 
dripline of trees along the edge of the woodland there 
exists the potential for damage to the root zone of the 
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Page Section Original Text Revised Text 

woodland. trees due to soil compaction or physical interference 
with the roots as a result of installation of the fencing.  
Should any trees be lost as a result of this work, they 
will be compensated through the woodland 
compensation program described below. 

17 4.1.1.1.1 The woodland restoration 
program will consist of targeted 
tree planting on a number of 
properties in eastern Ontario to 
facilitate the restoration of an 
equal area of woodland as was 
removed from the Project 
location (currently anticipated to 
a maximum of approximately 
9.6 ha, pending final design). 

The woodland restoration program will consist of 
targeted tree planting on a number of properties in 
eastern Ontario to facilitate the restoration of an area 
of woodland equal to 1.25 times that removed from the 
Project location (currently anticipated to a maximum of 
approximately 9.6 ha removed from the Project 
location, pending final design) 

18 4.1.1.2 A minimum 5-m setback from the 
wetland community in agricultural 
areas, and a minimum 30-m 
setback in treed areas, will be in 
place to ensure impacts are 
minimized. 

Note: Portions of this text were amended by previous 
amendments and the discussion herein reflects only 
the proposed change related to tree trimming adjacent 
to the wetland. 

Along an approximately 100m long portion of the 
wetland, it is proposed to trim trees within a 10 m 
corridor up to the edge of the wetland community.  In 
order to ensure the health of any managed trees in 
this area, any required maintenance will be  conducted 
or overseen by a certified arborist to ensure survival of 
trees.  Should any trees be inadvertently destroyed 
through this process, they will  be replaced as soon as 
possible (i.e. within the next suitable planting 
timeframe) by planting saplings at the location of the 
destroyed tree and tending them as required for the 
first 5 years following planting. 

21 New Section 
4.1.2.4 

None 4.1.2.4 – Vegetation Management within Significant 
Woodland 

Vegetation management within the significant 
woodland will consist of tree trimming and 
maintenance.  This will occur within 10 m of the 
Project fence line, as shown in Figure 1.1  The total 
area identified for vegetation management is 1.1 ha.  
In order to ensure the health of any managed trees, 
any required maintenance will be  conducted or 
overseen by a certified arborist to ensure survival of 
trees.  Should any trees be inadvertently destroyed 
through this process, the tree compensation program 
discussed previously in Section 4.1.1.1.1 would 
compensate for the lost individuals.  

32 Appendix A Site Layout Revised Site Layout (Attachment A of this report). 
 

2.4 Water Body Site Investigation Report 
Table 2.4 identifies the amendments to the Water Body Environmental Impact Study, as a result of the 
changes discussed in this letter. 
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Table 2.4 Water Body Site Investigation Report Amendments 

Page Section Original Text Revised Text 
7 3 The original text in this section 

described Site Investigation 1 alone. Date, Time and Duration of Site Investigation:  
Site Investigation 2 

Date: July 19, 2013 
Start Time: 09:30 
End Time: 11:30 
Duration: 2 hours 
 
Weather During Site Investigations: 
Temperature: 28°C 
Beaufort Wind: 3 
Cloud Cover: 20% 
 
Name and Qualification of Person Conducting Site 
Investigation: 
The site investigation was completed by Caleb 
Coughlin. 
Caleb is an environmental technologist with 
experience in fisheries and fish habitat 
assessments. Recent projects have included 
spawning surveys (Muskoka and Trout Lake 
rivers), Riverine Index Netting (White Lake and 
Mattagami River), Fall Walleye Index Netting 
(Mattagami River), forage fish collection, Brook 
Trout mark and recapture studies and Ontario 
Broad-scale Monitoring (OBM). A recent study 
required a complete fish community inventory 
involving electrofishing, trap netting and seine 
netting (Shickluna Hydro Development). He has 
participated in a number of other resource 
management studies focusing on aquatic and 
terrestrial ecosystems including assessments of 
natural heritage features, aquatic invasive species, 
avian populations, large mammals, furbearers and 
sustainable forestry practices. 
 
Survey Methods: 
The main objective of this site visit was to delineate 
the high water mark of Tributary B. As this 
waterbody was previously described, the focus of 
this effort was the delineation of the upstream 
extents of these waterbodies.  In order to facilitate 
this work, the boundary was delineated with a 
surveyor from McIntosh Perry.  Photographs of the 
upstream areas were taken (see Figure 2-1 below 
this table for representative pictures). 

11 Figure 4.1 Figure 4.1 Figure 4.1 is replaced with a revised Figure 
provided in Attachment C of this report. 

13 4.1.2 As shown in Figure 4.1, the upstream-
most approximately 100 m of the 
tributary are identified as a grassed 
waterway, since there is no defined 
channel and vegetation is dominated 
by meadow species that do not require 
or prefer submergence or continuously 
saturated soil conditions. Therefore, no 
setback is required around this section 

As shown in Figure 4.1, the upstream-most 
approximately 100 to 150 m of the tributary are 
identified as a grassed waterway, since there is no 
defined channel and vegetation is dominated by 
meadow species that do not require or prefer 
submergence or continuously saturated soil 
conditions. Therefore, no setback is required 
around this section of the tributary, although the 
surface drainage that occurs in the area will require 
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Page Section Original Text Revised Text 
of the tributary, although the surface 
drainage that occurs in the area will 
require consideration during Project 
planning to ensure existing drainage 
patterns are maintained and erosion is 
prevented. 
 

consideration during Project planning to ensure 
existing drainage patterns are maintained and 
erosion is prevented. 

 

 
Figure 2-1  View of upland area previously considered to be part of Tributary B. 

 

2.5 Water Body Environmental Impact Study Report 
Table 2.3 identifies the amendments to the Water Body Environmental Impact Study, as a result of the 
changes discussed in this letter. 

Table 2.3 Water Body Environmental Impact Study Amendments 

Page Section Original Text Revised Text 

9 Figure 1.1 Figure Revised Figure 1.1 (Attachment D of this report) 

31 Appendix A Site Layout Revised Site Layout (Attachment A of this report). 
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3. Consultation 

The Ontario Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport and the Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources have 
been copied on this notification to ensure they are aware of the proposed changes. 

In order to ensure that the public, Aboriginal communities, the Township of Tay Valley and Lanark County 
are aware of the proposed changes, we propose, once confirmed by MOE, to notify these individuals via 
letter of the proposed changes to the Project. 

4. Conclusion 

Because the proposed changes as outlined in this letter do not result in any significant additional negative 
effects following the implementation of proposed mitigation measures, it is our assessment that these 
proposed changes constitute a Project Design Change (Minor).   

Once you have had an opportunity to review the information contained herein, if you have any questions 
relating to the proposed amendment, please do not hesitate to contact me at 905-374-0701, Ext. 5280. 

Yours truly, 

 
Sean Male 
Environmental Coordinator 
SM:mg 
 
cc: Rob Miller, Northland Power 
 Kathy Woeller, Ontario Ministry of Natural Resources 
 Ian Hember, Ontario Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport 
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Attachment A 
Revised Project Layout 
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Attachment B 
Revised Figure 1.1 from the Natural Heritage 

Environmental Impact Study 
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Attachment C 
Revised Figure 4.1 from the Water Body Site 

Investigation Report 
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Attachment D 
Revised Figure 1.1 from the Water Body 

Environmental Impact Study 
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