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Dear Don DeMichele, 

Reference: Twin City Crossroads Industrial Subdivision – Natural Heritage Screening 

1 Introduction 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. (Stantec) was retained by Canada Concrete Corp to complete a Natural Heritage 
Screening (NHS) in support of the Twin City Crossroads Industrial Subdivision located at 21 Twin City 
Crossroad, Paipoonge, Ontario (the Subject Property; Figure 1, Attachment A). The Subject Property and 
lands within 120 metres (m) of the Subject Property (Adjacent Lands) is herein referred to collectively as the 
Study Area. 

The Subject Property is bound to the east, south, and west by developed lands, and to the north by 
Highway 17. Adjacent lands to the north and south of the Subject Property consist of developed lands 
(e.g., residential, transportation). Adjacent Lands consist of predominantly developed lands.  

The purpose of the NHS was to identify natural heritage features and areas (NHFA) that overlap the Study 
Area and to identify general site constraints and provide recommendations. The NHS consisted of a 
high-level desktop review within the Study Area. 

NHFA include Significant Wildlife Habitat (SWH), Significant Wetlands, Areas of Natural Scientific Interest 
(ANSI), fish habitat, and species at risk (SAR) and their habitat. 

2 Methods 

2.1 Desktop Review 

The purpose of the desktop review was to identify NHFA that may overlap the Study Area. A variety of 
background documents and sources of information were consulted during the preparation of this report, to 
identify recent records (i.e., records from 2006 or later) of SAR and species of conservation concern 
(SOCC) within the Study Area, including the following information sources:  

• Ontario Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs’ (OMAFRA) AgMaps (2026) 
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• Ontario’s Natural Heritage Information Centre (NHIC) (MNR 2026a) 

• SARO List (MECP 2026) 

• Geospatial Ontario (MNR 2026b) 

• Municipality of Oliver Paipoonge Official Plan (OP; MOP 2018) 

• Lakehead Region Conservation Authority Mapping Tool (LRCA 2026) 

• Satellite Imagery (Google Earth 2025) 

• Abandoned Mines information system (Ministry of Mines 2026) 

• Checklist of the Vascular Plants of Thunder Bay District, Ontario (TBFN 2021) 

• DFO Aquatic Species at Risk Map (DFO 2026a) 

• ECCC Species at Risk Public Registry (ECCC 2026a) 

• Migratory Bird Sanctuaries (ECCC 2026b) 

• Ontario Breeding Bird Atlas (2021-2025): checklist data (Birds Canada 2026) 

• Ontario Breeding Bird Atlas (Cadman et al. 2007) 

• Ontario Butterfly Atlas (Macnaughton et al. 2024) 

• Ontario Moth Atlas (Kaposi et al. 2026) 

• Ontario Reptile and Amphibian Atlas (Ontario Nature 2020) 

• Atlas of the Mammals of Ontario (Dobbyn 1994) 

• iNaturalist (iNaturalist 2026) 

• eBird Canada (eBird 2026)  

A list of SAR and SOCC with recent records (i.e., records from 2006 or later) in the Study Area was 
compiled based on the desktop review. Some of the desktop sources provide data at a scale as large as 
10 x 10 km, and a recent species record is not confirmation that the species may be present at the Subject 
Property as there may not be suitable habitat present. Therefore, SAR desktop results were screened to 
assess their relevance to the Subject Property. Species were removed from consideration if no recent 
occurrences and/or no potentially suitable habitat was identified at the Subject Property on satellite imagery 
or site photographs (e.g., grassland species, shoreline species). 

2.2 Desktop Habitat Assessment 

NHFA identified during the desktop review were assessed for habitat suitability using the definitions and 
criteria for NHFA, SAR or SOCC described below. The potential for SAR and SOCC to occur in the Study 
Area were assessed using the following criteria: 

• Recent records of the species in the Study Area from background sources. 

• Range overlap in the Study Area. 

