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1.0 Purpose 
MHBC has prepared this report for the Cambridge West Collector Road Environmental Assessment (EA). 
The purpose of this report is to provide an assessment of cultural heritage features as input to the 
integrated and comprehensive evaluation of the collector road alignment alternatives leading to the 
selection of preferred alignments for the collector roads within the Cambridge West area: Blenheim 
Road, Bismark Drive and Newman Drive. Cultural heritage resources have also been assessed for the 
evaluation of alternative designs for the Devil’s Creek crossing.  
 
The Municipal Class EA applies to municipal infrastructure projects in Ontario, including roads, water, 
wastewater and transit projects. The purpose of the Ontario Environmental Assessment Act (R.S.O 1990) 
is to provide for: 

“...the betterment of the people of the whole or any part of Ontario by providing for the protection, 
conservation and wise management in Ontario of the environment.” 

 
Environment is defined in a broad manner in the Environmental Assessment Act to mean the “natural, 
social, cultural, built and economic environments”. This screening report focuses on the cultural 
environment, as it relates to built heritage resources and cultural heritage landscape resources. 
Archaeological resources are not assessed in this report, but have been the subject of separate reports. 

 
The Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (amended 2007 and 2011) provides the following 
definitions under “Cultural Environment” (part B – Municipal Road Projects, Page B-3): 

 
“Built heritage resources means one or more significant buildings, structures, monuments, 
installations or remains associated with architectural, cultural, social, political, economic or 
military history and identified as being important to a community. These resources may be 
identified through designation or heritage conservation easement under the Ontario Heritage Act, 
or listed by local, provincial or federal jurisdictions. 
 
Cultural heritage landscape means a defined geographical area of heritage significance which has 
been modified by human activities and is valued by a community. It involves grouping(s) of 
individual heritage features such as structures, spaces, archaeological sites, and natural elements, 
which together form a significant type of heritage form, distinctive from that of its constituent 
elements or parts. Examples may include, but are not limited to, heritage conservation districts 
designated under the Ontario Heritage Act; and villages, parks, gardens, battlefields, mainstreets 
and neighbourhoods, cemeteries, trailways and industrial complexes of cultural heritage value. 
 
Cultural heritage resources include built heritage, cultural heritage landscapes, marine and other 
archaeological sites. The Minister of Culture (MCL) is responsible for the administration of the 
Ontario Heritage Act and is responsible for determining policies, priorities and programs for the 
conservation, protection and preservation of Ontario’s heritage, which includes cultural heritage 
landscapes, built heritage and archaeological resources. MCL has released a series of guides on the 
Ontario Heritage Act, entitled the Ontario Heritage Tool Kit.” 
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2.0 Project background 
The following section provides a general description of the study area, as well as background 
information about the Environmental Assessment and Planning Act processes related to the Cambridge 
West Collector Road project. 

2.1 Study area description 
The study area is located along the western boundary of the City of Cambridge, near downtown Galt.  
The area is rural in nature, consisting of open farm fields, environmental features, rural residential 
homes, and an existing road network.  The area abuts previously-approved residential subdivisions to 
the northeast of the study area. A map showing the study area is shown below as Figure 1.   
 

 
Figure 1: Study area for collector road network environmental assessment.  

 
The Cambridge West community represents one of the City’s last remaining undeveloped greenfield 
areas.  The Cambridge West community is approximately 90 hectares (220 acres) in size.  Devil’s Creek 
and open space lands are located to the east, the CP rail line is located to the south, the Township of 
North Dumfries is located to the west and north and existing residential development is located to the 
northeast. 
The Cambridge West area includes a number of existing natural features and forms part of four 
subwatersheds including:  Devil’s Creek Subwatershed, Newman Creek Subwatershed, Cruickston Creek 
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Subwatershed and Barrie’s Lake Subwatershed.   Much of the Cambridge West area is used for 
agricultural purposes on an interim basis, pending development.  The residential property located at 
200 Blenheim Road contains the original farmhouse, as well as several outbuildings.  The farmhouse is 
used as a single-detached dwelling and is located on a separate parcel of land that was created by way 
of a severance that was approved a number of years ago.  The property is identified as a built heritage 
resource in the City of Cambridge heritage properties inventory.  The farmhouse is proposed to be 
retained in -situ and was a consideration in evaluating alternative collector road alignments. 
 
The Cambridge West Community is designated as ‘Urban Designated Greenfield Area’ which forms part 
of the Urban Area of the approved Regional Official Plan (ROP).  The Urban Area designation in the ROP 
commits the Cambridge West Community to urban uses.  Land use designations are to be confirmed in 
lower-tier official plans (i.e. City of Cambridge Official Plan).  Lands within the Urban Area have the 
greatest capacity to accommodate growth and are to be the primary focus for employment, housing, 
cultural and recreational opportunities in the Region.  The Region’s greenfield areas that serve primarily 
a residential function are to meet or exceed a minimum density of 55 residents and jobs combined per 
hectare.  The minimum density target has an influence on the total amount of development and the 
infrastructure that is required to accommodate anticipated development within the Cambridge West 
Community and was considered in the preparation of the Cambridge West Secondary Plan and draft 
plans of subdivision.   
 
The City of Cambridge Official Plan designates core environmental features within the Cambridge West 
area as ‘Natural Open Space System’.  The extent/limits of the ‘Natural Open Space System’ require 
clarification in order to reflect the approved Cambridge West Master Environmental Servicing Plan.  The 
balance of the lands within the Cambridge West Community are currently designated ‘Low/Medium 
Density Residential’.  The ‘Low/Medium Density Residential’ designation provides for the development 
of single detached dwellings, townhouses, and walk-up apartments to a maximum density of 40 units 
per hectare.  Compatible community facilities such as schools, parks, places of worship and commercial 
establishments are also recognized.  The Cambridge West Community is proposed to be developed as 
a contemporary residential community comprised of a mix and range of unit types, neighbourhood 
serving uses including mixed use commercial/residential, a school, parks, community trails and 
servicing infrastructure.   
 
The land use designations associated with the Cambridge West Community were in place prior to the 
development of the adjacent subdivisions that are located to the northeast.  Planning for the adjacent 
residential subdivisions anticipated further future development of the Cambridge West Community.   
The subdivisions provide for the southerly extension of a number of roads including (among others) 
Newman Drive, Bismark Drive and Wilkinson Avenue. 

2.2 Environmental assessment process 
Planning for a collector road network required to serve the Cambridge West Community has been under 
consideration for a considerable period of time.  The evaluation and planning process has been 
conducted as an integrated process in accordance with the Municipal Class EA and Planning Act. 
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The collector road network and associated infrastructure falls under Schedule ‘C’ of the Municipal Class 
Environmental Assessment.  Schedule ‘C’ projects require completion of all five phrases of the Class EA 
Planning and Design Process including the completion of an Environmental Study Report (ESR). 
 
Phases 1 and 2 of the Cambridge West Class EA were completed and documented in the Cambridge 
West Master Environmental Servicing Plan (MESP) which was approved by GRCA on January 24th, 2014, 
the City of Cambridge on March 17th, 2014 and the Region of Waterloo on April 9th, 2014. Phases 1 and 
2 resulted in a preferred collector road network for the Cambridge West Community.  The MESP also 
gives direction to subsequent phases of the Class EA process and guides the development of the 
Cambridge West Community.  
 
The MESP provides that the precise alignment of the preferred collector road network is to be 
determined through the completion of an integrated Class EA and Planning Act process, with the 
alignments confirmed through the completion of Phases 3 and 4 of the EA and approval of an Official 
Plan Amendment.  Official plan amendment applications have been submitted and coordinated with 
Phases 3 and 4 of the Cambridge West Collector Road Class EA.  The official plan amendment 
applications as well as development applications for rezonings and plans of subdivision have been 
appealed to the Ontario Municipal Board (OMB).  Final approval of the Cambridge West Collector Road 
EA will require OMB approval of the Planning Act applications.  The OMB will be requested to approve 
the final recommended collector road network and collector road alignments through the approval of 
the official plan amendment and plan of subdivision applications.  The final design of collector roads for 
construction purposes within proposed plans of subdivision (Phase 5) will be completed as part of the 
final approval of the subdivisions.    
 
