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Executive Summary
The City of Cambridge requires a Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment for the proposed development on
the subject land located at 250 Allendale Road, City of Cambridge to assess impacts, if any. The report
states that the subject land do not have contextual value. The farmstead has been disassociated with its
original lot pattern, the original house has been removed and the layout of buildings, as a result is
disjointed.
This report does note that the existing barn on the subject land is in reasonable condition as the heritage
integrity of the building remains intact, despite some repairs and loss of heritage fabric, and that it has
cultural heritage value under Ontario Regulation 9/06 as it meets the following Physical/ Design and
Historical/ Associative Value within the criterion:
1. It is a representative, early example of a Southern Ontario barn c. 1860;
2. Its post and notched beam and mortise-and-tenon joint construction displays a high degree of
craftsmanship; and,
3. The property yields information that contributes to the understanding of the early Pennsylvania Dutch
and German farming community in the City of Cambridge.
This report concludes that the adverse impacts of the proposed redevelopment of 250 Allendale Road is
limited to:
•

Moderate impact of destruction with the removal of heritage attributes including:
o Original exterior form including a projecting forebay and banked construction;
o Original field stone foundation;
o Cross-section roof line;
o Timber beams and posts constructed with notch construction;
o Original wood floor boards and joists;
o Two (2) interior large wood pulleys;
o Saint Florian’s cross shaped ventilation cut outs on east and west facades.

In summary, if the barn is relocated off-site, it should be documented before it is dismantled and moved. If
there are no willing recipients to dismantle and reuse the barn, the barn can be taken down and the
timber posts, beams and barn boards should be salvaged and offered to any interested parties.
It is also recommended that some of the materials be integrated into the overall design of the Cambridge
Business Park in the form of the following:
•
•

Field stone be used to landscape the Business Park, if possible;
The wooden pulleys be offered to the Waterloo Region Ken Seiling Museum or other historical
organization that allows for the collection of such items and has resources to ensure their
conservation.
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1.0 Introduction
1.1 Background Information
MHBC Planning, Urban Design and Landscape Architecture (“MHBC”) was retained in June 2019 by Torhill
Developments to undertake a Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment (CHIA) for the proposed
redevelopment of 250 Allendale Road and 105 Middle Block Road, City of Cambridge hereafter referred to
as the ‘subject land’ (see Appendix A). The development proposal includes the demolition of the existing
bank barn at 250 Allendale Road, City of Cambridge to facilitate an industrial Plan of Subdivision for North
Cambridge Business Park.
The existing building on the subject land is ‘listed’ (non-designated) on the City of Cambridge’s Municipal
Register of Properties of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest. The Register indicates that it is a 19th century
bank barn (see Appendix E). The subject land is not located within a Heritage Conservation District under
Part V of the Ontario Heritage Act (OHA). The barn was identified as a potential cultural heritage resource in
the Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment of North Cambridge Business Park completed in February of 2017
by ASI; Plate 5 of this report indicates that the area retains archaeological potential and requires Stage 2
survey (ASI, 2017, 31).

1.2 Purpose
The purpose of this CHIA is to evaluate the proposed redevelopment of the subject land in terms of
potential impacts to cultural heritage resource(s) located on the subject land; this includes the identified
Bank Barn and any other cultural heritage resource identified during fieldwork.

2.0 Methodology and Approach
2.1 Methodology
The methodology of this report is based on the Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment (CHIA) guidelines
outlined in the City of Cambridge’s Detailed Guidelines for the Preparation of Cultural Heritage Impact
Assessment (November 21, 2012) pursuant to Section 4.10 of the Cambridge Official Plan (see Appendix G).
These guidelines are supported and supplemented by guidelines for Heritage Impact Assessments
outlined by the International Council on Monuments and Sites (ICOMOS) (2011).
The City of Cambridge Guidelines for CHIAs requires the following content:
•
•
•
•
•

Identification and evaluation of the built heritage resource;
Graphic and written inventory of the heritage resource;
Assessment of the proposal’s impact on the heritage resource;
Means to mitigate negative impacts in accordance with the heritage resources priorities
established in Policy 4.2.1 of the Official Plan;
Alternatives to the proposal;
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•

Qualifications.

Supplementary to the above requirements, this Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment also includes the
current Section 2.0 Methodology and Approach as recommended by ICOMOS (2011).

2.2 Approach
A site visit was conducted by MHBC Cultural Heritage Staff on June 18, 2019 to document the current
condition of buildings and structures on the subject property. The photographic documentation was used
to determine the heritage integrity of these buildings and structures as part of their overall assessment.
This Report reviews several documents to supplement this assessment; these documents are as follows:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•
•
•
•
•

The Planning Act
The Ontario Heritage Act
Ontario Heritage Toolkit
City of Cambridge’s Official Plan (2015)
Cambridge Master Heritage Plan (June, 2008)
City of Cambridge Heritage Properties Register
Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment, North Cambridge Business Part, Part of Lot 8, 9, 13-21,
Beasley’s Broken Front Concession (Former Township of Waterloo), City of Cambridge, County of
Waterloo, Regional Municipality of Waterloo, Ontario by Associated Engineering (Kitchener) on
February 14, 2017;
The Grand River-Canadian Heritage System
Region of Waterloo Public Buildings Inventory
Standards and Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic Places in Canada (Second Edition)
Region of Waterloo Practical Conservation Guides for Heritage Properties
Building Resilience: Practical Guidelines for the Sustainable Rehabilitation of Buildings in Canada
(2016)

This CHIA assesses the proposed development in terms of its compliance with these policies, guidelines
and recommendations and assesses any impacts of the development on the cultural heritage value and
attributes of the adjacent resources.

2.3 Policy Framework
2.3.1 The Planning Act and PPS 2014
The Planning Act makes a number of provisions respecting cultural heritage either directly in Section 2 of
the Act or Section 3 respecting policy statements and provincial plans. In Section 2 the Planning Act
outlines 18 spheres of provincial interest that must be considered by appropriate authorities in the
planning process. One of the intentions of The Planning Act is to “encourage the co-operation and coordination among the various interests.” Regarding Cultural Heritage, Subsection 2(d) of the Act provides
that:
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The Minister, the council of a municipality, a local board, a planning board and the Municipal Board, in
carrying out their responsibilities under this Act, shall have regard to, among other matters, matters of
provincial interest such as,
(d) The conservation of features of significant architectural, cultural, historical, archaeological or
scientific interest;
In support of the provincial interest identified in Subsection 2 (d) of the Planning Act, and as provided for in
Section 3, the Province has refined policy guidance for land use planning and development matters in the
Provincial Policy Statement, 2014 (PPS). The PPS is “intended to be read in its entirety and the relevant policy
areas are to be applied in each situation”. This provides a weighting and balancing of issues within the
planning process. When addressing cultural heritage planning, the PPS provides the following:
2.6.1 Significant built heritage resources and significant cultural heritage landscapes shall be conserved.
2.6.3 Planning authorities shall not permit development and site alteration on adjacent lands to
protected heritage property except where the proposed development and site alteration has been
evaluated and it has been demonstrated that the heritage attributes of the protected heritage property
will be conserved.
Conserved: means the identification, protection, management and use of built heritage resources,
cultural heritage landscapes and archaeological resources in a manner that ensures their cultural
heritage value or interest is retained under the Ontario Heritage Act. This may be achieved by the
implementation of recommendations set out in a conservation plan, archaeological assessment, and/or
heritage impact assessment. Mitigative measures and/or alternative development approaches can be
included in these plans and assessments.

2.3.2 The Ontario Heritage Act
The Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.O, 1990, c.0.18 remains the guiding legislation for the conservation of
significant cultural heritage resources in Ontario. The barn located at 250 Allendale Road is listed on the
City of Cambridge Municipal Heritage Register and thus Section 27 of the Ontario Heritage Act applies.

2.3.3 The Ontario Heritage Tool Kit
The impacts of a proposed development or change to a cultural heritage resource may occur over a short
or long-term duration, and may occur during a pre-construction phase, construction phase or postconstruction phase. Impacts to a cultural heritage resource may also be site specific or widespread, and
may have low, moderate or high levels of physical impact.
According to the Ontario Heritage Tool Kit, the following constitutes adverse impacts which may result from
a proposed development:
•
•
•
•

Destruction;
Alteration;
Shadows;
Isolation;
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•
•
•

Direct or indirect obstruction of significant view;
A change in land use; and
Land disturbances that adversely affect archaeological resources.