• Presence of potentially suitable habitat in the Study Area. 
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Based on Stantec’s desktop review, a list of SAR and SOCC with the potential to occur at the Subject 
Property was developed, along with the federal and provincial status for each species. The Study Area was 
screened for suitable habitat for each of the SAR and SOCC identified during the desktop review using 
satellite imagery results. 

For this report, SAR include the following: 

• Species listed as threatened, endangered, or extirpated on the Species at Risk in Ontario (SARO) 
list as published in Ontario Regulation 230/08, under the Ontario Endangered Species Act, 2007 
(ESA). 

• Aquatic species and migratory birds listed as threatened, endangered, or extirpated on Schedule 1 
of the federal Species at Risk Act (SARA). 

Species listed as threatened, endangered and/or extirpated on the SARO list receive both individual and 
habitat protection on public and private lands under the ESA until such time as the Species Conservation 
Act (SCA) is proclaimed. Aquatic species and migratory birds listed as threatened, endangered and/or 
extirpated on Schedule 1 of the SARA receive both individual and habitat protection under the SARA. 
Non-aquatic species and non-migratory birds listed on Schedule 1 of the SARA are excluded as protection 
under the SARA for these species is generally restricted to federal lands. 

Provincial ranks (S-Ranks) are status rankings assigned for the province by the MNR and are available in 
the NHIC database (MNR 2026a). S-Ranks are used by the NHIC to set protection priorities for rare 
species and vegetation communities. They are based on the number of occurrences in Ontario and are not 
legal designations. Provincially rare species are species with S-Ranks of S1, S2, or S3 (MNR 2026a. 
S-Ranks are defined as follows (MNR 2026a): 

• S1 – Critically Imperiled, very high risk of extinction or extirpation; usually fewer than 
5 occurrences. 

• S2 – Imperiled, high risk of extinction or extirpation; usually fewer than 20 occurrences. 

• S3 – Vulnerable; usually fewer than 100 occurrences. 

• S4 – Apparently secure; uncommon but not rare, usually more than 100 occurrences. 

• S5 – Secure, common, widespread, and abundant. 

• S? – An S-Rank followed by a “?” indicates the rank is still uncertain. 

• SNA – Introduced. 

The Natural Heritage Reference Manual (NHRM) was developed to provide technical guidance for 
implementing the natural heritage policies of the Provincial Planning Statement (PPS; MNR 2010). SWH 
includes the habitat of SOCC. 
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For this report, SOCC are defined as: 

• Species designated under the SARO list as special concern. 

• Non-aquatic (fish and mussels) and non-migratory bird species designated under Schedule 1 of the 
federal SARA as threatened, endangered or extirpated. 

• Species assessed as special concern, threatened, or endangered by the Committee on the Status 
of Endangered Wildlife in Canada (COSEWIC) and not listed on the SARO list or Schedule 1 of the 
SARA. 

• Species with provincial ranks of S1 to S3. 

Although these SOCC do not receive legal protection under the ESA/SCA or SARA, their habitat is 
protected under the PPS (e.g., if it qualifies as SWH), and they may also be afforded protection under the 
federal Migratory Birds Convention Act, 1994 (MBCA) or the Ontario Fish and Wildlife Conservation Act, 
1997 (FWCA). 

3 Results 

The results of the desktop review, as described in the Section 2 are outlined below. The species described 
herein use provincial common names (MNR 2026a). All common names and associated scientific names 
and species status of SAR and SOCC are provided in Attachment B. 

3.1 Desktop Review 

3.1.1 Designated Natural Heritage Features and Areas 

Results of the desktop review identified the following designated NHFA in the Study Area (Figure 1, 
Attachment A): 

• Schedule A (Land Use) of the OP indicates the Subject Property and Study Area is located on 
lands designated as ‘Environmental  Protection’ (MOP 2018) 

• LRCA Regulated Area (LRCA 2026) 

• Eight (8) surface water drainage features (MNR 2026b) 

• Four (4) unevaluated wetlands (MNR 2026a) 

No Significant Wetlands or ANSI were identified within the Study Area during the desktop review.  
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3.1.2 Wetlands 

The Ontario Wetland Evaluation System (OWES) is used to identify PSWs. Evaluated wetlands that do not 
qualify as provincially significant may be designated locally significant and may be protected through local 
planning and policy measures. 