A Preliminary Evaluation Report (October, 2015) was prepared and describes the collector road 
alignment alternatives, Devil’s Creek crossing design options, the evaluation methodology and the 
preliminary preferred alignments for the recommended collector road network and Devil`s Creek 
crossing.  The Preliminary Evaluation Report was supported by detailed technical evaluation and 
analysis included as appendices to the report.  The report was made available to review agencies and 
the community for comment.  The below figure depicts the conclusions of the Preliminary Evaluation 
Report with respect to the road alignments. 
 
Following the completion of the Preliminary Evaluation Report, work has continued on the finalization 
of the design through the Environmental Study Report (ESR). 
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Figure 2: Preliminary Evaluation Report road alternatives  
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3.0 Cultural heritage resources 
This section of the report reviews the potential for cultural heritage resources within and near the study 
area.  A review of previous work completed in the area is included, as well as further investigation and 
evaluation of resources within the study area that have the potential for impacts as a result of the 
Cambridge West Collector Road project. 

3.1 Summary of previous cultural heritage work 
The City of Cambridge has previously undertaken the preparation of a Cultural Heritage Master Plan in 
2008.  The Plan outlined a strategy for conserving Cambridge's Built Heritage Resources by identifying, 
valuing and protecting them. The plan also provided guidance on encouraging development that 
respects the heritage character of the city; recommendations on policies for inclusion in the City’s 
Official Plan; and, provided priorities and timelines for the City’s actions in heritage conservation. 
 
The Heritage Master Plan was based on a three step approach consisting of performing archival and 
field research, undertaking interviews and surveys, and undertaking discussions with City staff and the 
steering committee.  The range of heritage resources that were considered included a focus on built 
heritage resources (i.e. industrial, institutional, commercial, agricultural and residential buildings, and 
miscellaneous structures), CHLs, and archaeological resources. Cambridge’s Heritage Master Plan 
adopted the Ontario Heritage Toolkit’s definition for CHL, and specified types of CHLs such as public 
parks and open spaces, private landscapes, views, scenic routes, sites of sacred or secular value, oral 
histories, and living traditions and cultural practices.  
 
The outcome of the Heritage Master Plan was to identify categories of resources and character areas.  
These included areas such as neighbourhoods, parks and open space, villages, roads and views.  There 
were no potential heritage resources identified within the Cambridge West study area, and the nearest 
heritage resource was the Dickson Hill Heritage Conservation District which is located approximately 
650 metres to the east. 
 
The Region of Waterloo undertook the preparation of a Scenic Roads and Special Character Streets 
Resource Document in December 2011, which inventoried and ranked various road segments in the 
Region of Waterloo.  Based on the research completed, roads were ranked as: ‘Extremely Scenic’, ‘Very 
Scenic’, ‘Scenic’, or ‘Some Scenic Qualities’.  The section of Roseville Road located immediately east of 
the study area has been identified as having ‘Some Scenic Qualities’, which means that consideration 
should be given to retaining the existing cross-section, vegetation and alignment. 

3.2 Area cultural heritage resources 
A review of information from the City of Cambridge identifies that there is one known cultural heritage 
resource within the Cambridge West Lands: 200 Blenheim Road. The City of Cambridge Heritage 
Properties Inventory (2010) identifies other heritage resources in the nearby area (including the Dickson 



Cambridge West Collector Road Environmental Assessment  February 2016 (revised May 2018) 
Cultural Heritage Screening Report  

MHBC  Page 7 

Hill Heritage Conservation District) but none are located adjacent to the Cambridge West lands or the 
portions of the collector roads that are subject to the EA. The property at 1058 Roseville Road, located 
west of the subject property, is listed on the Township of North Dumfries Heritage Register. Areas 
cultural heritage resources are identified on Figure 3 on the following page.  A summary of the 
screening analysis undertaken to determine the extent of cultural heritage resources on the Cambridge 
West lands is provided below.  
 

200 Blenheim Road (CHR1) 
The property at 200 Blenheim Road, is identified as a built heritage resource in the City of Cambridge 
Heritage Properties Inventory, October 2010, Planning Services Department, City of Cambridge. The 
inventoried property is referred to as “Green Hill Farm”, contained in the Landmark Series published 
in the Cambridge Times. There are no other City files containing supportive historical or architectural 
information respecting the subject property. The property comprises an area of approximately 1.15 
hectares (2.84 acres) with frontage on Blenheim Road of approximately 79 metres (259 feet).  The 
property contains a number of structures and associated landscape features, the principal focus of 
which is the 1850’s farmhouse associated with the Barrie family, who were major landowners and 
influential members of the community. Research and assessment of the cultural heritage value of 
the property was undertaken as part of this project and is summarized in Section 3.3. 
 
The collector road alignment alternatives were assessed for their impact on the property at 200 
Blenheim Road. 
 
288 Bismark Drive (CHR2) 
The former farm yard at 288 Bismark Drive is within the Cambridge West Lands. The farm residence 
and other buildings were demolished in late 2013. The cultural heritage significance of this property 
was assessed prior to the demolition.  In November 2013, a Heritage Impact Assessment was 
approved by the City of Cambridge Municipal Heritage Advisory Committee which assessed the 
cultural heritage significance of the property and concluded that due to the changes to the 
property, alterations and physical condition of the building there was little cultural heritage value 
in retaining the buildings and farmyard and that redevelopment would be appropriate.  
 
1058 Roseville Road (CHR3) 
The property at 1058 Roseville Road, located west of the study area is listed on the Township of 
North Dumfries Heritage Register. The property contains an existing farm cluster, which includes a 
home, barn complex, silos and additional agricultural outbuildings.  No additional information on 
the property accompanied the listing on the municipal register.  
 
Dickson Hill Heritage Conservation District (CHR4) 
The Dickson Hill Heritage Conservation District comprises City of Cambridge owned lands (right of 
ways and open space areas) including: Mountview Cemetery, Dickson Park, Victoria Park, 
Cambridge Library and Gallery, Queen’s Square, St. Andrew’s Park, part of Blair Road, part of Park 
Avenue, James Street, part of George Street North, part of park Hill Road West, part of Blenheim 
Road, Charles Street, Brant Place, Blair Line, Metcalfe Street, part of Grand Avenue South, Anderson  
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Figure 3: Cultural heritage resources within and near study area  
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Road North, Brandt Road North, Landsdown Road North, Wentworth Avenue, Crescent Place, North 
Square, Queen’s Square, Melville Street North and South, part of Salisbury Avenue, part of Barrie 
Street, Bynge Avenue, River Street, Rear Street, Gladstone Avenue, and St. Andrew’s Street.  
 
Dickson Hill has a high concentration of significant residential, commercial and manufacturing 
buildings. The character-defining elements of the Dickson Hill area are its tree-lined streets, 
distinctive globe street lights, and prominent public spaces and landscape features.  
 
The Dickson Hill area is located approximately 650 metres east of the study area, and not 
immediately adjacent. Only the portion of Blenheim Road between the cemetery and Blair Road are 
designated. The portion of Blenheim Road that is subject to the Municipal Class EA is not part of this 
designation.  
 
Blenheim Road/Roseville Road (CHR5) 
Blenheim Road is not identified in municipal or regional documents as a scenic road or road of 
cultural heritage value (aside from the section previously mentioned in the Dickson Hill Heritage 
Conservation District). The City of Cambridge Heritage Master Plan does not designate or identify 
Blenheim Road as a scenic road.  
 
A section of Roseville Road is identified in the Region of Waterloo’s Scenic Roads and Special 
Character Streets Resource Document (December 2011) as a rural connector having “some scenic 
qualities”. The section of Roseville Road identified as having some scenic qualities is the curving 
section northeast of Barrie’s Lake, terminating at the eastern end of the lake, west of the property at 
200 Blenheim Road. This section of road is not currently proposed for realignment as part of this EA 
process. 

3.3 200 Blenheim Road 
The only cultural heritage resource located within the study area is 200 Blenheim Road.  As such, further 
evaluation and description was warranted in order to understand features and potential impacts from 
a project such as the Cambridge West development. 
 
The subject lands comprise an area of approximately 1.15 hectares (2.84 acres) with frontage on 
Blenheim Road of approximately 79 metres (259 feet) and are referred to by its street address as 200 
Blenheim Road. The property contains a number of structures and associated landscape features, the 
principal focus of which is the 1850s farmhouse (historically located on part of Lot 13 Concession 11 in 
the Township of North Dumfries) associated with the Barrie family. The property is currently owned by 
Kerry and Peter Faus.  
 