2.3.4 Region of Waterloo Official Plan
Chapter 3, Section 3.G of the Regional Official Plan provides policies regarding the conservation of cultural
heritage resources stating that they are,
-the inheritance of natural and cultural assets that give people a sense of place, community and
personal identity. Continuity with the past promotes creativity and cultural diversity... These resources
provide an important means of defining and confirming a regional identity, enhancing the quality of life
of the community, supporting social development and promoting economic prosperity. The Region is
committed to the conservation of its cultural heritage. This responsibility is shared with the Federal and
Provincial governments, Area Municipalities, other government agencies, the private sector, property
owners and the community.
Pursuant to Chapter 3. G. 13, Cultural Heritage Impact Assessments policies have been outlined for the
Municipality of the City of Cambridge for a proposed development that includes or is adjacent to a
designated or listed property on the Municipal Heritage Register of the applicable municipality, in this
case, the City of Cambridge. The CHIA guidelines outlined by the Region in Chapter 3 G. 17 are reflected in
the guidelines used by the City of Cambridge defined in the beginning of Sub-section 2.1 of this report.

2.3.5 City of Cambridge’s Official Plan (2018)
The City of Cambridge recognizes the importance of cultural heritage and provides policies regarding
conservation in Chapter 4 of the Official Plan where it is encouraged to “support the conservation,
restoration and prominence of the city’s heritage as a key identifying feature of the community;” and
“promote built heritage as a key component of the city’s local tourism and quality of life for existing new
residents”. Section 4.2 of the Official Plan encourages the conservation of heritage resources when
development is proposed which encourages,
•
•

Incorporation of cultural heritage resources and their surrounding context into development applications in
a manner which does not conflict with the cultural heritage resource;
Promotion of the use of scale and design which blends harmoniously with existing cultural heritage
resources when development occurs;

The City of Cambridge Official Plan policies and objectives for the conservation of cultural heritage
resources have been taken into consideration for the purpose of this Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment
in Section 2.0 of this report which outlines the guidelines for this report in reflection of the Official Plan and
Terms of Reference for HIAs from Heritage Planning Staff at the City of Cambridge.
Section 4.4 of the City of Cambridge Official Plan provides policies regarding Cultural Heritage Value
Evaluation Criteria. A property shall be considered to have cultural heritage value or interest if the property
has been designated by the Province to be of architectural or historical significance pursuant to the
Ontario Heritage Act or, in the opinion of the City, satisfies at least two of the following criteria:
1. It dates from an early period in the development of the city’s communities;
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2. It is a representative example of the work of an outstanding local, national or international
architect, engineer, builder, designer, landscape architect, interior designer, sculptor, or other artisan
and is well preserved or may be rehabilitated;
3. It is associated with a person who is recognized as having made an important contribution to the
city’s social, cultural, political, economic, technological or physical development or as having
materially influenced the course of local, regional, provincial, national or international history;
4. It is directly associated with an historic event which is recognized as having local, regional,
provincial, national or international importance;
5. It is a representative example and illustration of the city’s social, cultural, political, economic or
technological development history;
6. It is a representative example of a method of construction now rarely used;
7. It is a representative example of its architectural style or period of building;
8. It is a representative example of architectural design;
9. It terminates a view or otherwise makes an important contribution to the urban composition or
streetscape of which it forms a part;
10. It is generally recognized as an important landmark;
11. It is a representative example of outstanding interior design; or
12. It is an example of a rare or otherwise important feature of good urban design or streetscaping.
Section 4.8 outlines the potential requirement of a CHIA as it relates to development adjacent to the Grand
River to “-determine the possible impact on views, vistas and cultural heritage significance”.

2.3.6 The Cambridge Heritage Master Plan (2008)
The Cambridge Heritage Master Plan specifies areas in the City, identifying their heritage character
including character defining elements. Riverbank Drive intersects Allendale Road and is contextually linked
to the subject land as Richard Gehl, long-time owner of the land, had his main farmstead at 555 Riverbank
Drive. The following information is specific to the overall cultural heritage value of Riverbank Drive
including its many ‘fine farmsteads’.
Riverbank Drive
History
According to accounts in Bloomfield (1995: 6, 74, 204), this route would have linked the river crossing at
Freeport with Breslau, along the east bank of the Grand River. The Freeport bridge was built in the early
1830s and by 1831, a map of the area shows a route following the alignment of the current road (op. cit
:74). This map also shows a ford at the river bend connecting to a road leading up the slope to intersect
with what is now Middle Block Road. North of this, where the road runs close to the riverbank, the site of
a sawmill is shown. Although they are not listed in the City inventory, there are several houses on this
road that date from at least the mid-19th century, and this includes several fine farmsteads.
Improvements to Highway 17 (Fountain Street) have resulted in Riverbank Drive being made into a dead
end at the northern edge of the municipal boundary such that it no longer continues on its way to
Breslau.
Heritage Character
This road has most of the components associated with an historic rural route: an undulating profile and
rural cross section, mature trees on each side, established farmsteads on large farm properties, and
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smaller houses along the riverbank. Views of the river punctuate scenes of farm fields and woodlots or
more intimate views of the roadside lined with dense vegetation. Aside from a few more modern houses,
the road offers an excellent summary of rural visual and historic characteristics. It is one of the earlier
roads in Waterloo Township and one of the few rural roads remaining within the City of Cambridge.
Character Defining Elements:
• rural cross section, curving alignment and undulating profile;
• historic residential and agricultural buildings;
• farmsteads and woodlots; and
• archaeological potential (First Nations, ford and sawmill sites).
Conservation and Development Concerns and Opportunities
The removal of through traffic makes conservation of this road easier, but the area of the city in which it
is situated is under development pressure for expansion of adjacent industrial uses. If conserved, the road
could be an excellent heritage resource that offers unique interpretive opportunities as well as a high
quality agricultural setting.
The map figure on the following page indicates the City of Cambridge’s Character Areas as identified in the
City of Cambridge Master Heritage Plan. Riverbank Drive is indicated as a scenic route along the Grand
River.
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Figure 1: City of Cambridge Character Areas from the City of Cambridge Heritage Master Plan (2008) located on page 105 of
the Plan. Number 14 indicates Riverbank Drive as Scenic Route. Red star indicates approximate location of the subject land.
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3.0 Identification of Subject Land
3.1 Description of Subject Land
The subject land is located at 250 Allendale Road, City of Cambridge, Ontario. The subject land are located
west of Fountain Street, North of Maple Grove, east of King Street East and south of Fairway Road North.
The property is east of the Grand River. The subject land is designated Business Industrial in the City of
Cambridge Official Plan. There are six (6) buildings on-site including: one (1) barn, one (1) house and four
(4) outbuildings. The subject property is currently surrounded by agricultural fields, however the area is
planned to develop as an industrial business park.

Figure 2: Aerial view of subject land indicated by red outline (MHBC, 2019)
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Outbuilding 2

Outbuilding 1

Outbuilding 3
Barn
Outbuilding 4

House

Figure 3: Aerial photograph outlining buildings/ structures on the subject property (Google Earth Pro, 2018)

3.1.1 Landscape Features
There are two (2) trees along the main entryway to the property which do not appear until the 1995 aerial
photograph (see Appendix D). There are remnants of farm fencing to the immediate east of Outbuilding 1
and to the south of the house.

Figures 4 & 5: (Left)Two trees lining the eastern side of entry laneway; (Right) Remnants of farm fencing to the east of
Outbuilding 2 (MHBC, 2019)
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3.1.2 Description of Buildings and Structures
The subject land includes a two-and-half storey wood, bank barn with a fieldstone foundation which also
included two (2) silos. There are an additional four (4) outbuildings on the property ranging in size and
construction. The house on-site is not original and was relocated from out of the Region to the current
location and has a concrete foundation.

Figure 6: Aerial view of building and structure layout looking north-east (Google Earth Pro, 2018)

The following table describes each building on-site. The location, orientation and numbering of the
buildings corresponds to the Heritage Photo Map in Appendix A of this Report.

Description
House

One storey cottage with front portico
facing eastward with an open gable and
box end eaves. Hip roof with single
chimney on northern elevation. Single,
double-hung windows.
Concrete
foundation.