According to the Geospatial Ontario database, four unevaluated wetlands are located within the Study Area 
(Figure 1, Attachment A). One of the four unevaluated wetlands occurs within the Subject Property. The 
remaining unevaluated wetlands are fragmented by roads, railways, and/or development (Google Earth Pro 
2025). There are no mapped Significant Wetlands within the Study Area (MNR 2026b). Additionally, the 
unevaluated wetland within the Subject Property is less than 2 hectares (ha) and would not be expected to 
score as significant if evaluated, given its small size.  

3.1.3 Fish Habitat (Drainage Features and Waterbodies) 

The desktop review identified approximately eight mapped surface water drainage features in the Study 
Area (Figure 1, Attachment A; MNR 2026a); however, according to satellite imagery, some of the mapped 
drainage features appear to have been altered and/or realigned through previous development. All eight 
mapped surface water drainage features have permanent flow regimes. Thermal regimes for all but one of 
the eight drainage features are unknown. The mapped drainage feature that originates in the southwest 
corner of the Subject Property has a cold-water thermal regime provides direct habitat for fish including, 
Lake Chub (Couesius plumbeus), Mottled Sculpin (Cottus bairdii), Northern Pearl Dace (Margariscus 
nachtriebi), Northern Redbelly Dace (Chrosomus eos), and White Sucker (Catostomus commersonii; MNR 
2026b). Existing surface drainage features may provide additional direct/indirect fish habitat within the 
Study Area. 

There are eight mapped small waterbodies (non-lake) within the Study Area (Figure 1, Attachment A; 
MNR 2026a); however, according to satellite imagery, some of these mapped waterbodies appear to have 
been filled in through previous development. Existing waterbodies may provide direct fish habitat within the 
Study Area.  

3.2 Desktop Habitat Assessment 

3.2.1 Species at Risk Habitat 

Eleven (11) SAR were identified as having potential to be present in the Study Area based on results of the 
desktop review and were carried forward to the desktop habitat assessment (see Attachment B.1). 
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Based on satellite imagery, the following 10 SAR were assessed as having potentially suitable habitat in the 
Study Area (Attachment B.1): 

• Bird SAR: Barn Swallow, Canada Warbler. 

• Mammal SAR: Gray Fox, Eastern Red Bat, Eastern Small-footed Myotis, Hoary Bat, Little Brown 
Myotis, Northern Myotis, Silver-haired Bat, Tri-colored Bat. 

Anthropogenic structures (i.e., buildings with vertical surfaces and overhanging ledges) may provide 
suitable nesting habitat for Barn Swallow within the Study Area but not within the Subject Property. Forest 
communities within the Subject Property and on Adjacent Lands may provide suitable nesting habitat for 
Canada Warbler.  

Forest communities may provide suitable denning habitat for Gray Fox within the within the Subject 
Property and on Adjacent Lands. Forest communities and treed areas may provide suitable 
summer/maternity roosting habitat for bat SAR (Eastern Red Bat, Eastern Small-footed Myotis, Hoary Bat, 
Little Brown Myotis, Northern Myotis, Silver-haired Bat, Tri-colored Bat) within the Subject Property and on 
Adjacent Lands. Additionally, rock crevices/fissures may provide suitable summer/maternity roosting habitat 
for Eastern Small-footed Myotis within the Subject Property and on Adjacent Lands, if present.  

3.2.2 Species of Conservation Concern 

Six (6) SOCC were identified as having potential to be present in the Study Area based on results of the 
desktop review and were carried forward to the desktop habitat assessment (see Attachment B.2). 