The subject lands were once part of a larger farm parcel of 300 acres once owned by John Barrie in the 
nineteenth century. The lot is part of an area of gently rolling topography which at this particular 
location slopes gently upwards from 315 metres a.s.l at Blenhiem Road to a high point of 318 metres 
a.s.l. including an area approximately where the former farm house is now located. Surrounding lands 
to the west, north and east of the subject property are open in character and currently in agricultural 
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production. There are only a few unobstructed views of the farmhouse on the subject property and for 
the most part many buildings and features are screened when publicly viewed from Blenheim Road. 
 
The lot is characterized by a number of buildings, structures and features. Boundary features include a 
painted, white post and rail fence that delineates the entire lot together with a partial screen of mixed 
deciduous and coniferous plantings that permit only interment views from the road into the property. 
The front yard of the property is a grassed area with specimen trees (Ash, Norway Maple and Blue 
Spruce) and a driveway that leads from Blenheim Road to the main house and to a number of ancillary 
outbuildings to the north. 
 
The residence, a former farm house, is a one and a half storey, three bay, coursed stone structure with 
side gables and a moderately pitched, asphalt shingled, roof with chimneys at each gable end. The 
house, built in the 1850s, is designed in the Gothic Revival style and most notably distinguished by a 
medium pitched centre gable containing a Regency inspired arched window in the front facade. (It is 
reported in the series entitled “Landmarks, Cambridge, Cambridge Times” that the house was built in 
1854 for the newly married John and Isobel [sic] Gillies [sic], although the church records indicate a 
marriage date of 1858). The central entranceway contains a door flanked by sidelights with a transom 
window above. The entranceway is protected by a flat-roofed, semi-circular porch, supported by four 
columns, and approached by steps. The porch and steps appear to be later additions and not original 
to the date of construction. Rectangular window openings are located in each flanking bay and are 
distinguished by stone voussoirs. The shutters on either side of the windows are later additions as are 
the alterations to the windows, notably the insertion of decorative panel inserts. There are paired 
windows in the upper half storey at each gable end. 
 
Substantial alterations have been made to the former farmhouse notably at the east end with the 
construction of a one storey addition and to the south with a one and a half storey addition. Located to 
the northeast of the house are a number of outbuildings including a gable ended garage with vertical 
plank cladding and metal roof, a single storey board-and-batten, gable-ended structure and a single 
storey, hipped-roof structure with decorative ventilator. At the far north end of the subject property are 
two, non-functioning, concrete silos. 

3.3.1 Cultural Heritage Value of 200 Blenheim Road 
The property at 200 Blenheim Road has been evaluated using Ontario Regulation 9/06 pursuant to the 
Ontario Heritage Act in order to determine heritage value. The regulation provides that:  

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. 
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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.  
 
Based on the evaluation undertaken, the property is considered to have both design / physical value 
and historical / associative value, as set out below. 
 
Statement of cultural heritage value 
The 1850s stone farmhouse is a good representative example of a vernacular interpretation of the 
Gothic Revival style and is also a good representative example from this era of mid-nineteenth century 
building and construction. Later additions to the farmhouse, at the side and rear, do not excessively 
hide or detract from the overall form of the farmhouse. The former farmhouse is not a striking physical 
landmark at this location, being partially hidden and screened by trees and it cannot be concluded that 
the building is either a landmark or contributes to the streetscape. It is noted that the former farmhouse 
has been recognized in the “Landmarks” series featured in the Cambridge Times although there is no 
mention of the building’s setting. 
 
It is evident that the Barrie family had a formative influence on agricultural and farming activity in North 
Dumfries Township. The subject property appears to have been directly associated with these activities 
and is materially reflected in the surviving farmhouse. Although John Barrie’s precise role remains a little 
unclear, the 1850s farmhouse reflects and is associated with a period of prosperity for the Barrie family 
and is directly associated with the settlement and farming activities of George Barrie Senior, John Barrie 
and Alexander Barrie. The latter Barrie family member also served in local municipal political life as 
Deputy Reeve and Reeve of North Dumfries Township, presumably while living at the subject property. 
 
Accordingly, while the identified historic values are identified as residing with the Barrie family’s farming 
associations while in North Dumfries Township, rather than Galt, or current day Cambridge, it can 
concluded that the remnant farmhouse can be considered to have historical associations with members 
of the Barrie family during the nineteenth century who collectively had a formative influence on 
agricultural and farming activity in North Dumfries Township. 
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Heritage attributes 
The subject property is concluded to have cultural heritage value vested in both historical values as well 
as architectural interest in the remnant farmhouse as follows: 

• The remnant farmhouse can be considered to have historical associations with members of the 
Barrie family during the nineteenth century who collectively had a formative influence on 
agricultural and farming activity in North Dumfries Township as well as intermittent roles in 
municipal public service. 

• The 1850s stone farmhouse is a good representative example of a vernacular interpretation of 
the Gothic Revival style. 

• The 1850s stone farmhouse is a good representative example from the era of mid-nineteenth 
century farmhouse building and construction. 

3.3.2  200 Blenheim Road photos 
The following section contains photos of the study area and site surrounding 200 Blenheim Road.  

1. Long view from Blenheim Road looking northwest to fencing, tree screen, ancillary building and 
silos. 

2. Long view from Blenheim Road looking north along fencing and tree screen, with partially 
hidden house porch to west. 

3. View from Blenheim Road looking north into interior of the property, with partially hidden 
ancillary buildings. 

4. View from entrance driveway of 200 Blenheim Road looking north into the interior of the 
property and the 1850s farmhouse. 

5. Short view from Blenheim Road looking northeast to fencing and partial tree screen. 

6. Long view from Blenheim Road looking northeast to fencing, tree screen, ancillary building 
and silos. 
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Photo #1: Long view from Blenheim Road looking northwest to fencing, tree screen, ancillary 
building and silos. (July 2011, MHBC) 

 

 
Photo #2: Long view from Blenheim Road looking north along fencing and tree screen, with 
partially hidden house porch to west. (July 2011, MHBC) 
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Photo #3: View from Blenheim Road looking north into interior of the property, with partially 
hidden ancillary buildings. (July 2011, MHBC) 

 

 
Photo #4: View from entrance driveway of 200 Blenheim Road looking north into the interior 
of the property and the 1850s farmhouse. (July 2011, MHBC). 
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Photo #5: Short view from Blenheim Road looking northeast to fencing and partial tree 
screen. (July 2011, MHBC). 

 
 

 
Photo #6: Long view from Blenheim Road looking northeast to fencing, tree screen, ancillary 
building and silos. (July 2011, MHBC) 
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3.4 Cultural heritage resources evaluation summary 
The following table summarizes the results of the above evaluation and identifies heritage significance 
where applicable. 
 

CHR 
Number / 

Name 

Location Heritage 
Recognition 

Description Photograph / map 

CHR1 200 Blenheim Road Listed  
(City of Cambridge 
Heritage Register) 

1.5 storey 1850’s stone 
farmhouse associated 
with Barrie family. 

 
(source: MHBC) 

CHR2 288 Bismark Drive Potential heritage 
value (evaluated 
through HIA) 

Former remnant farm 
complex, previously 
demolished.  No CH 
value. 

 
(source: MHBC – prior to demolition) 

CHR3 1058 Roseville Road Listed (Township 
of North Dumfries) 

Farm complex consisting 
of 19th century farmhouse, 
silo, barns, and 
outbuildings. 

 
(source: Google) 

CHR4 Dickson Hill HCD Designated by City 
of Cambridge 
through OHA. 

Heritage Conservation 
District designation 
consists of road 
allowances and public 
spaces (parks, cemetery) 
within the Dickson Hill 
neighbourhood in west 
Galt. 

 
(source: Google) 

CHR5 Blenheim Rd / Roseville 
Rd 

Identified by 
Region of Waterloo 
through scenic 
roads study. 

Two-lane road with a rural 
cross-section.  Links Galt 
to Roseville. 

 
(source: Google) 
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4.0 Collector Road alternatives evaluation 
The proposed collector road alignment alternatives were evaluated based on the number / type / 
significance of direct / indirect impact that they would have on the significance resources for that 
discipline. For the Built Heritage Features discipline, potential impacts to the identified cultural heritage 
resource at Blenheim Road were assessed for each alignment alternative, given numerical scores 
between 1 (most impact) and 10 (least impact).  