Barn

Two-and-half-storey Pennsylvania barn
with fore bay and banking. Foundation
mostly field stone with some cinder
blocks repairs. Open gabled cross section

July 9, 2019

Date of Construction/
Notes
c. 1935; House is not
original to the property.
According to tenant,
building was transported
from Milton to the site.
Construction date
unknown, heavily altered.
c. 1850-1890
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roof. Main entrance on northern
elevation. Two associated silos on
northern elevation. Shed addition on the
western elevation.
Southern wing predated the main, larger
barn
building.
Similar
fieldstone
foundation as Outbuilding 3. Section of
the original gabled roof of the southern
wing barn is enclosed in the larger main
barn.
Outbuilding 1
Outbuilding 2
Outbuilding 3

Outbuilding 4

One-and-a-half storey wood outbuilding
with rectangular floor plan.
One storey, wood shanty outbuilding
with open gabled roof. Entry on eastern
elevation.
One storey field stone outbuilding with
square floor plan. It appears to have been
constructed with lime mortar but has
been patched throughout the years with
Portland Cement. Vehicular entry
(formerly equestrian entrance for a horse
barn) on eastern elevation. Human door
on south elevation. Type of construction
typical for English/ Scottish immigrants.
The building is in severe damage and is
currently being stabilized by the tenant
with wooden posts.
A
one-and-a-half
storey
wood
outbuilding built with similar technique
as Pennsylvania barn with open gabled
roof. Building has been retrofitted as an
office. Interior has been spray foamed
and openings have been replaced with
two (2) vehicular entries and one (1)
human entry door on southern elevation.
Original barn entry exists. Window
openings have been replaced with
window panes.

Appears post 1995 aerial
photographs.

c. 1850

c. 1860

Note that both a visual inspection and oral history of the property has demonstrated that Outbuildings 1,
2, 3 and 4 are not of cultural heritage value based on the following rationale:
•
•

Outbuilding 1 is does not demonstrate design, historical or contextual value; constructed in the
late 1990s.
Outbuilding 2 is of modest design/ physical, however, has been considerably altered.
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•
•

Outbuilding 3 is of design/ physical value, however, is in severely poor condition; portions of the
facades have collapsed.
Outbuilding 4 is of design/ physical value, however, has been heavily altered to be retrofitted as an
office; the tenant informed MHBC Staff that the entire interior has been spray foamed.

Photographic documentation is included as Appendix ‘C’ of the report for all buildings and structures onsite.
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4.0 Current Conditions
4.1 Current Condition of Barn (June, 2019)
This Section focuses on the current condition of the barn. The barn is currently be used as a showing room
and workshop with reclaimed wood tables and other furniture. The current tenant informed MHBC
Planning Staff that renovations were completed on the barn following the tenancy which proceeded after
the barn had been vacant for approximately ten (10) years.

B
C
A

Section
A
B
C

Description
Southern wing/ original barn
Main barn
Western sloped shed addition

Date of Construction
Circa 1840 - 1860
Circa 1860 - 1890
Circa 1940

South Elevation (Facing Allendale Road)
The southern elevation of the barn consists of fieldstone foundation and two window openings with new,
paired, 4 x 3 grill windows. The loft opening for the storage of hay has been boarded centred on the third
storey below the open gable. A sloped car port has been constructed on this elevation with wood posts,
currently to shelter a boat. A human entry door is located to the west of the elevation. The elevation
displays the open gabled roof. Façade is barn board construction. The western and eastern corner of this
elevation has been badly damaged; the western corner has been repaired with Portland cement and the
eastern corner has been replaced with cinder blocks (see Photos 11 & 12 in Appendix C).
East Elevation (Facing Fountain Street)
The eastern elevation displays the southern wing (original barn) with fieldstone foundation which has
been repaired and replaced on both the southern and northern corner of the wing. There is a human door
entry with triple pane transom light and a single rectangular window to the north of this elevation. The
metal sheathing roof on this portion of the barn can be viewed (See Photo 12 & 13 in Appendix C). There is
July 9, 2019
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a barn board missing to the south of the wing which has been covered from the inside. There is a
ventilation stack is located to the south of the southern wing; it may have replaced a cupola which would
have been typical of the style of barn.
The northern portion of the barn is main barn unit specific to a Pennsylvania barn construction and
demonstrates the signature salt box like, sloped roof leading to the northern elevation. Immediately to the
west and east of the centre open gable are Saint Florian crosses. One of the main indicators of the different
eras of construction is the difference in the composition of the stone foundation. The transition from
smaller fieldstone units in the original barn, now the southern wing, contrasts with the much larger
fieldstone used to construct the foundation of the larger barn (see Photo 7 and 13 in Appendix C).
North Elevation (Facing Middle Block Road)
The northern elevation includes two (2) vertical silos (roofs removed) and the main entrance to the barn.
This elevation displays the angular salt-box slope of the roof comprised of metal sheathing and a ventilator
stack. The main entrance includes two, large barn doors with original iron hardware. There is also a small
rectangular latched opening presumably to access the loft (see Photo 9 in Appendix C).
West Elevation (Facing Middle Block Road)
The western elevation a fieldstone foundation and barn board façade. A Florian cross is to the right of the
open gable. Barn boards are missing on the upper level and the opening to access the loft is exposed to
the elements. There is a lean-to addition to this elevation which consists of a concrete foundation and
wood frame which has been covered with insulbrick siding and a sloped metal sheathing roof. There is a
small, rectangular window on the south side of the addition. To the right of the façade of the main barn is
a large opening for farming equipment and/ or livestock to be herded in the stable on the first floor/ level
(see Photo 10 in Appendix C).
To the right of the elevation is the façade of the original barn which includes three (3), 3 pane rectangular
windows with wood frames. The lintel on the most southern window has been replaced as well as the sill
of the window closest to the main barn facade. There is a severe crack at the most southern corner. There
is a small, wood frame, sloped addition to the main barn at the intersection of the main barn and southern
wing.

4.2 Heritage Integrity
Although Ontario Regulation 9/06 does not consider the structural integrity of the building, the Ministry of
Culture Tourism and Sport advises on Integrity and Physical Condition of properties in part of Section 4,
Municipal Criteria of the Heritage Property Evaluation document of the Ontario Heritage Toolkit.
In the matter of integrity the Guide notes that:
A cultural heritage property does not need to be in original condition. Few survive without
alterations on the long journey between their date of origin and today. Integrity is a question of
whether the surviving physical features (heritage attributes) continue to represent or support
the cultural heritage value or interest of the property.
For example, a building that is identified as being important because it is the work of a local
architect, but has been irreversibly altered without consideration for design, may not be worthy
of long-term protection for its physical quality. The surviving features no longer represent the
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design; the integrity has been lost. If this same building had a prominent owner, or if a
celebrated event took place there, it may hold cultural heritage value or interest for these
reasons, but not for its association with the architect.
Cultural heritage value or interest may be intertwined with location or an association with
another structure or environment. If these have been removed, the integrity of the property may
be seriously diminished. Similarly, removal of historically significant materials, or extensive
reworking of the original craftsmanship, would warrant an assessment of the integrity.
There can be value or interest found in the evolution of a cultural heritage property. Much can
be learned about social, economic, technological and other trends over time. The challenge is
being able to differentiate between alterations that are part of an historic evolution, and those
that are expedient and offer no informational value.
Ministry guidelines from the Ontario Heritage Took Kit Heritage Evaluation resource document note that:
Individual properties being considered for protection under section 29 must undergo a
more rigorous evaluation than is required for listing. The evaluation criteria set out in
Regulation 9/06 essentially form a test against which properties must be assessed. The
better the characteristics of the property when the criteria are applied to it, the greater the
property’s cultural heritage value or interest, and the stronger the argument for its longterm protection.
This evaluation of the current condition considers the matter of heritage integrity as outlined by the
Ministry of Culture, Tourism and Sport. It is acknowledged that alterations will take place in the journey of
heritage building. The existing barn has had changes due to inclement weather conditions and other
intentional alterations that have been specific to the adaptive re-use of the building as a show room and
workshop. The majority of the heritage attributes remain and there has not been extensive reworking of
the original craftsmanship. Additions to the building are part of the overall historical evolution and
functional use of the building during its time as an agricultural building. The roof has been replaced with
metal sheathing to better protect and conserve the interior of the building. The only loss of heritage
integrity is specific to the corners on the southern elevation have been replaced with cinder block as a
result of weather conditions and lack of maintenance of a period of time. The cinder block, however, has
provided integral structural support to this portion of the building. To conclude, the heritage integrity of
the building remains intact. Missing portions (i.e. barn board) can be replaced with like material if it is
decided to be conserved.
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5.0 Historical Overview
Waterloo County
The subject property was originally located in a part of Waterloo Township Europeans settled starting in
the late eighteenth century. In 1784, General Haldimand, then Governor of Quebec, acquired six miles of
land on each side of the Grand River from the Mississaugas (Bloomfield, 2006). A tract of land 12 miles wide
along the course of the Grand River was granted to the Six Nations Indians by the British in recognition of
their support during the American Revolution. The land was later divided into four blocks and Block Two
became Waterloo Township which included the Beasley’s Tract. The first settlements in Waterloo County
were families from the State of Pennsylvania, first settling in the village of Doon. Except for these early
settlements, the surrounding country was uncut forest (Young, 1880).