Based on satellite imagery, the following 5 SOCC were assessed as having potentially suitable habitat in 
the Study Area (Attachment B.2): 

• Plant SOCC: Hairy Goldenaster 

• Insect SOCC: Western Tent Caterpillar Moth, Yellow-banded Bumble Bee 

• Herptile SOCC: Snapping Turtle 

• Bird SOCC: Eastern Wood-pewee 

Forest habitat may provide suitable habitat for Hairy Goldenaster, Western Tent Caterpillar Moth, and 
nesting habitat for Eastern Wood-pewee within the Subject Property and on Adjacent Lands. Natural 
vegetation within the Subject Property and Adjacent Lands may provide suitable habitat for Yellow-banded 
Bumble Bee. Open areas with loose sandy/gravel soils, if present, within the Subject Property and on 
Adjacent Lands may provide suitable nesting habitat and surface water drainage features may provide a 
migratory corridor between upstream and downstream habitats for Snapping Turtles. Existing waterbodies, 
if deep enough, may provide suitable overwintering habitat for Snapping Turtles. 
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4 Summary of Natural Heritage Features and Areas 

A summary of NHFA that were confirmed or have the potential to be present within the Study Area is 
provided in Table 4-1. 

Table 4-1 Summary of Natural Heritage Features and Areas within the Study Area 

Type Species/Feature Description 

Official Plan 
Designation 

Environmental Protection The Subject Property and Study Area are located on 
lands designated as ‘Environmental Protection’ 
(MOP 2018) (see Section 3.1.1). 

Conservation Authority 
Designation 

Regulated Areas LRCA regulated areas are present within the Study 
Area (see Section 3.1.1). 

Wetlands Unevaluated wetlands Four (4) unevaluated wetlands occur within the 
Study Area (see Section 3.1.2). 

Fish Habitat • Coldwater habitat 
• Waterbodies 

A mapped drainage feature that originates in the 
southwest corner of the Subject Property provides 
coldwater habitat for fish. Additionally, existing 
surface water drainage features and waterbodies 
may provide direct/indirect fish habitat within the 
Study Area.  

Breeding and Migratory 
Birds 

Bird nests Breeding birds and migratory bird species may be 
present within the Study Area (see Section 3.2).  

Potentially Suitable 
Habitat for SAR 

• Barn Swallow 
• Canada Warbler 
• Gray Fox 
• Eastern Red Bat 
• Eastern Small-footed 

Myotis 
• Hoary Bat 
• Little Brown Myotis 
• Northern Myotis 
• Silver-haired Bat 
• Tri-colored Bat 

See Section 3.2.1 and Attachment B.1 for SAR 
habitat assessment. 

Potentially Suitable 
Habitat for SOCC 

• Hairy Goldenaster 
• Western Tent Caterpillar 

Moth 
• Yellow-banded Bumble 

Bee 
• Snapping Turtle 
• Eastern Wood-pewee 

See Section 3.2.2 and Attachment B.2 for SOCC 
habitat assessment. 
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5 Conclusion 

The Study Area occurs on lands designated by the Municipality of Oliver Paipoonge as ‘Environmental 
Protection’ and the LRCA’s Regulated Areas. According to Section 4.9.3 of the OP, development shall not 
be permitted on Environmental Protection lands for the commercial and industrial uses. Furthermore, 
Section 4.9.4 states that development is subject to approval by Council in consultation with the LRCA. 

Based on Section 4.9.6 of the OP proposals for development within the Environmental Protection 
designation (e.g., construction of buildings or structures), will be considered on an individual basis, provided 
that such proposals are supported by engineered designs demonstrating that the site is safe for 
development in spite of naturally occurring hazards and impacts on NHFA are mitigated.  

There are no mapped Significant Wetlands or ANSI within the Study Area. The Study Area overlays four 
mapped unevaluated wetlands. According to Section 3.22.2(a) of the OP, development and site alteration 
shall not be permitted in or on Adjacent Lands of significant wetlands (Provincially Significant Wetlands – 
PSW, Locally Significant Wetlands – LSW, identified unevaluated wetlands) unless it has been 
demonstrated to the satisfaction of the municipality that there will be no negative impacts on the significant 
wetlands or their ecological functions. 