4.1 Blenheim Road alignment alternatives 
Alignment 1 was scored the highest (10) since it is located furthest from the property at 200 Blenheim 
Road and will therefore have the least impact. Alignment 4 retains the existing alignment of Blenheim 
Road in front of the property. There would be some impact to the property due to the necessary 
widening of the road, however, this alignment option was scored second highest (9) given that the 
location of the road would remain unchanged and would therefore not introduce additional impacts.  
 
Alignment 3 was scored the lowest (1) because the alignment would bisect the property and would 
have direct impacts on the house. Alternative 2 was scored (7) since the road would cross the northerly 
corner of the property and could have some impact on the property.  
 
None of the alternatives result in a re-alignment of Roseville Road in North Dumfries and therefore they 
were scored equally given that there is little to no impact on the scenic qualities of Roseville Road.  

4.2 Bismark Drive and Newman Drive alignment alternatives 
None of the alignment alternatives for Bismark Drive and Newman Drive impact a cultural heritage 
resource. Therefore each of the alignment alternatives scored the same (10) since there is no 
difference in impact among the alignments.  

4.3 Devil’s Creek crossing design alternatives evaluation 
None of the crossing design alternatives for the Devil’s Creek crossing impact a cultural heritage 
resource. Therefore each of the alternatives scored the same (10) since there is no difference in impact 
among the alternatives.  

4.4 Selection of preferred alternative 
Based on the evaluation completed as part of the EA process, a preferred alternative was selected that 
avoids direct impacts on the built heritage resource located at 200 Blenheim Road as well as nearby 
heritage resources.  The preferred alternative provides for the extension of both Bismark Drive and 
Newman Drive, as well as the realignment of Blenheim Road.  A local road is proposed, which will 
provide access to the front of 200 Blenheim Road, in the current configuration (see Figure 4 below). 
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Figure 4: Preferred alternative   
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5.0 Potential impacts and mitigation 
This report provides an overview of the identified cultural heritage resources located within the study 
area and in close proximity, as well as a further evaluation of the property located at 200 Blenheim Road.  
The purpose of this section is to identify a range of potential impacts to cultural heritage resources, as 
well as establish mitigation options for consideration. 

5.1 Types of potential impacts 
According to the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport Screening for Impacts to Built Heritage and 
Cultural Heritage Landscapes, Heritage Impact Assessments should be undertaken if any of the 
following are to occur:  

• Destruction, removal or relocation of any, or part of any, heritage attribute or feature.  

• Alteration (which means a change in any manner and includes restoration, renovation, repair or 
disturbance).  

• Shadows created that alter the appearance of a heritage attribute or change the exposure or 
visibility of a natural feature or plantings, such as a garden.  

• Isolation of a heritage attribute from its surrounding environment, context or a significant 
relationship.  

• Direct or indirect obstruction of significant views or vistas from, within, or to a built or natural 
heritage feature.  

• A change in land use such as rezoning a battlefield from open space to residential use, allowing 
new development or site alteration to fill in the formerly open spaces.  

• Soil disturbance such as a change in grade, or an alteration of the drainage pattern, or 
excavation, etc.  

 
Based on the foregoing, it is concluded that there is the possibility for impacts to 200 Blenheim Road 
due to potential destruction, alteration, isolation, a chance in land use, or soil disturbance.  Some of the 
road alignment alternatives result in greater potential for impacts than others, and were scored 
accordingly.  It is recommended that a Heritage Impact Assessment be prepared to fully evaluate the 
potential impacts associated with the road alignment alternatives and larger draft plan of subdivision 
surrounding the lands at 200 Blenheim Road. 
 
None of the road alignments under consideration have any potential for impacts to the adjacent 
potential cultural heritage resources located at 1058 Roseville Road, the Dickson Hill Heritage 
Conservation District, or potential scenic road located in North Dumfries Township.  The property at 288 
Bismark Drive was previously evaluated through a Heritage Impact Assessment, and the buildings on 
the property were removed in accordance with the recommendations in the report. 
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5.2 Mitigation strategies 
The following table outlines the potential impacts and mitigation strategies to assist in the avoidance 
of any direct or indirect impacts on the identified heritage resources within and adjacent to the study 
area. 
 

CHR Number 
/ Name 

Location Heritage 
Recognition 

Potential / Anticipated 
Impact 

Recommendations / 
Mitigation 

CHR1 200 Blenheim Road Listed  
(City of Cambridge 
Heritage Register) 

Potential direct / indirect 
impacts as a result of site 
works.  These include 
destruction, alteration, 
isolation, change in use and 
soil disturbance.  Various 
alignments had greater 
potential for impacts and 
were scored accordingly. 

Avoid direct 
encroachment on 
property, and avoid 
changes to entrance / 
exit onto Blenheim Rd. 
 
If encroachment is 
proposed, an HIA 
should be completed. 
 

CHR2 288 Bismark Drive Potential heritage 
value (evaluated 
through HIA) 

n/a – demolished, and not 
identified as a significant 
CHL 

n/a 
 
 
 

CHR3 1058 Roseville Road Listed (Township of 
North Dumfries) 

Potential direct / indirect 
impacts, depending on 
extent of road works. 

Avoid direct 
encroachment on 
property as a result of 
road works. 
 
If encroachment is 
proposed, an HIA may 
be required. 
 

CHR4 Dickson Hill HCD Designated by City 
of Cambridge 
through OHA. 

Potential direct / indirect 
impacts, depending on 
extent of road works. 

Avoid changes to 
existing road alignment 
within HCD boundaries. 
 

CHR5 Blenheim Rd / Roseville Rd Identified by Region 
of Waterloo through 
scenic roads study. 

Potential direct / indirect 
impacts, depending on 
extent of road works. 

Avoid changes to 
existing road alignment 
within North Dumfries. 
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6.0 Conclusion 
This report provides an overview of the potential cultural heritage resources located within and near 
the Cambridge West Collector Road EA study area.  Based on the work completed as part of this 
evaluation, it is concluded that there is potential for impacts to the property known as 200 Blenheim 
Road as a result of the proposed roadworks.  It is recommended that a Heritage Impact Assessment be 
completed in order to further evaluate the potential impacts and recommend any further mitigation 
measures in order to avoid negative impacts to the heritage attributes of the property.  
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Appendix A 



Ministry of Tourism & Culture  Check Sheet for Environmental Assessments 
 

November 2010 

Screening for Impacts to Built Heritage and Cultural Heritage Landscapes 
This checklist is intended to help proponents determine whether their project could affect known or potential cultural heritage 
resources.  The completed checklist should be returned to the appropriate Heritage Planner or Heritage Advisor at the 
Ministry of Tourism and Culture.   

Step 1 – Screening for Recognized Cultural Heritage Value 

YES NO Unknown  

   1. Is the subject property designated or adjacent* to a property designated under the Ontario 
Heritage Act? 

   2. Is the subject property listed on the municipal heritage register or a provincial register/list? 
(e.g. Ontario Heritage Bridge List) 

   3. Is the subject property within or adjacent to a Heritage Conservation District? 

   4. Does the subject property have an Ontario Heritage Trust easement or is it adjacent to such a 
property? 

   5. Is there a provincial or federal plaque on or near the subject property?  

   6. Is the subject property a National Historic Site?   

   7. Is the subject property recognized or valued by an Aboriginal community? 

Step 2 – Screening Potential Resources 

YES NO Unknown 
Built heritage resources  
1. Does the subject property or an adjacent property contain any buildings or structures over 

forty years old† that are: 
    Residential structures   (e.g. house, apartment building, shanty or trap line shelter) 

    Farm buildings  (e.g. barns, outbuildings, silos, windmills) 

    Industrial, commercial or institutional buildings (e.g. a factory, school, etc.) 

   
 Engineering works   (e.g. bridges, water or communications towers, roads, water/sewer 

systems, dams, earthworks, etc.) 

    Monuments or Landmark Features (e.g. cairns, statues, obelisks, fountains, reflecting pools, 
retaining walls, boundary or claim markers, etc.) 

   2. Is the subject property or an adjacent property associated with a known architect or builder? 

   3. Is the subject property or an adjacent property associated with a person or event of historic 
interest? 

   4. When the municipal heritage planner was contacted regarding potential cultural heritage value 
of the subject property, did they express interest or concern? 