Figure 7: 1861 Tremaine Map of Waterloo County; Red box indicates approximate location of the subject land (Courtesy of
University of Waterloo Geospatial Centre)
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Beasley’s Tract in Block 2 of Six Nations Land

In November 1796, Block 2 was sold by Joseph Brant, on behalf of the Six Nations, to Richard Beasley. Block
2 was comprised of 94, 012 acres of land. This land was subdivided into a lower, middle and upper blocks
by Richard Cockerell (Bloomfield, 20). Preceding the subdivision of land, Beasley began selling lots in the
Lower Block in what would be known as Beasley’s Old Survey (west side of the Grand River) and Beasley’s
Broken Front (east of the Grand River) (Bloomfield, 20).

Figure 8: Remnants of Beasley Tract Survey; Red box indicates the approximate location of the subject land as part of
Beasley’s Broken Front (BBF) (Source: Bloomfield, 21)

In the early 1800s, Beasley was unable to pay the debts he owed to the Six Nations for the land. The
owners of land that had been sold, therefore, had not title to their lands. As a result, Beasley and
Mennonite settlers raised money to pay off the interest and principal owing on the mortgage.
The Beasley’s Broken Front concession comprised of 32 lots which were aligned in the vicinity of the
south-central area east of the Grand River and South of the Block Line. Some of these lots were sold by
Beasley before the mid-1805, but it is noted that most were sold between 1805 and 1812. Lots 1 to 5 were
incorporated as Preston Village in 1852 (Bloomfield, 404). The subject land include Lots 15, 16 and 17 of
this allotment sold between July 1805 and June 1812.
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Figure 9: Land Sales by Beasley or GCT shareholder which indicates that the subject land were sold by one these parties
between July 1805 and June 1812; Red arrow indicates approximate location of subject land (Source: Bloomfield, 47)

Settlement of Freeport

The location of the Grand River to the east of the subject land, adjacent to Riverbank Drive has significance
in that it is identified as one of the early routes of the area connecting the river crossing at the Settlement
of Freeport to Breslau (Cambridge Master Heritage Plan, 2008, 131). Formerly the area was called Toll
Bridge after the tolled bridge charged by a private company between 1839 and 1855 (Bloomfield, 76). The
area was later called Bridgeville and then Freeport when the toll was removed in 1857. The area was
dominated by persons of Pennsylvania Dutch origin and German immigrants.
Currently, the Freeport Bridge (c. 1925) spans the Grand River and provides a gateway between the City of
Kitchener and the City of Cambridge and is identified as a landmark in the Region of Waterloo (Canada’s
Historic Places, Spanning the Generations: Heritage Assessment, Freeport Bridge, 2004 and City of
Kitchener By-law 2001-208). Due to this important connection across the Grand, the subject land location
to this connection across the Grand River would have had significance for the transportation of goods.
Between 1861 and 1913, a United Brethren Church, the Freeport Academy, post office, tavern, shoemaker/
grocery store were established in addition to having two blacksmiths. By 1921, the population had
declined to about 50 persons (Bloomfield, 204).
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Freeport

Figure 10: Excerpt of the 1861 Tremaine Map detailing the owners of the subject land and the location of the Settlement of
Freeport in proximity to the subject land; Red line indicates H.M Freeman’s property which encompasses 250 Allendale Road
(Courtesy of the University of Waterloo)

History of the Subject Land

The subject land contained Lots 15, 16 & 17 of the Beasley’s Broken Front Concession which was originally
part of Richard Beasley’s land in the southern part of Block 2.
In the 1861 Tremaine Map of Waterloo County shows the owner of the land in the vicinity of the existing
barn was H.M. Freeman; the map does not indicate the location of buildings on either the property of H. M
Freeman or surrounding property of Richard Gehl. Records show that the surname Freeman is Irish and
that the Freeman family emigrated from Ireland to Pennsylvania, U.S.A (Ancestry, 2019).The family
emigrated from Pennsylvania to Woolwich Township in the late 1700s with other Pennsylvania Dutch
immigrants (Waterloo Region Generations, 2019). The subject land were sold by 1812 to Pennsylvanian
immigrants, in this case the Freeman family (see Figure 10). In 1854, members of the Freeman family were
land owners of German Company Tract 062, north of Block 2 (Waterloo Region Generations, 2019). It is
highly probable that the original barn (currently the southern wing) and Outbuilding 3 were from the
former H.M. Freeman farmstead. The type of masonry used on both of these buildings is typical of persons
of Scotch/ Irish origin which contrasts with the larger fieldstone used on the main part of the barn
representative of Pennsylvania Dutch/ German construction.
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Figure 12: View of 1861 Tremaine Map; Subject land are indicated by red box (Courtesy of University of Waterloo Geospatial
Centre Collection)

By 1877, Richard Gehl had purchased the property formerly owned by H.M. Freeman where the existing
barn is located. There is a building indicated on the map to the west of the property which would have
indicated a house associated with Richard Gehl. Richard Gehl was born in Prussia, Germany on March 16,
1825 and immigrated to Waterloo Township, Waterloo Region, Ontario, Canada in 1850. In the same year,
Gehl married Rebecca B. Tohman in Greenbush (Kitchener). They had six (6) children: George (nee 1840),
Marian (nee 1850), Isaac (1851), Abraham (1855), Levi (1865) and Levina (1868) (Waterloo Generations,
2019).

Figure 13: View of 1877 Illustrated Atlas of Waterloo Township (Courtesy of University of Waterloo Geospatial Centre
Collection)

July 9, 2019

MHBC | 23

Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment
250 Allendale Road, City of Cambridge, Ontario