Surface water drainage features and/or waterbodies may provide suitable habitat for coldwater fish 
communities. According to Section 3.22.3 of the OP, development and site alteration shall not be permitted 
in fish habitat except in accordance with provincial and federal requirements. Where development is 
permitted, within the 120 m of fish habitat, a 30 m buffer for vegetation removal is required. Surface water 
drainage features and waterbodies within the Study Area should be ground-truthed during a seasonally wet 
period (e.g., spring) as part of the re-zoning application to assess the presence and conditions of existing 
surface water features.  

The Study Area may provide suitable habitat for breeding and migratory birds, bird SAR (Barn Swallow, 
Canada Warbler), Gray Fox, and bat SAR. According to Section 3.22.4, ‘Planning Act decisions will not 
permit development or site alteration within or adjacent to endangered and threatened species habitat, 
unless it is demonstrated that the proper provincial and federal requirements have been satisfied’. Habitat 
of SAR is not necessarily a constraint to development; however, may require authorization under the 
ESA/SCA (if SAR and/or their habitat is present and will be impacted) and could include mitigation and 
possible offsets.  

The Study Area may provide suitable SWH including habitat for SOCC (Hairy Goldenaster, Western Tent 
Caterpillar Moth, Yellow-banded Bumble Bee, Snapping Turtle, Eastern Wood-pewee). Section 3.22.1 of 
the OP states that ‘development and site alteration shall not be permitted in or adjacent to significant wildlife 
habitat [SWH] unless it has been demonstrated that there will be no negative impacts on the natural 
features or their ecological functions’.  
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An impact assessment is required to determine potential impacts in or adjacent to NHFA (Environmental 
Protection area, unevaluated wetlands, fish habitat (surface water drainage features, waterbodies, SAR, 
SWH) and provide appropriate mitigation measures prior to development.  

This report documents work that was performed in accordance with generally accepted professional 
standards at the time and location in which the services were provided. No other representations, 
warranties or guarantees are made concerning the accuracy or completeness of the data or conclusions 
contained within this report, including no assurance that this work has uncovered all potential liabilities 
associated with the identified property. Conclusions made within this report consist of Stantec’s professional 
opinion as of the time of the writing of this report and are based solely on the scope of work described in the 
report, the limited data available and the results of the work. 

Sincerely, 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. 

Kimberly Wenborn B.Sc. 
Environmental Scientist 
Phone: (613) 762-8451 
kim.wenborn@stantec.com  

Attachment(s): 
Attachment A Figures 
Attachment B Species at Risk and Species of Conservation Concern Habitat Assessment Tables 
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Attachment A Figures
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Attachment B Species at Risk and Species of 
Conservation Concern Habitat 
Assessment Tables 
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B.1  Species at Risk with Recent Records Near the Subject 
Property 
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Attachment B.1 Species at Risk with Recent Records Near the Subject Property 

Common Name1 Scientific Name1  SARO2 COSEWIC3 SARA4 S-Rank5 Source(s) Potentially Suitable Habitat (Yes/No) 

Subject Property Study Area 

BIRDS 
Barn Swallow Hirundo rustica SC SC THR S4B OBBA Yes – individuals may forage over the 

Subject Property; however, no suitable 
nesting habitat (i.e., buildings with vertical 
surfaces and overhanging ledges) for this 
species is present within the Subject 
Property.  

Yes – anthropogenic structures within the Study 
Area may provide suitable nesting habitat to 
support this species. 

Bobolink Chaetura pelagica THR SC THR S4B OBBA No – no suitable nesting habitat (hayfields, 
pastures, fallow cropfields) for this species 
is present within the Subject Property.  