YES NO Unknown 
Cultural heritage landscapes 
5. Does the subject property contain landscape features such as: 

    Burial sites and/or cemeteries 
    Parks or gardens 
    Quarries, mining, industrial or farming operations 
    Canals 

    Prominent natural features that could have special value to people (such as waterfalls, rocky 
outcrops, large specimen trees, caves, etc.) 

    Evidence of other human-made alterations to the natural landscape (such as trails, boundary 
or way-finding markers, mounds, earthworks, cultivation, non-native species, etc.) 

   6. Is the subject property within a Canadian Heritage River watershed? 

   7. Is the subject property near the Rideau Canal Corridor UNESCO World Heritage Site? 

   

8. Is there any evidence from documentary sources (e.g., local histories, a local recognition 
program, research studies, previous heritage impact assessment reports, etc.) or local 
knowledge or Aboriginal oral history, associating the subject property/ area with historic events, 
activities or persons? 
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Ministry of Tourism & Culture  Check Sheet for Environmental Assessments 
 

November 2010 

 
Note: 

If the answer is "yes" to any question in Step 1, proceed to Step 3. 
The following resources can assist in answering questions in Step 1: 

Municipal Clerk or Planning Department – Information on properties designated under the Ontario Heritage Act (individual properties or Heritage Conservation 
Districts) and properties listed on a Municipal Heritage register. 
Ontario Heritage Trust – Contact the OHT directly regarding easement properties. A list of OHT plaques can be found on the website: Ontario Heritage Trust 
Parks Canada – A list of National Historic Sites can be found on the website: Parks Canada 
Ministry of Tourism and Culture – The Ontario Heritage Properties Database includes close to 8000 identified heritage properties. Note while this database is a 
valuable resource, it has not been updated since 2005, and therefore is not comprehensive or exhaustive.  Ontario Heritage Properties Database 
Local or Provincial archives 
Local heritage organizations, such as the municipal heritage committee, historical society, local branch of the Architectural Conservancy of Ontario, etc. 
Consideration should also be given to obtaining oral evidence of CHRs. For example, in many Aboriginal communities, an important means of maintaining knowledge 
of cultural heritage resources is through oral tradition. 

If the answer is "yes" to any question in Step 2, an evaluation of cultural heritage value is required. If cultural heritage 
resources are identified, proceed to Step 3.   

If the answer to any question in Step 1 or to questions 2-4, 6-8 in Step 2, is “unknown”, further research is required.  

If the answer is "yes" to any of the questions in Step 3, a heritage impact assessment is required. 

If uncertainty exists at any point, the services of a qualified person should be retained to assist in completing this 
checklist. All cultural heritage evaluation reports and heritage impact assessment reports must be prepared by a 
qualified person.  Qualified persons means individuals (professional engineers, architects, archaeologists, etc.) having 
relevant, recent experience in the identification and conservation of cultural heritage resources.  Appropriate evaluation 
involves gathering and recording information about the property sufficient to understand and substantiate its heritage 
value; determining cultural heritage value or interest based on the advice of qualified persons and with appropriate 
community input.  If the property meets the criteria in Ontario Regulation 9/06 under the Ontario Heritage Act, it is a 
cultural heritage resource. 
† 

The 40 year old threshold is an indicator of potential when conducting a preliminary survey for identification of cultural heritage resources. While the presence of a built 
feature that is 40 or more years old does not automatically signify cultural heritage value, it does make it more likely that the property could have cultural heritage value or 
interest. Similarly, if all the built features on a property are less than 40 years old, this does not automatically mean the property has no cultural heritage value. Note that 
age is not a criterion for designation under the Ontario Heritage Act. 

 

Step 3 – Screening for Potential Impacts  
 

YES NO Will the proposed undertaking/project involve or result in any of the following potential impacts to 
the subject property or an adjacent* property? 

  Destruction, removal or relocation of any, or part of any, heritage attribute or feature. 

  Alteration (which means a change in any manner and includes restoration, renovation, repair or 
disturbance). 

  Shadows created that alter the appearance of a heritage attribute or change the exposure or 
visibility of a natural feature or plantings, such as a garden. 

  Isolation of a heritage attribute from its surrounding environment, context or a significant 
relationship. 

  Direct or indirect obstruction of significant views or vistas from, within, or to a built or natural 
heritage feature. 

  A change in land use such as rezoning a battlefield from open space to residential use, allowing 
new development or site alteration to fill in the formerly open spaces. 

  Soil disturbance such as a change in grade, or an alteration of the drainage pattern, or 
excavation, etc. 

 
* For the purposes of evaluating potential impacts of development and site alteration “adjacent” means: contiguous properties as well as properties that are separated from a 
heritage property by narrow strip of land used as a public or private road, highway, street, lane, trail, right-of way, walkway, green space, park, and/or easement or as otherwise 
defined in the municipal official plan. 
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1.0 Purpose 
 

As part of the preparation of the Cambridge West Community Plan City of Cambridge 
planning staff advised that 200 Blenheim Road, had been identified as a built heritage 
resource in the City of Cambridge Heritage Properties Inventory, October 2010, Planning 
Services Department, City of Cambridge (See Figure 1: Location Map). The inventoried 
property is referred to as “Green Hill Farm”, contained in the Landmark Series published in 
the Cambridge Times. There are no other City files containing supportive historical or 
architectural information respecting the subject property. 
 
Policies contained in the City of Cambridge Official Plan (November 2012) provide for the 
protection of built heritage resources in the Community Planning process (Chapter 4: 
Cultural Heritage Resources) and the completion of Heritage Impact Assessments (HIA) 
when a built heritage resource may be affected by development. Guidance for 
undertaking HIAs is provided in Policy 4.10 Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment. 

 
This Heritage Impact Assessment report identifies the municipal policy framework under 
which built heritage resources are considered, briefly describes the subject property and 
its heritage attributes, and assesses the potential impacts of proposed development, if 
any, and describes potential mitigation measures. The Heritage Impact Assessment is 
guided by the City of Cambridge Terms of Reference for Heritage Impact Assessments 
(2012).  
 
The subject property is located within an area that is to be developed for a new urban 
community as provided for in the City of Cambridge Official Plan. Lands immediately 
adjacent, east and west, to the subject property are proposed for residential development 
and storm water management as part of the new urban community. The residence is 
intended to be retained in situ.  
 
The focus of the HIA has been scoped to primarily address potential direct or indirect 
impacts of the adjacent residential development on the residence at 200 Blenheim Road 
as there will be no direct displacement effects as part of the new urban community.  

 

2.0 Policy Framework 
 
The Provincial Policy Statement (2014) 
The Provincial Policy Statement (PPS, 2014) provides the provincial interest and policy 
direction with respect to cultural heritage. The PPS states that significant built heritage 
resources and significant cultural heritage landscapes shall be conserved and encourages 
planning authorities consider and promote archaeological management and cultural 
conservation plans. In this regard, planning authorities are able to establish the policy 
context with respect to the protection of built heritage within their jurisdiction.  
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The City of Cambridge Official Plan (November 2012) 
The City of Cambridge Official Plan (November 2012) provides the policy context for, 
amongst a variety of planning and development matters, the protection of the City’s 
cultural heritage. Policy 4.1 contains a number of policies that promotes the principle of 
cultural heritage conservation in concert with recognizing these as contributing factors to 
community identity and tourism. 
 
Policy 4.2 Priorities for Heritage Resources also seeks to encourage the conservation of 
resources with specific preference given to incorporating cultural heritage resources into 
new development (4.2.1.Aa)). For the purposes of the Plan “cultural heritage resources” are 
defined as meaning “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.” 
 
With respect to the purpose, preparation and content of Heritage Impact Assessments, 
Policy 4.10 Cultural Heritage Impact Assessments recognizes that potential impacts can be 
either direct (such as demolition) or indirect (such as changes to a setting or context). The 
policy also provides that an HIA is expected to contain a number of elements including: 
 

a) Identification and evaluation of the cultural heritage resource; 
b) Graphic and written inventory of the cultural heritage resource; 
c) Assessment of the proposals impact on the cultural heritage resource; 
d) Means to mitigate negative impacts, in accordance with the cultural heritage 

resources priorities established in Policy 4.2.1 of this plan; 
e) Alternatives to the proposal; and 
f) Identification of and justification for the preferred option. 

 
Detailed guidelines prepared by the City of Cambridge to assist in the preparation of 
Heritage Impact Assessments have guided the preparation of this document.  
 