Richard Gehl was considered part of the “New Germany Pioneers”, a
group of 100 males who came from Alsace, Baden and Bavaria/
Württemberg/ Prussia between 1827 and the 1850s to Block 2
(Bloomfield, 51). In 1852, Gehl is listed as a shoemaker but between
1861 and 1901 he is listed as a farmer (Library and Archives Canada,
2019). He was also listed as a Mennonite, however, this is contrary to
records of the early 1850s which register the surname Gehl as a
Roman Catholic German (Bloomfield, 51).
In 1891, Richard Gehl is listed as living at 555 Riverbank Drive,
Cambridge. It is probable that following the purchase of the H. M.
Freeman estate between 1862 and 1877, the land was used by one of
Richard’s children; by 1877, his son George was 28 years old. George
married Matilda Shantz on December 26, 1871 and together they had
nine (9) children in Waterloo Township. George is listed as a farmer in
Waterloo Township until 1894 when his residence is listed as
Caledonia, Kent, Michigan. The property was part of the Gehl farmstead
until a portion of it was purchased by Abraham Bricker and then sold in
1906 to Charles Peltz (50 acres) (OLR). Another portion of the property
was sold by Richard’s children Eva and May Gehl in 1907. The subject
property passed into the hands of the Bricker Family (Noah Bricker),
Lichty Family, Shantz Family, Schmaringer Family, New Family, Bauer
Family and Hobbs Family (OLR). In 1955, the property was rented out to
tenants and by this period it appears that the property was no longer
used as a farm. The five (5) acres of land encompassing the farmstead
continued to be rented to tenants (OLR). Aerial photographs show that
between 1963 and 1985, the farm house was removed from the
property (see Appendix D).
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Gehl and wife Rebecca (Courtesy of
Waterloo Region Generations)
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6.0 Evaluation under Ontario Regulation 9/06
6.1 Evaluation Criteria
The subject land has been evaluated as per Ontario Regulation 9/06 pursuant to the Ontario Heritage Act in
order to determine cultural heritage value or interest where,
A property may be designated under section 29 of the Act if it meets one or more or the following criteria for
determining whether it is of cultural heritage value or interest:
1. The property has design value or physical value because it,
i. is a rare, unique, representative or early example of a style, type, expression, material or construction
method,
ii. displays a high degree of craftsmanship or artistic merit, or
iii. demonstrates a high degree of technical or scientific achievement.
2. The property has historical value or associative value because it,
i. has direct associations with a theme, event, belief, person, organization or institution that is significant
to a community,
ii. yields, or has the potential to yield, information that contributes to an understanding of a community
or culture, or
iii. demonstrates or reflects the work or ideas of an architect, artist, builder, designer or theorist who is
significant to a community.
3. The property has contextual value because it,
i. is important in defining, maintaining or supporting the character of an area,
ii. is physically, functionally, visually or historically linked to its surroundings, or
iii. is a landmark.
6.1.1 Physical/ Design Value
The Pennsylvania style barn represents early agricultural construction from circa 1850. This type of barn
appeared in the late 18th century but was mainly popular in Waterloo Region between 1820 and 1900
(Ensminger, Robert, 2003). The barn has a cross-sectioned gable roof which reflected in the interior
arrangements (the lower level including stable and stalls would be organized crosswise to the roof ridge).
This barn appears to have had multiple threshing floors, machinery shed extension. The barn includes the
essential features of a Pennsylvania Barn: a projecting fore bay and banked construction.
According to Ensimger (2003), the existing barn on the subject land is considered Class II: The Standard
Pennsylvania Barn (1790-1890) which is identified by the buildings use of symmetrical ‘bents’ that include
the fore bay within the main barn frame which resulted in the roof ridge to be centre over the barn and
symmetrical gable ends. Standard barns are also noted to have stone walls at the gable ends (The Daziel
Barn, 2019).
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Figures 15 & 16: (Previous Page and Above) Illustration of southern Ontario style barn during the 1860s in the County of
Hastings (Illustrated Historical Atlas of the Counties of Hastings and Prince Edward); (Below) View of banked elevation of the
barn on the subject land indicating that the southern wing may have predated the main barn structure.
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Both the western and eastern elevation has Saint Florian crosses used on Pennsylvanian barns for the
protection against fire.

Figures 17 & 18: (Left) Saint Florian’s Cross for protection against fire; (Source: Firefighter’s Association, 2019); (Right) Saint
Florian cross used on barn for ventilation and a form of decoration/ protection against fire; Common practice used by
Pennsylvania Dutch and German immigrants on barns in Southern Ontario (Source: MHBC, 2019)

The barn is constructed with notching construction technique which demonstrates a high level of
craftsmanship. A heavy internal post-and-beam network and mortise-and-tenon joinery and vertical
board-and-batten siding not only characterize this barn as a typical southern Ontario style barn, but also
show the craftsmanship used to construct it in the 19th century. The construction of this type of barn is
described as follows:
Two beams, also called girts connected all the posts at intermediate levels. Two beams rarely joined a
post at the same point the mortise notches cut in the posts were staggered vertically or laterally so that
beam tenons were not aligned and the post was not weakened. Details like the butted ridge joint, the
shoulder cut rafter seat, the post and girt connection and the load bearing scarfed joint typified mots
southern Ontario construction. The mortise-and-tenon joins that were used for most these connections,
including the diagonal sway bracing between posts and beams, were secured with wooden pegs…The
notched beams created a more secure structural connection as well as an interesting decorative feature
(47).
Photographs 15 to 16 in Appendix ‘C’ demonstrate the construction technique used for the barn which is
representative of a mid-20th century barn in Southern Ontario. The barn displays a hybrid of Irish/ Scottish
and Pennsylvania Dutch/ German workmanship. Figure 20 shows an example of a Southern Ontario barn
constructed by the Ferguson family (Scottish descent) which reflects the design of the original farm
building, currently the southern wing. Another indication of the separation between these two sections of
the barn is the absence of the Saint Florian motifs.
Both forms of construction demonstrate the early method of construction for Southern Ontario barns, in
particular the use of “post-and-girt’ construction demonstrated in the main barn.
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Figures 19, 20 & 21: (Previous Page and Above) Construction procedures for typical Southern Ontario Barn; (Below Left) Crosssection illustration of the Ferguson Barn, a southern Ontario style barn during the 1860s showing loft bent work and fieldstone
foundation; (Below Right) Example of post and beam diagonal brace on Southern Ontario barn (Page 51)
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Heritage Attributes:
• Original exterior form including a projecting fore bay and banked construction;
• Original field stone foundation;
• Cross-section roof line;
• Timber beams and posts constructed with post and girt and mortise-and-tenon joints
construction;
• Original wood floor boards and joists;
• Two (2) interior large wood pulleys;
• Saint Florian’s cross shaped ventilation cut outs on east and west facades.
6.1.2 Historical/ Associative Value
The barn is generally associated with the theme of early agriculture one may yield, or has potential to yield
information that contributes to the understanding of a community or culture that is significant in particular
the immigration of Pennsylvania Dutch and German immigrants to the Beasley Broken Front Concession.
6.1.3 Contextual Value
The existing barn is no longer part of a farmstead as the associated house has since been removed. The
barn is no longer directly related to the surrounding agriculture land, thus the overall context of the
property has dimished. Subsequently, the barn is not important in defining, maintaining or supporting the
character of the area as land use of the property has altered its original purpose. It is no longer physically,
functionally, visually linked to its surrounding area. It is not a landmark.

6.2 Evaluation of Properties Located on the Subject Land
Ontario Regulation 9/06

250 Allendale Road

1. Design/Physical Value
i.
Rare, unique, representative or early example of a ☒ Early, representative example of Southern
style, type, expression, material or construction
Ontario Barn
ii.
iii.

method
Displays high degree of craftsmanship or artistic
merit
Demonstrates high degree of technical or
scientific achievement

2. Historical/associative value
i.
Direct associations with a theme, event, belief,
ii.
iii.

person, activity, organization, institution that is
significant
Yields, or has potential to yield information that
contributes to an understanding of a community
or culture
Demonstrates or reflects the work or ideas of an
architect, artist, builder, designer, or theorist who
is significant to the community.

3. Contextual value
i.
Important in defining, maintaining or supporting
ii.
July 9, 2019

the character of an area
Physically, functionally, visually, or historically
linked to its surroundings

☒Notching (post-and-grit) technique used for
construction of barn
☐

☐
☒Provides information on the early lifestyle of
Pennsylvanian and German immigrants
☐

☐
☐
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iii.

Is a landmark

☐

The significance of the property under Ontario Regulation 9/06 is its representation of an early Southern
Ontario barn and in particular its hybrid between Scotch/ Irish and Pennsylvanian construction. Its display
of wood craftsmanship, its potential to yield information on the early lifestyle of Pennsylvanian and
German immigrants in particular on the Beasley Broken Front Concession in Waterloo Region.
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7.0 Description of Proposed Development
7.1 Description of Development
The subject land is proposed to be developed as North Cambridge Business Park. The draft plan of
subdivision is for a portion of lands located in the North Cambridge Business Park with 16 blocks dedicated
to industrial/ commercial development. See Appendix ‘B’ for a larger version of the Plan of Subdivision.

Figure 22: Proposed Plan of Subdivision(EXP Services Inc, 2019)
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8.0 Assessment of Impacts of Proposed Development
The following sub-sections of this report will provide an analysis of impacts which are anticipated as a
result of the proposed redevelopment of the subject land as they relate to the identified cultural heritage
resources. This will include a description of the classification of the impact as beneficial, neutral, or adverse.