No – no suitable nesting habitat (hayfields, 
pastures, fallow cropfields) for this species is 
present within the Study Area. 

Canada Warbler Cardellina canadensis SC SC THR S5B OBBA Yes – forest communities may provide 
suitable nesting habitat for this species 
within the Subject Property.  

Yes – forest communities may provide suitable 
nesting habitat for this species within the Study 
Area. 

MAMMALS 
Gray Fox Urocyon 

cinereoargenteus 
THR THR THR S2 AMO Yes – forest communities may provide 

suitable denning habitat for this species 
within the Subject Property.  

Yes – forest communities may provide suitable 
denning habitat for this species within the Study 
Area. 

Eastern Red Bat Lasiurus borealis END END UC S3 AMO Yes – forest communities and treed areas 
within the Subject Property may provide 
suitable summer/maternity roosting habitat 
for this species. 
This species migrates south for the winter to 
avoid sub-zero temperatures. 

Yes – forest communities and treed areas within 
the Study Area may provide suitable 
summer/maternity roosting habitat for this 
species. 
This species migrates south for the winter to 
avoid sub-zero temperatures. 

Eastern Small-
footed Myotis 

Myotis leibii END No Status Not 
Listed 

S2S3 AMO Yes – forest communities, treed areas, 
and/or rock crevices/fissures (if present) 
within the Subject Property may provide 
suitable summer/maternity roosting habitat 
for this species.  
Overwintering habitat (caves, abandoned 
mines) is absent from the Subject Property.  

Yes – forest communities, treed areas, rock 
crevices/fissures (if present), and/or 
anthropogenic structures within the Study Area 
may provide suitable summer/maternity roosting 
habitat for this species.  
Overwintering habitat (caves, abandoned mines) 
is absent from the Study Area. 
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Common Name1 Scientific Name1  SARO2 COSEWIC3 SARA4 S-Rank5 Source(s) Potentially Suitable Habitat (Yes/No) 

Subject Property Study Area 
Hoary Bat Lasiurus cinereus END END UC S3 AMO Yes – forest communities and treed areas 

within the Subject Property may provide 
suitable summer/maternity roosting habitat 
for this species. 
This species migrates south for the winter to 
avoid sub-zero temperatures. 

Yes – forest communities and treed areas within 
the Study Area may provide suitable 
summer/maternity roosting habitat for this 
species. 
This species migrates south for the winter to 
avoid sub-zero temperatures. 

Little Brown Myotis Myotis lucifugus END END END S3 AMO Yes – forest communities and treed areas 
within the Subject Property may provide 
suitable summer/maternity roosting habitat 
for this species. 
Overwintering habitat (caves, abandoned 
mines) is absent from the Subject Property.  

Yes – forest communities, treed areas and/or 
anthropogenic structures within the Study Area 
may provide suitable summer/maternity roosting 
habitat for this species. 
Overwintering habitat (caves, abandoned mines) 
is absent from the Study Area. 

Northern Myotis Myotis septentrionalis END END END S3 AMO Yes – forest communities and treed areas 
within the Subject Property may provide 
suitable summer/maternity roosting habitat 
for this species. 
Overwintering habitat (caves, abandoned 
mines) is absent from the Subject Property.  

Yes – forest communities and treed areas within 
the Study Area may provide suitable 
summer/maternity roosting habitat for this 
species. 
Overwintering habitat (caves, abandoned mines) 
is absent from the Study Area. 

Silver-haired Bat Lasionycteris 
noctivagans 

END END UC S3 AMO Yes – forest communities and treed areas 
within the Subject Property may provide 
suitable summer/maternity roosting habitat 
for this species. 
This species migrates south for the winter to 
avoid sub-zero temperatures. 

Yes – forest communities and treed areas within 
the Study Area may provide suitable 
summer/maternity roosting habitat for this 
species. 
This species migrates south for the winter to 
avoid sub-zero temperatures. 