With respect to potential effects of new development these may be also be either short or 
long in duration, be site specific or widespread, of varying physical impact and either 
reversible or irreversible. Potential effects may also occur prior to construction, during 
construction and post construction. 
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3.0 Description of Property 

3.1 Location 
The subject property is approximately 1.15 hectares (2.84 acres) in size with frontage on 
Blenheim Road of approximately 79 metres (259 feet) and is referred to by its street 
address as 200 Blenheim Road. The property contains a number of structures and 
associated landscape features, the principal focus of which is the 1850s farmhouse 
(historically located on part of Lot 13 Concession 11 in the Township of North Dumfries) 
associated with the Barrie family. The property is currently owned by Kerry and Peter Faus 
(See Figure 2 Air Photo Map).  

3.2 Historical Settlement Context and the Barrie Family 
The subject property is located on land that once comprised part of the Haldimand Tract 
granted to the Six Nations in 1784 by Governor General Frederick Haldimand 
compensating for lands lost by the Iroquois and Mohawks during the American War of 
Independence. A portion of the Haldimand Tract, Block 1, was eventually acquired in 1816 
by William Dickson. An 1821 map of survey of the Tract conducted by Thomas Ridout 
shows Block 1 as “No. 1 now Dumfries”. In 1852 the Township of Dumfries was divided in 
two: North Dumfries to form part of Waterloo County and South Dumfries forming part of 
Brant County (Taylor).  
 
Nearly a decade later, the1861 
Tremaine Map of Waterloo County 
shows the subject property as being 
part of Lot 13 Concession 11 in the 
Township of North Dumfries, to the 
west of the Grand River, with frontage 
on Blenheim Road. Blenheim Road is 
shown as a meandering route linking 
Galt with the original surveyed 
Concession Road (running east-west) 
between Concessions 11 and 12 and 
onwards to the settlement of 
Roseville. John Barrie is shown as the 
owner, with lands to the south and 
southwest of Blenheim Road owned 
by his father George Barrie Senior. (A 
structure is shown on the south side 
of Blenheim Road). No structures are 
shown on the north side of Blenheim 
Road although it is reported that the farmhouse on the subject property was built in 1854 
for John Barrie and his wife.  

 

Figure 1: Excerpt of the 1861 Tremaine Map 
showing the Barrie property, denoted with bold 
outline. 
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George Barrie Senior had settled in the area as part of the settlement initiative spurred by 
William Dickson and by his land manager Absalom Shade. George Barrie Senior had 
married Margaret Turnbull, in Scotland where they had at least two sons, Robert Barrie 
(born 1819) and John Barrie (born in Sellkirkshire, 1828). In 1829 the family immigrated to 
Canada from Ayrshire, Scotland and was recorded as sailing from England on June 3 in the 
Argus. Alexander Barrie, John’s brother, was recorded as being born on September 10th, 
1833 and baptized in St. Andrews Presbyterian Church in Galt. (December 1st). In 1858 
John Barrie (30) is recorded as marrying Isabella Gillis (22) at the United Presbyterian 
Church in Galt (February 26th). The George Barrie Senior family eventually comprised eight 
children of which four were sons all who figured prominently in North Dumfries farming: 
Robert, John, Alexander and George Barrie Junior. 

 
Certainly by 1864 the extended Barrie family appears to be resident and farming 
extensively throughout the Township: George Barrie Senior in Concession 11 Lot 13, with 
sons John (36) and Alexander Barrie (31); George Barrie (Junior) in Concession 12 Lot 18; 
Robert Barrie (44), Concession 11 Lot 19; and Walter Barrie in Concession 8 Lot 28.  
 
There is no reference to Walter Barrie as being one of George Barrie’s sons but it is evident 
that Walter Turnbull Barrie, a grandson of George Barrie Senior, was born in 1859. The 
Baptismal records of St. Andrews Presbyterian Church (Galt) indicate that Walter Turnbull 
Barrie was born on June 21st, 1859 to Robert Barrie, and his wife Isabella (Redpath). It is 
conjectured that George Redpath Barrie was Walter’s brother and had been born twelve 
years earlier in 1847. 
 
By 1881 the Illustrated Atlas of the 
Dominion of Canada (Map of North 
Dumfries Township) shows a somewhat 
different picture of the Barrie family’s 
farming activities. Alexander Barrie is now 
shown as being the owner of Lot 13 with 
325 acres (See Figure 4). The Atlas also 
records Alexander Barrie’s occupations as 
farmer, former Deputy Reeve and Reeve of 
North Dumfries Township. (Source: The 
Canadian County Atlas Digital project, 
Map of North Dumfries, McGill University, 
2001). Alexander Barrie served on North 
Dumfries Council from 1868 to 1870, 
Deputy Reeve in 1871 and as Reeve from 
1876 to 1878. 
 
Figure 2: Extract from North Dumfries Township, 1881: Concession 11, Lot 13 

 
George R. Barrie (1847-1929) appears to be the only other Barrie family member farming in 
the Township, occupying 200 acres on Lots 21 and 22, Concession 10. George (Redpath) 
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Barrie had a considerable number of farming achievements including his farm being 
awarded the bronze medal by the Agricultural and Arts Association in 1887, recognized as 
a demonstration farm for six years by the Dominion Department of Agriculture, 
pioneering the feeding of cattle in loose pens and being the first producer of registered 
seed grain in Waterloo County. Barrie also served the North Dumfries Township for 
seventeen years, succeeding Alexander Barrie as Deputy Reeve from 1889 to 1891 and 
Reeve from 1892 to 1894.  
 
The Illustrated Atlas of the Dominion of Canada (Map of North Dumfries Township) also 
shows the Credit Valley Railway running to the east of the subject property at this time. 
The line remains in place today. 
 
 

4.0   Potential Historic Values or Interests 
 
The Barrie family appears to have had a formative influence on agricultural and farming 
activity in North Dumfries Township. The subject property appears to have been directly 
associated with these activities and is materially reflected in the surviving farmhouse. 
Although John Barrie’s precise role remains a little unclear, the 1850s farmhouse reflects 
and is associated with a period of prosperity for the Barrie family and is directly associated 
with the settlement and farming activities of George Barrie Senior, John Barrie and 
Alexander Barrie. The latter Barrie family member also served in local municipal political 
life as Deputy Reeve and Reeve of North Dumfries Township, presumably while living at 
the subject property. 
 
The identified historic values are identified as residing with the Barrie family’s farming 
associations while in North Dumfries Township that has become part of current day 
Cambridge. The remnant farmhouse can be considered to have historical associations 
with members of the Barrie family during the nineteenth century who collectively had a 
formative influence on agricultural and farming activity in North Dumfries Township. 
 

4.1  Physical and Contemporary Context 
 
The subject lands comprise an area of 1.15 hectares (2.84 acres) with a frontage on 
Blenheim Road of 79 metres (259 feet) and were once part of a larger farm parcel of 300 
acres owned by John Barrie in the nineteenth century. The lot is part of an area of gently 
rolling topography which at this particular location slopes gently upwards from 315 
metres a.s.l at Blenhiem Road to a high point of 318 metres a.s.l. including an area 
approximately where the former farm house is now located. Surrounding lands to the 
west, north and east of the subject property are open in character and currently in 
agricultural production. There are only a few unobstructed views of the farmhouse on the 
subject property and for the most part many buildings and features are screened when 
publicly viewed from Blenheim Road. 
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The lot is characterized by a number of buildings, structures and features. Boundary 
features include a painted, white post and rail fence that delineates the entire lot together 
with a partial screen of mixed deciduous and coniferous plantings that permit only 
interment views from the road into the property. The front yard of the property is a 
grassed area with specimen trees (Ash, Norway Maple and Blue Spruce) and a driveway 
that leads from Blenheim Road to the main house and to a number of ancillary 
outbuildings to the north. 

 
The residence, a former farm house, is a one and a half storey, three bay, coursed stone 
structure with side gables and a moderately pitched, asphalt shingled, and roof with 
chimneys at each gable end. The house, built in the 1850s, is designed in the Gothic 
Revival style and most notably distinguished by a medium pitched centre gable 
containing a Regency inspired arched window in the front facade. (It is reported in the 
series entitled “Landmarks, Cambridge, Cambridge Times” that the house was built in 1854 
for the newly married John and Isobel [sic] Gillies [sic], although the church records 
indicate a marriage date of 1858). The central entranceway contains a door flanked by 
sidelights with a transom window above. The entranceway is protected by a flat-roofed, 
semi-circular porch, supported by four columns, and approached by steps. The porch and 
steps appear to be later additions and not original to the date of construction. Rectangular 
window openings are located in each flanking bay and are distinguished by stone 
voussoirs. The shutters on either side of the windows are later additions as are the 
alterations to the windows, notably the insertion of decorative panel inserts. There are 
paired windows in the upper half storey at each gable end. 
 