8.1 Assessment of Impacts of the Proposed Development at 250 Allendale Road
The Plan of Subdivision will not alter the context of the subject land as it does not demonstrate cultural
heritage value or interest as a cultural heritage landscape and it has been demonstrated in Sub-section 6.2
of this report that there is no contextual value for the subject land.
Table 1.0 Adverse Impacts
Impact
Destruction or alteration of
heritage impacts

Level of Impact
((Potential, No, Minor,
Moderate or Major)
Moderate to no impact

Shadows

No

Isolation

No

Direct or Indirect Obstruction of
Views

No

A Change in Land Use

No

Land Disturbance

No.
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Analysis
If, the barn is dismantled and re-used off-site
there would be no impact since the heritage
attributes would be retained with the
exception of the foundation.
If, there are no interested parties to take the
barn, or components of the barn, then there
would be a moderate negative impact due
demolition and loss of heritage attributes.
Proposed development will not result in
shadows that negatively impact heritage
attributes.
There is no contextual value for the barn, thus
there will be no impact of isolation if the barn
were integrated into the site or relocated.
There will be no direct or indirect obstruction of
significant views of the barn if it is retained onsite or removed.
Land use change from agricultural to industrial
use will not result in an adverse impact as the
use of the property for agricultural purposes
had ceased prior to the acquisition of the land.
Archaeological Assessments Stages 1, 2 and 3
have been completed on the property. The
Stage 3 Assessment concluded that a Stage 4
for the identified site AiHc-492, including the
subject land, is not recommended.
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9.0 Consideration of Development Alternatives and
Mitigation Measures

9.1 Alternative Development Approaches
The City of Cambridge’s Detailed Guidelines for the Preparation of Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment
(November 21, 2012), pursuant to Section 4.10 of the Cambridge Official Plan, requires that alternative
development options that may avoid or limit the adverse impact on a cultural heritage resource be
considered. The following have been identified as a range of development alternatives that may be
considered as part of the heritage planning process.
9.1.1 Do nothing alternative
This option would result in no development on the site and this would contradict the Government of
Ontario’s recent designation of these lands as a Provincially Significant Employment Area. This would have
considerable economic impact on the land owner and would have a negative impact on the achievement
of broader planning goals of the City and the Province. This option is not recommended since the impacts
of the proposed development are minimal and can be mitigated.
9.1.2 Develop the site as proposed
This option would result in development on the site as proposed whereby all buildings and structures will
be removed from the site. This option would result in moderate impacts if the barn is demolished and no
components are reused or salvaged. If the barn is disassembled and re-used off site then there would be
no impact. The materials from the barn could be salvaged and adaptively re-used for landscaping and
buildings proposed within the business park. This option is recommended.
9.1.3 Retain and integrate the barn into the development
This option would result in retaining the barn by integrating the building into the overall development.
This would have a negative impact on the overall land use of the subject land and would impact the
efficiency and density of the business park and compromise a significant portion of these Provincially
Significant Employment Lands. This option is the most beneficial option for conserving heritage attributes.
However, adaptive re-use of a barn is difficult. There are limited opportunities for industrial re-use and the
use of the building for residential purposes or other sensitive uses is not permitted by the recently
approved zoning. There is a great likelihood that the barn will remain vacant and over time deteriorate.
This option is not recommended.
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10.0 Conclusions and Recommendations
10.1 Conclusions
The City of Cambridge requires a Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment for the proposed development on
the subject land located at 250 Allendale Road, City of Cambridge to assess impacts, if any. The report
states that the subject land do not have contextual value. The farmstead has been disassociated with its
original lot pattern, the original house has been removed and the layout of buildings, as a result is
disjointed.
This report does note that the existing barn on the subject land is in reasonable condition as the heritage
integrity of the building remains intact, despite some repairs and loss of heritage fabric, and that it has
cultural heritage value under Ontario Regulation 9/06 as it meets the following Physical/ Design and
Historical/ Associative Value within the criterion:
4. It is a representative, early example of a Southern Ontario barn c. 1860;
5. Its post and notched beam and mortise-and-tenon joint construction displays a high degree of
craftsmanship; and,
6. The property yields information that contributes to the understanding of the early Pennsylvania Dutch
and German farming community in the City of Cambridge.
This report concludes that the adverse impacts of the proposed redevelopment of 250 Allendale Road is
limited to:
•

Moderate impact of destruction with the removal of heritage attributes including:
o Original exterior form including a projecting forebay and banked construction;
o Original field stone foundation;
o Cross-section roof line;
o Timber beams and posts constructed with notch construction;
o Original wood floor boards and joists;
o Two (2) interior large wood pulleys;
o Saint Florian’s cross shaped ventilation cut outs on east and west facades.

In summary, if the barn is relocated off-site, it should be documented before it is dismantled and moved. If
there are no willing recipients to dismantle and reuse the barn, the barn can be taken down and the
timber posts, beams and barn boards should be salvaged and offered to any interested parties.
It is also recommended that some of the materials be integrated into the overall design of the Cambridge
Business Park in the form of the following:
•
•

Field stone be used to landscape the Business Park, if possible;
The wooden pulleys be offered to the Waterloo Region Ken Seiling Museum or other historical
organization that allows for the collection of such items and has resources to ensure their
conservation.
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Appendix A-Maps
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Appendix D: Photographic Documentation of 250 Allendale Road, City of Cambridge,
Ontario by MHBC Staff, June 18, 2019
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South Elevation

Pennsylvania Barn- Exterior
South-west Elevations
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Outbuilding 1- Exterior

Outbuilding 2- Exterior

Outbuilding 3- Exterior

Outbuilding 4- Exterior
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Appendix D- Aerial Photographs 1945, 1955, 1963, 1985, 1995
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No.

25.

26.

27.

26

41

215

Street

Albert Street

Albert Street

Allendale Road

Description
rubblestone with 2 over 2 sash windows,
voussoirs, and an addition to the rear.
Constructed c. 1878 in the Italianate style, 2
storey brick residence with l'oeil de boeuf
window, decorative vergeboard and
decorative soffit brackets.
Constructed c. 1890 with heavily mortared
granite rubblestone in the Gothic Revival
style. One and a half storey.
19th century stone farmhouse only
th

28.

250

Allendale Road

19 century bank barn only

29.

17

Anglerock Drive

DESIGNATED – Designated in 1990, By-law
296 – 90. Constructed c. 1855 of granite in the
vernacular Ontario Farmhouse/Georgian
Revival style.
Dilse report, p. 68, Preston Carnegie Library

30.

156

Argyle Street N.

31.

25

Arthur White
Avenue

Area

G

G
NC
NC
G
P

33.

1

Ashton Street

Constructed c. 1918 of red brick in the
vernacular Edwardian style. Two stories with a
centrally located dormer on the front façade,
brick externally bracketed chimney and
covered front porch on brick columns with
turned wooden posts.
Constructed c. 1872 of buff brick in the
vernacular Italianate style with Gothic gable
over front door entrance. Ground floor
protruding bay window and decorative soffit
brackets on the bay window.
DESIGNATED (HCD) Blair Village

34.

2

Ashton Street

DESIGNATED (HCD) Blair Village

B

35.

12

Ashton Street

DESIGNATED (HCD) Blair Village

B

36.

2

Augusta Street

Constructed c. 1910 of limestone with ribbon
pointing on ground floor and painted stucco on
second floor in the early Arts and Crafts style.
Covered front and back porch. Detached
garage with eyelette window.
Constructed c. 1840 of broken course
fieldstone in the Georgian Revival style. Three
bay, one and a half storeys with one storey,
wood clad addition on west elevation.
Constructed in 1916 of red brick in the
Edwardian style. Two storeys with dormer on
front façade roof. Covered front porch with
double wood turned support columns.
Constructed c. 1888 of buff brick in the
vernacular Italianate style with Queen Anne
influences. Decorative vergeboard on front

32.

37.

38.

39.

28

879

133

10

Arthur White
Avenue

Avenue Road

Avondale Road

Ball Avenue

LEGEND: B – BLAIR, G – GALT, H – HESPELER, NC – NORTH CAMBRIDGE, P – PRESTON, HCD – HERITAGE CONSERVATION DISTRICT
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DETAILED GUIDELINES
FOR THE PREPARATION OF

CULTURAL HERITAGE IMPACT ASSESSMENTS
UNDER POLICY 4.10 OF THE
CITY OF CAMBRIDGE OFFICAL PLAN
(Council adopted May 7, 2012 with Regional Approval on November 21, 2012)

Endorsed by
Cambridge Council
on May 7, 2012

G:\Policy Planning Common\Heritage General\Information Bulletins\HIA Terms of Reference.doc

Heritage Impact Assessment Guidelines
2

Detailed Guidelines for the Preparation
Of a Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment
1.