Tri-colored Bat Perimyotis subflavus END END END S3? AMO Yes – forest communities and treed areas 
within the Subject Property may provide 
suitable summer/maternity roosting habitat 
for this species. 
Overwintering habitat (caves, abandoned 
mines) is absent from the Subject Property.  

Yes – forest communities and treed areas within 
the Study Area may provide suitable 
summer/maternity roosting habitat for this 
species. 
Overwintering habitat (caves, abandoned mines) 
is absent from the Study Area. 
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Notes: 
1Common Name: The common English name of a species as published by the NHIC hosted by the MNR. 
1Scientific Name: The scientific name of a species as published by the NHIC hosted by the MNR. 
2S-Rank: Subnational Rank is the conservation status of a species within a particular province, territory, or state. In this scenario, it is the provincial level ranking system as published by the NHIC hosted by hosted by the MNR. 
3SARO Status: Species at Risk in Ontario (Provincial Status as defined by the Endangered Species Act, 2007 as amended). 
4COSEWIC Status: Status as defined by the Committee on the Status of Endangered Wildlife in Canada. 
5SARA Status: Federal status as defined by the Species at Risk Act. 
Endangered Species Act and Species at Risk Act Acronyms 
END: Endangered - a species facing imminent extinction or extirpation 
THR: Threatened - a species that is at risk of becoming endangered 
SC: Special Concern - a species with characteristics that make it sensitive to human activities or natural events 
Subnational Rankings (S RANK) 
SU: Unrankable – Currently unrankable due to lack of information 
SNA: Not applicable – A conservation status rank is not applicable because the species is not a suitable target for conservation activities 
S#S#: Range Rank – A numeric range rank (e.g., S2S3) is used to indicate any range of uncertainty about the status of the species 
?: Indicates uncertainty in the assigned rank 
S1: Critically Imperiled - Critically imperiled in the province (often 5 or fewer occurrences) 
S2: Imperiled - Imperiled in the province, few populations (often 20 or fewer) 
S3: Vulnerable - Vulnerable in the province, relatively few populations (often 80 or fewer) 
S4: Apparently Secure - Uncommon but not rare 
S?: Rank Uncertain 
B: Breeding: Conservation status refers to the breeding population of the species in the nation or state/province 
N: Non-breeding: Conservation status refers to the non-breeding population of the species in the nation or state/province 
M: Migrant: Migrant species occurring regularly on migration at particular staging areas or concentration spots where the species might warrant conservation attention. Conservation status refers to the aggregating transient population of the 
species in the nation or state/province 
Sources 
AMO: Atlas of the Mammals of Ontario (Dobbyn 1994) 

OBBA: Ontario Breeding Bird Atlas (Cadman et al. 2007) 

 



March 19, 2026 
Canada Concrete Corp 
  

Reference: Twin City Crossroads Industrial Subdivision – Natural Heritage Screening 

B.2 Species of Conservation Concern with Recent Records 
Near the Subject Property 



 
1 of 2 

Attachment B.2 Species of Conservation Concern with Recent Records Near the Subject Property 

Common Name1 Scientific Name1  SARO2 COSEWIC3 SARA4 S-
Rank5 

Source(s) Potentially Suitable Habitat (Yes/No) 
Subject Property Study Area 

PLANTS 
Hairy Goldenaster Heterotheca villosa Not Listed No Status Not Listed S1 NHIC Yes – suitable habitat (coniferous forest, 

open habitat) to support may be present at 
the Subject Property. 

Yes – suitable habitat (coniferous forest, open 
habitat) to support may be present within the 
Study Area. 

INSECTS 
Columbia Silkmoth Hyalophora columbia Not Listed No Status Not Listed S3 OMA No – suitable habitat (bog/fen with 

Tamarack) to support this species is absent 
from the Subject Property. 

No – suitable habitat (bog/fen with Tamarack) to 
support this species is absent from the Study 
Area. 

Western Tent 
Caterpillar Moth 

Malacosoma 
californica 

Not Listed No Status Not Listed S3 OMA Yes –suitable habitat (deciduous trees) to 
support this species is likely present in the 
Subject Area. 