Substantial alterations have been made to the former farmhouse notably at the east end 
with the construction of a one storey addition and to the south with a one and a half 
storey addition. Located to the northeast of the house are a number of outbuildings 
including a gable ended garage with vertical plank cladding and metal roof, a single 
storey board-and-batten, gable-ended structure and a single storey, hipped-roof structure 
with decorative ventilator. At the far north end of the subject property are two, non-
functioning, concrete silos. 

 

4.2 Potential Architectural Values or Interests 
 
1850s stone farmhouse is a good representative example of a vernacular interpretation of 
the Gothic Revival style and is also a good representative example from this era of mid-
nineteenth century building and construction. Later additions to the farmhouse, at the 
side and rear, do not excessively hide or detract from the overall form of the farmhouse. 
The former farmhouse is not a prominent physical landmark at this location, being 
partially hidden and screened by trees and it cannot be concluded that the building is 
either a landmark or contributes to the streetscape. It is noted that the former farmhouse 
has been recognized in the “Landmarks” series featured in the Cambridge Times although 
there is no mention of the building’s setting. 
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4.3 Cultural Heritage Value of 200 Blenheim Road 
 
Although 200 Blenheim Road is contained in the City of Cambridge Heritage Properties 
Inventory, October 2010, Planning Services Department, City of Cambridge there is no 
supporting historical or architectural data that assists in the identification of its cultural 
heritage values aside from the Cambridge Times article. As a result of the scoped research 
as part of the HIA the subject property is concluded to have cultural heritage values 
vested in both historical values as well as architectural interest in the remnant farmhouse 
as follows: 
 

 The remnant farmhouse can be considered to have historical associations with 
members of the Barrie family during the nineteenth century who collectively had a 
formative influence on agricultural and farming activity in North Dumfries 
Township as well as intermittent roles in municipal public service. 

 
 The 1850s stone farmhouse is a good representative example of a vernacular 

interpretation of the Gothic Revival style. 
 

 The 1850s stone farmhouse is a good representative example from the era of mid-
nineteenth century farmhouse building and construction. 

 
Heritage Attributes: 
 

 One and one half storey massing  
 Centre cross-gable front elevation 
 Symmetrical three-bay façade 
 Pointed arch window opening in front gable 
 Rectangular window openings 
 Stone construction 
 Orientation to Blenheim Road 

 

5.0 Description of Proposed Development 
 

The residence at 200 Blenheim Road is planned to be retained in situ, and will be 
integrated into the planned urban community. Portions of the existing side and rear yard 
are proposed to be converted to lots for back-lotted single detached residential 
properties, one to two storeys in height. The lots to the north and west side of the existing 
property will have a depth of 30 metres. The lots to the east side will have a depth of 40 
metres. The existing dwelling will remain in situ in its current orientation to Blenheim 
Road, on a 0.514 hectare lot. The western boundary will be located roughly where an 
existing ridge of land drops off, and the east side boundary will remain as is. The north 
boundary will be located 25 metres from the rear of the residence.  
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As part of the proposed Cambridge West Community development, Blenheim Road is 
proposed to be realigned north of its current location. Where Blenheim Road presently 
crosses the railway tracks and travels southwest, it is proposed to be realigned 
northwestward from the railway tracks, north of the residence at 200 Blenheim Road, after 
which it will curve to travel southwest, realigning with the existing right of way east of the 
existing woodlot. The realigned Blenheim Road is proposed to be a two lane road with 
cycling lanes and sidewalks. 
 

6.0 Assessment of Alternatives 
 

The City of Cambridge Terms of Reference for Heritage Impact Assessments requires a 
review of alternative development proposals, ranging from “do nothing” to a complete 
redevelopment of the subject property.  
 
A “do nothing” approach would retain the property and all surrounding lands. There 
would be no changes to Blenheim Road. This alternative would have no direct or indirect 
adverse impacts on the property so long as the house is continually occupied or 
adaptively reused to allow for essential maintenance. 
 
The second alternative is the proposed development plan, which integrates the existing 
dwelling at 200 Blenheim Road into the proposed new community. This alternative is 
described in detail above, and does not pose direct or indirect impacts to the cultural 
heritage value or the heritage attributes of the property.  
 
The final alternative is a complete redevelopment of the site, including removal of the 
existing listed residence at 200 Blenheim Road and the closure/removal of Blenheim Road. 
This option would directly impact the cultural heritage values and attributes of the listed 
property.  
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7.0 Potential Development Proposal Impacts and Mitigation Measures for the Preferred 
Alternative 
 
Retention of the existing building in its current location and integrating it into the new 
residential community is the preferred option. The proposed residential development 
does not pose adverse direct or indirect impacts to the subject property. The cultural 
heritage value and heritage attributes will not be altered as the house in proposed to be 
retained in situ. The adjacent residential development will not result in the removal of any 
of these elements, nor the introduction of long-term disruptive elements such as 
shadows, particulate matter or vibrations. The reduction of the size of the existing 
domestic yard and surrounding is not considered to be an adverse impact as the 
traditional patterns or elements of 19th century agriculture that would support the value of 
the cultural heritage landscape have been removed.  
 
The proposed realignment of Blenheim Road will be located north of the property 
boundaries of the lot at 200 Blenheim Road. The northern realignment of Blenheim Road 
will not have any direct adverse impacts on the cultural heritage value of the residence. 
The realignment of the road would not result in the displacement or disruption of the 
stone house and its features, or the landscape elements identified at the property.  
 
The realignment of Blenheim road addresses adverse indirect impacts to the property at 
200 Blenheim Drive. Blenheim Road is to be realigned to the north and the existing access 
to the property from the south side will be maintained. New access to the property from 
the north would be inappropriate, as it would alter the prominence of the stone structure 
as seen from the road and would disrupt the traditional circulation patterns associated 
with the farm house. Access will be maintained by establishing a local street network that 
allows for access to 200 Blenheim Road from the existing location at the south side of the 
property.  

 
It is recommended that vegetation screening be put in place along the rear lot lines of the 
proposed adjacent residential development to screen the property at 200 Blenheim Road 
from the new development. A mix of deciduous and coniferous plant material should be 
considered to provide year-round screening.  
 
It is recommended that the existing alignment of Blenheim Road be maintained as a local 
street even after the construction of the realigned road is complete, in order to provide 
access to 200 Blenheim Road (and potentially properties that may be constructed as part 
of the Cambridge West Community). The construction of rear access to 200 Blenheim 
Road is discouraged.  

 
The development of a low-rise residential community adjacent to the residence at 200 
Blenheim Road would not have direct adverse impacts to the residence, and would 
generally be compatible with the size and scale of the existing dwelling. Integration of the 
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property using some of the existing rear and side yard would not have direct adverse 
impacts on the cultural heritage value of the property, and would be appropriate 
provided that sufficient yard be maintained for on-going use of the residential property.  

 
It is recommended that stones from the horse stables (which were originally from the 
farm’s barn foundation) be salvaged and used in entrance features, or park/open space 
site furniture.  
 
It is anticipated that these mitigation measures will maintain the open character of the 
property’s immediate setting on Blenheim Road (or a future local street), and screen it 
from adjacent proposed development.  
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8.0 Photographs 
 
 

1. Long view from Blenheim Road looking northwest to fencing, tree screen, ancillary 
building and silos. 

 
2. Long view from Blenheim Road looking north along fencing and tree screen, with partially 

hidden house porch to west. 
 

3. View from Blenheim Road looking north into interior of the property, with partially hidden 
ancillary buildings. 

 
4. View from entrance driveway of 200 Blenheim Road looking north into the interior of the 

property and the 1850s farmhouse. 
 

5. Short view from Blenheim Road looking northeast to fencing and partial tree screen. 
 

6. Long view from Blenheim Road looking northeast to fencing, tree screen, ancillary 
building and silos. 
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1. Long view from Blenheim Road looking northwest to fencing, tree screen, ancillary building 
and silos. 