INTRODUCTION

Policy 4.10.1 of the City of Cambridge Official Plan states that a “Cultural
Heritage Impact Assessment shall be required when a development 1 proposal or
Community Plan2 potentially impacts a cultural heritage resource3. The potential
impacts could be direct, such as demolishing or altering a structure on a
designated property, or indirect, such as changes to the streetscape of lands
adjacent to a cultural heritage resource.”
The Cambridge Municipal Heritage Advisory Committee (MHAC) has the
mandate to advise Council on matters relating to the preservation of the City’s
cultural heritage resources. It is this Advisory Committee that will first review
Heritage Impact Assessments. It is important for the proponent to advise the
MHAC early on in the process because it is possible that the requirement for a
Heritage Impact Assessment may be scoped or waived. A site inspection by
MHAC is also the recommended component of any Heritage Impact Assessment
process.

2.

CULTURAL HERITAGE RESOURCES

The City of Cambridge Official Plan broadly defines cultural heritage resources.
As a starting point, MHAC strongly encourages owners/developers to refer to the
Heritage Properties Registry for the addresses of significant heritage properties
and to consult with the Heritage Planner regarding known cultural heritage
resources in the area of the proposed development. The Heritage Properties
Registry is endorsed and regularly updated by Cambridge Council.

1

Development means the creation of a new lot, a change in land use, or the construction of a building(s) or
structure(s), requiring approval under the Planning Act, but does not include activities that create or
maintain infrastructure authorized under an environmental assessment process or works subject to the
Drainage Act. (Planning Act, revised)
2
Community Plan is a plan which is prepared for a specific geographic area of residential designated land
containing detailed policies to guide future development. (New)
3
Cultural heritage resource means physical remains which include, but are not limited to: buildings
(residential, commercial, institutional, industrial and agricultural); cultural heritage landscapes (designed,
organic/evolved); structures (water tower, bridge, fence and dam): monuments (cenotaph, statue, cairn);
archaeological resources; cemeteries; scenic roads; vistas/views; culturally significant natural features
(tree and landforms); movable objects (archival records and artifacts); and cultural traditions (language,
stories, music, dance, food, celebrations, arts and crafts. (ROP, revised).

Heritage Impact Assessment Guidelines
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The City will make available any other relevant information that it maintains,
including archival records.

The MHAC is available for consultation with the owner/developer and should be
accessed for its expertise. A sub-committee of MHAC has been established to
work with owners/developers through the assessment process.

3.

CONTENTS OF HERITAGE IMPACT ASSESSMENTS

Under the City’s Official Plan, a Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment may
include the following elements to address these policies:
Policy:

identification and evaluation of the built heritage resource:

Guideline:

A map of the subject area to identify the location of the property and
properties within 150m of the subject site.
Municipal street
address, legal description and current owner’s address are also
required. An evaluation of the property from a cultural heritage
perspective will be conducted. The property will be assessed in
accordance with the Heritage Evaluation Criteria in Policy 4.4 of the
Official Plan.

Policy:

graphic and written inventory of the heritage resource:

Guideline:

Measured architectural drawings and photographic documentation
of the subject property will be provided along with a written
description. The measured architectural drawings will be of all built
structures on the site such as fences, statues, barns, and
residences. The drawings will be accurate measurements that
provide enough information so that the building could be re-created.
Measured drawings will include dimensions for building footprint,
height, window and door openings, and roof details. The
photographs will provide a visual documentation of the site and the
structures. Photographs of both the interior and exterior of
structures will form part of the inventory.

Policy:

assessment of the proposal’s impact on the heritage
resource;

Guideline:

The proposal will be described and its impact on the heritage
resource assessed. Changes to the heritage resource such as
additions, alterations or demolition will be described. Changes to
the landscape and streetscape will be described. New construction
shall be evaluated in such terms as orientation, massing, scale,

Heritage Impact Assessment Guidelines
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building materials/colour and fenestration. Distance from existing
heritage resources, traffic patterns and grading shall be evaluated.
Policy:

means to mitigate negative impacts, in accordance with the
heritage resources priorities established in Policy 4.2.1 of this
plan.

Guideline:

The priority is to preserve and be compatible with the heritage
resource and surrounding lands into the proposed development in a
manner that respects the cultural heritage attributes of the subject
property. Describe how the proposed new development will
incorporate the existing built heritage resources into the proposal.
Describe what measures are being taken to ensure the integration
of the existing with the new. Mitigation may include, but is not
limited to, landscaping, lighting, and signage.
The scale and design of the development should complement the
heritage resource in terms of its orientation, massing, materials and
scale. Signage will meet the requirements of the City of Cambridge
Sign By-law for Heritage Conservation Districts and Designated
Buildings. The Senior Planner - Heritage will be consulted for
additional information concerning the sign application.

Policy:

alternatives to the proposal

Guideline:

This is the key element of the Heritage Impact Assessment
because it identifies more than one alternative and explores the
possibilities of the site. At least three options will be submitted and
will range from a “do-nothing” approach through to a complete
redevelopment of the subject property.

Policy:

identification of and justification for the preferred option
The proponent will identify the preferred option and provide the
rationale for seeking its approval. The preferred option cannot be
based solely on the economics of the site. The preferred option
may also include natural and cultural heritage issues, streetscaping
considerations and revitalization opportunities.

4.

QUALIFICATIONS

A professional in good standing with the Canadian Association of Heritage
Professionals (CAHP) is considered qualified to evaluate the heritage resource
and shall complete the Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment. A curriculum vitea
must be included in the Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment.

Heritage Impact Assessment Guidelines
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As a starting point, the Canadian Association of Professionals Heritage
Consultants is a source of qualified individuals. The website is www.caphc.ca.
The Assessment will include a listing of previously completed Heritage Impact
Assessments and contact list.
5.

FORMAT
• The HIA will be formatted to be printed on 8 ½” by 11” paper. The HIA will
be submitted electronically to the City.
• Maps or drawings 11” by 17” will be bound into the report. Larger maps or
drawings shall be inserted in a pocket inside the back cover of the report.
• The HIA will include a title page listing the name of the proponent, the
owner of the subject property, address of the subject property, and list the
principal author and the date the report was completed.
• The HIA will contain an executive summary following the title page.
• The HIA will include a C.V. of the principal author (s).

6.

PROCESS
• Contact the Senior Planner - Heritage to discuss proposal at earliest stage
possible.
• Discuss Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment including whether scoping
or waiving the requirement should be considered. A Heritage Impact
Assessment may be scoped or waived by either Council or MHAC.
• Retain expertise to complete the Heritage Impact Assessment.
• Submit draft to the Senior Planner - Heritage for circulation to the
<HAC sub- committee.
• Review comments received from the MHAC sub-committee and revise
accordingly.
• Submit final report to the Senior Planner - Heritage for circulation to the
MHAC.
• The Senior Planner – Heritage will advise of the meeting date at which
the Committee will review the HIA and the proponent will have an
opportunity to address the Committee.
• MHAC can approve the HIA, request additional information or not support
the HIA.
• The completed Heritage Impact Assessment shall first be submitted to the
Cambridge MHAC and the recommendation of MHAC will be forwarded to
Council for consideration with the associated development proposal.

Heritage Impact Assessment Guidelines
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7.

QUESTIONS

Should you have any questions about these guidelines please contact:
Senior Planner - Heritage
50 Dickson Street, P.O. Box 669
Cambridge, Ontario N1R 5W8
(519) 621-0740 ext. 4788

Heritage Impact Assessment Guidelines
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ATTACHMENTS

1. City of Cambridge Official Plan – Chapter 5: Built Heritage Resources
2. City of Cambridge Sign By-Law for Heritage Conservation Districts
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CURRICULUMVITAE
Dan Currie, BA, BES, MA, MCIP, RPP, CAHP
EDUCATION
2006
Masters of Arts (Planning)
University of Waterloo
1998
Bachelor of Environmental Studies
University of Waterloo
1998
Bachelor of Arts (Art History)
University of Saskatchewan

Dan Currie, a Partner with MHBC, joined MHBC Planning in 2009, after having
worked in various positions in the public sector since 1997 including the Director
of Policy Planning for the City of Cambridge and Senior Policy Planner for the City
of Waterloo.
Dan provides a variety of planning services for public and private sector clients
including a wide range of policy and development work. Dan has experience in a
number of areas including strategic planning, growth plan policy, secondary
plans, watershed plans, housing studies and downtown revitalization plans. Dan
specializes in long range planning and has experience in growth plans, settlement
area expansions and urban growth studies.
Dan holds a Masters degree in Planning from the University of Waterloo, a
Bachelors degree (Honours) in Planning from the University of Waterloo and a
Bachelor of Arts degree from the University of Saskatchewan. He is a registered
Professional Planner and a Member of the Canadian Institute of Planners and a
Professional Member of the Canadian Association of Heritage Professionals.

PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATIONS
Full Member, Canadian Institute of Planners
Full Member, Ontario Professional Planners Institute
Professional Member, Canadian Association of Heritage Professionals
Past Board Member, Town and Gown Association of Ontario

PROFESSIONAL HISTORY

CONTACT
540 Bingemans Centre Drive,
Suite 200
Kitchener, ON N2B 3X9
T 519 576 3650 x 744
F 519 576 0121
dcurrie@mhbcplan.com
www.mhbcplan.com

2013 – Present

Partner,
MacNaughton Hermsen Britton Clarkson Planning Limited

2009 – 2013

Associate
MacNaughton Hermsen Britton Clarkson Planning Limited

2007 - 2009

Director, Policy Planning, City of Cambridge

2000 - 2007

Senior Planner, City of Waterloo

1

CURRICULUMVITAE
Dan Currie, BA, BES, MA, MCIP, RPP, CAHP
1999 - 2000

Planner, City of Waterloo

1997 - 1998

Research Planner, City of Kitchener

SELECTED PROJECT EXPERIENCE
MASTER PLANS, GROWTH MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES AND POLICY STUDIES
Township of West Lincoln, Smithville Northwest Quadrant Secondary Plan
Township of Tiny Growth Management Strategy and Urban Expansion Analysis
Niagara-on-the-Lake Mary Street Streetscape Study
Richmond Hill, Bond Crescent Intensification Strategy
City of Cambridge Climate Change Adaptation Policy
Ministry of Infrastructure Pilot Test of Growth Plan Indicators Study
Cambridge West Master Environmental Servicing Plan
Township of Tiny Residential Land Use Study
Township of West Lincoln Settlement Area Expansion Analysis
Port Severn Settlement Area Boundary Review
City of Cambridge Green Building Policy
Township of West Lincoln Intensification Study & Employment Land Strategy
Ministry of the Environment Review of the D-Series Land Use Guidelines
Meadowlands Conservation Area Management Plan
City of Cambridge Trails Master Plan
City of Kawartha Lakes Growth Management Strategy
City of Cambridge Growth Management Strategy
Cambridge GO Train Feasibility Study
City of Waterloo Height and Density Policy
City of Waterloo Student Accommodation Study
Uptown Waterloo Residential Market Study
City of Waterloo Land Supply Study
City of Kitchener Inner City Housing Study

CONTACT
540 Bingemans Centre Drive,
Suite 200
Kitchener, ON N2B 3X9
T 519 576 3650 x 744
F 519 576 0121
dcurrie@mhbcplan.com
www.mhbcplan.com

2

CURRICULUMVITAE
Dan Currie, BA, BES, MA, MCIP, RPP, CAHP
HERITAGE PLANNING
Town of Cobourg Heritage Master Plan
Municipality of Chatham-Kent Rondeau Heritage Conservation District Plan
City of Markham Victoria Square Heritage Conservation District Study
City of Kingston Barriefield Heritage Conservation District Plan
Burlington Heights Heritage Lands Management Plan
Township of Muskoka Lakes, Bala Heritage Conservation District Study and Plan
Municipality of Meaford, Downtown Meaford Heritage Conservation District Plan
City of Guelph Brooklyn and College Hill Heritage Conservation District Plan
Niagara Peninsula Conservation Authority St John’s Master Plan
City of Toronto Garden District Heritage Conservation District Study and Plan
City of London Western Counties Cultural Heritage Plan
City of Cambridge Heritage Master Plan
City of Waterloo Mary-Allen Neighbourhood Heritage District Study
City of Waterloo Rummelhardt School Heritage Designation
Other heritage consulting services including:
• Heritage Impact Assessments
• Requests for Designations
• Alterations or new developments within Heritage Conservation Districts
DEVELOPMENT PLANNING
Provide consulting services and prepare planning applications for private sector
clients for:
• Draft plans of subdivision
• Consent
• Official Plan Amendment
• Zoning By-law Amendment
• Minor Variance
• Site Plan

CONTACT
540 Bingemans Centre Drive,
Suite 200
Kitchener, ON N2B 3X9
T 519 576 3650 x 744
F 519 576 0121
dcurrie@mhbcplan.com
www.mhbcplan.com

3

CURRICULUMVITAE
Rachel Redshaw, MA, H.E. Dipl.
EDUCATION
2011
Higher Education Diploma
Cultural Development/ Gaelic Studies
University of the Highlands and
Islands
2012
Bachelor of Arts
Joint Advanced Major in Celtic Studies
and Anthropology
Saint Francis Xavier University
2014
Master of Arts
World Heritage and Cultural Projects
for Development
UNESCO, University of Turin, The
International Training Centre of the
ILO

CONTACT
540 Bingemans Centre Drive,
Suite 200
Kitchener, ON N2B 3X9
T 519 576 3650 x728
F 519 576 0121
rredshaw@mhbcplan.com
www.mhbcplan.com

Rachel Redshaw, a Heritage Planer with MHBC, joined the firm in 2018. Ms.
Redshaw has a Bachelor of Arts in Anthropology and Celtic Studies and a Master
of Arts in World Heritage and Cultural Projects for Development. Ms. Redshaw
completed her Master’s in Turin, Italy; the Master’s program was established by
UNESCO in conjunction with the University of Turin and the International Training
Centre of the ILO.
Ms. Redshaw provides a variety of heritage planning services for public and
private sector clients. Ms. Redshaw has worked for years completing cultural
heritage planning in a municipal setting. She has worked in municipal building
and planning departments and also completed contract work for the private
sector to gain a diverse knowledge of building and planning in respect to how
they apply to cultural heritage.

PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATIONS
Candidate, Canadian Association of Heritage Professionals (CAHP)

PROFESSIONAL HISTORY
2018 - Present

Heritage Planner,
MacNaughton Hermsen Britton Clarkson Planning Limited

2018

Building Permit Coordinator, (Contract)
Township of Wellesley

2018

Building Permit Coordinator (Contract)
RSM Building Consultants

2017

Deputy Clerk,
Township of North Dumfries

2015-2016

Building/ Planning Clerk
Township of North Dumfries

2009-2014

Historical Researcher
Township of North Dumfries
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CURRICULUMVITAE
Rachel Redshaw, MA, H.E. Dipl.
PROFESSIONAL/COMMUNITY ASSOCIATIONS
2018 - Present
2018-Present
2016 - Present
2012 - Present
2011 - 2014

Member, Architectural Conservancy of Ontario- Cambridge
Member of Publications Committee, Waterloo Historical Society
Secretary, Toronto Gaelic Society
Member (Former Co-Chair & Co-Founder), North Dumfries
Historical Preservation Society
Member, North Dumfries Municipal Heritage Committee

AWARDS / PUBLICATIONS / RECOGNITION
2008-2012
2012
2014
2012

Historical Columnist for the Ayr News
Waterloo Historical Society, ‘‘Harvesting Bees in Waterloo
Region’’
The Rise of the City: Social Business Incubation in the City of
Hamilton, (MA Dissertation)
Nach eil ann tuilleadh: An Nòs Ùr aig nan Gàidheal (BA Thesis) Thesis
written in Scottish Gaelic evaluating disappearing Gaelic rites of
passage in Nova Scotia.

PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT COURSES
2018
2010

CONTACT
540 Bingemans Centre Drive,
Suite 200
Kitchener, ON N2B 3X9
T 519 576 3650 x728
F 519 576 0121
rredshaw@mhbcplan.com
www.mhbcplan.com
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Building Officials and the Law (OBOA Course)
Irish Archaeological Field School Certificate
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