Yes – suitable habitat (deciduous trees) to 
support this species is present in the Study Area. 

Yellow-banded 
Bumble Bee 

Bombus terricola SC SC SC S3S5 NHIC Yes – suitable habitat to support this 
species is likely present in the Subject 
Property.  

Yes – suitable habitat to support this species is 
likely present in the Study Area. 

HERPTILES 
Snapping Turtle Chelydra serpentina SC SC SC S4 ORAA Yes – suitable nesting habitat may be 

present in open areas with loose 
sandy/gravel soils, if present, within the 
Subject Property. Additionally, surface water 
drainage features may provide a migratory 
corridor between upstream and downstream 
habitats. Waterbodies within the Study Area, 
if deep enough, may provide suitable 
overwintering habitat for this species. 

Yes – suitable nesting habitat may be present in 
open areas with loose sandy/gravel soils, if 
present, within the Study Area. Additionally, 
surface water drainage features may provide a 
migratory corridor between upstream and 
downstream habitats. Waterbodies within the 
Study Area, if deep enough, may provide 
suitable overwintering habitat for this species. 

BIRDS 
Eastern Wood-pewee Contopus virens SC SC SC S4B NHIC Yes – forest communities at the Subject 

Property may provide suitable nesting 
habitat for this species. 

Yes – forest communities at the Study Area may 
provide suitable nesting habitat for this species. 
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Notes: 
1Common Name: The common English name of a species as published by the NHIC hosted by the MNR. 
1Scientific Name: The scientific name of a species as published by the NHIC hosted by the MNR. 
2S-Rank: Subnational Rank is the conservation status of a species within a particular province, territory, or state. In this scenario, it is the provincial level ranking system as published by the NHIC hosted by hosted by the MNR. 
3SARO Status: Species at Risk in Ontario (Provincial Status as defined by the Endangered Species Act, 2007 as amended). 
4COSEWIC Status: Status as defined by the Committee on the Status of Endangered Wildlife in Canada. 
5SARA Status: Federal status as defined by the Species at Risk Act. 
Endangered Species Act and Species at Risk Act Acronyms 
END: Endangered - a species facing imminent extinction or extirpation 
THR: Threatened - a species that is at risk of becoming endangered 
SC: Special Concern - a species with characteristics that make it sensitive to human activities or natural events 
Subnational Rankings (S RANK) 
SU: Unrankable – Currently unrankable due to lack of information 
SNA: Not applicable – A conservation status rank is not applicable because the species is not a suitable target for conservation activities 
S#S#: Range Rank – A numeric range rank (e.g., S2S3) is used to indicate any range of uncertainty about the status of the species 
?: Indicates uncertainty in the assigned rank 
S1: Critically Imperiled - Critically imperiled in the province (often 5 or fewer occurrences) 
S2: Imperiled - Imperiled in the province, few populations (often 20 or fewer) 
S3: Vulnerable - Vulnerable in the province, relatively few populations (often 80 or fewer) 
S4: Apparently Secure - Uncommon but not rare 
S?: Rank Uncertain 
B: Breeding: Conservation status refers to the breeding population of the species in the nation or state/province 
N: Non-breeding: Conservation status refers to the non-breeding population of the species in the nation or state/province 
M: Migrant: Migrant species occurring regularly on migration at particular staging areas or concentration spots where the species might warrant conservation attention. Conservation status refers to the aggregating transient population of the 
species in the nation or state/province 
Sources 
NHIC: Ontario’s NHIC database (MNR 2025a) 

OMA: Ontario Moth Atlas (Kaposi et al. 2026)  
AMO: Atlas of the Mammals of Ontario (Dobbyn 1994) 
OBBA: Ontario Breeding Bird Atlas (Cadman et al. 2007) 

ORAA: Ontario Reptile and Amphibian Atlas (Ontario Nature 2020) 
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