 

 
2. Long view from Blenheim Road looking north along fencing and tree screen, with partially 

hidden house porch to west. 
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3. View from Blenheim Road looking north into interior of the property, with partially hidden 

ancillary buildings. 
 

 
 
4. View from entrance driveway of 200 Blenheim Road looking north into the interior of the 

property and the 1850s farmhouse.
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5. Short view from Blenheim Road looking northeast to fencing and partial tree screen. 
 

 
 
6. Long view from Blenheim Road looking northeast to fencing, tree screen, ancillary building 

and silos. 
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10.0 Concept Plans 
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11.0 Qualifications 
 
 
This Heritage Impact Assessment has been completed by qualified professionals with experience in 
heritage assessments. The research and report was completed by Lashia Jones, MA, CAHP who is full 
member of the Canadian Association of Heritage Professionals and reviewed by Dan Currie, MA, MCIP, 
CAHP also full member of the Canadian Association of Heritage Professionals.  
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1.0 Introduction 
 

MacNaughton Hermsen Britton Clarkson Planning Limited (MHBC) was previously retained to 
prepare a Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) related to the property known as 200 Blenheim 
Road.  The HIA was required in order to ensure that applicable cultural heritage resources are 
identified and conserved as part of the Draft Plan of Subdivision application process for the 
subject lands and surrounding properties.  The HIA was finalized in February 2016, reviewed by 
City of Cambridge staff and the municipal heritage committee, and applicable clearances 
provided.  The Draft Plan of Subdivision has been subsequently approved by the Ontario 
Municipal Board (OMB) through a recent Decision issued.  
 
Through the Environmental Assessment application for the new proposed collector road 
network in this area of Cambridge, MHBC was also retained to prepare a Cultural Heritage 
Screening Report (Built Heritage Technical Memo).  The Screening Report provided information 
related to potential cultural heritage resources within the broader area, listed significance of the 
resources where applicable, reviewed alignment alternatives and recommended potential 
mitigation measures to avoid potential negative impacts.  The Screening Report recommends 
that there is the potential for impacts, and that an HIA be prepared in order to evaluate potential 
impacts as a result of the proposed development. 
 
The February 2016 HIA was provided to the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) for 
information and review in late 2017, when the Screening Report was updated.  Based on this 
further review, some additional comments were provided and further information was 
requested to be included.  The nature of the revisions were essentially to bring the HIA in to the 
context of the Environmental Assessment process.  As such, this HIA Addendum report has been 
prepared in order to include the additional information as requested by MTCS. 
 
 

2.0 Environmental Assessment context 
 

The Municipal Class EA process applies to municipal infrastructure projects in Ontario, including 
roads, water, wastewater and transit projects. The purpose of the Ontario Environmental 
Assessment Act (R.S.O 1990) is to provide for: 

“...the betterment of the people of the whole or any part of Ontario by providing for the 
protection, conservation and wise management in Ontario of the environment.” 
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Environment is defined in a broad manner in the Environmental Assessment Act to mean the 
“natural, social, cultural, built and economic environments”.  
 
The Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (amended 2007, 2011 and 2015) provides the 
following definitions under “Cultural Environment”  

Built heritage resources means one or more significant buildings, structures, monuments, 
installations or remains associated with architectural, cultural, social, political, economic or 
military history and identified as being important to a community. These resources may be 
identified through designation or heritage conservation easement under the Ontario Heritage 
Act, or listed by local, provincial or federal jurisdictions.  

Cultural heritage landscape means a defined geographical area of heritage significance 
which has been modified by human activities and is valued by a community. It involves 
grouping(s) of individual heritage features such as structures, spaces, archaeological sites, and 
natural elements, which together form a significant type of heritage form, distinctive from that 
of its constituent elements or parts. Examples may include, but are not limited to, heritage 
conservation districts designated under the Ontario Heritage Act; and villages, parks, gardens, 
battlefields, mainstreets and neighbourhoods, cemeteries, trailways and industrial complexes of 
cultural heritage value.  

Cultural heritage resources include built heritage, cultural heritage landscapes, marine and 
other archaeological sites. The Minister of Culture (MCL) is responsible for the administration of 
the Ontario Heritage Act and is responsible for determining policies, priorities and programs for 
the conservation, protection and preservation of Ontario’s heritage, which includes cultural 
heritage landscapes, built heritage and archaeological resources. MCL has released a series of 
guides on the Ontario Heritage Act entitled the Ontario Heritage Tool Kit.   

 
Based on results of completing the screening checklist for EA projects, a full Cultural Heritage 
Screening Report was prepared in order to assess the potential heritage resources in the area, as 
well as the potential for impacts.  The work completed as part of the Screening Report identified 
that the property known as 200 Blenheim Road had potential for negative impacts as a result of 
the roadworks proposed in the surrounding area.  Potential direct and indirect impacts were 
noted as being “destruction, alteration, isolation, change in use and soil disturbance.  Various 
alignments had greater impacts and were scored accordingly.”  The recommended mitigation 
strategy was to avoid direct encroachment on the property, and avoid changes to the entrance 
/ exit onto Blenheim Road. 
 
While a previous HIA was completed (as noted above), the context was more related to the 
adjacent Plans of Subdivision and not specifically related to the proposed collector road 
network. 
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3.0 Collector road network study process 
 

Planning for a collector road network required to serve the Cambridge West Community has 
been under consideration for a considerable period of time.  The evaluation and planning 
process has been conducted as an integrated process in accordance with the Municipal Class EA 
and Planning Act. 
 
The collector road network and associated infrastructure falls under Schedule ‘C’ of the 
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment.  Schedule ‘C’ projects require completion of all five 
phrases of the Class EA Planning and Design Process including the completion of an 
Environmental Study Report (ESR). 
 
Phases 1 and 2 of the Cambridge West Class EA were completed and documented in the 
Cambridge West Master Environmental Servicing Plan (MESP) which was approved by GRCA on 
January 24th, 2014, the City of Cambridge on March 17th, 2014 and the Region of Waterloo on 
April 9th, 2014. Phases 1 and 2 resulted in a preferred collector road network for the Cambridge 
West Community.  The MESP also gives direction to subsequent phases of the Class EA process 
and guides the development of the Cambridge West Community.  
 
The MESP provides that the precise alignment of the preferred collector road network is to be 
determined through the completion of an integrated Class EA and Planning Act process, with 
the alignments confirmed through the completion of Phases 3 and 4 of the EA and approval of 
an Official Plan Amendment.  Official plan amendment applications were submitted and 
coordinated with Phases 3 and 4 of the Cambridge West Collector Road Class EA, and since 
appealed to the Ontario Municipal Board (OMB) as well as development applications for re-
zonings and plans of subdivision.  Final approval of the Cambridge West Collector Road EA will 
require OMB approval of the Planning Act applications, which was recently received.  The final 
design of collector roads for construction purposes within proposed plans of subdivision (Phase 
5) will be completed as part of the final approval of the subdivisions.    
 
A Preliminary Evaluation Report (October, 2015) was prepared and describes the collector road 
alignment alternatives, Devil’s Creek crossing design options, the evaluation methodology and 
the preliminary preferred alignments for the recommended collector road network and Devil`s 
Creek crossing.  The Preliminary Evaluation Report was supported by detailed technical 
evaluation and analysis included as appendices to the report.  The report was made available to 
review agencies and the community for comment.  Following the completion of the Preliminary 
Evaluation Report, work has continued on the finalization of the design through the 
Environmental Study Report (ESR). 



200 Blenheim Road, City of Cambridge  July 2018 
Heritage Impact Assessment Addendum 

MHBC  Page 4 

4.0 Cultural heritage value of 200 Blenheim Road 
 

As outlined in the Screening Report, the property at 200 Blenheim Road has been evaluated using 
Ontario Regulation 9/06 pursuant to the Ontario Heritage Act in order to determine heritage value. 
The regulation provides that:  

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.  
 
Based on the evaluation undertaken, the property is considered to have both design / physical 
value and historical / associative value, as set out below. 
 
Statement of cultural heritage value 
The 1850s stone farmhouse is a good representative example of a vernacular interpretation of the 
Gothic Revival style and is also a good representative example from this era of mid-nineteenth 
century building and construction. Later additions to the farmhouse, at the side and rear, do not 
excessively hide or detract from the overall form of the farmhouse. The former farmhouse is not a 
striking physical landmark at this location, being partially hidden and screened by trees and it 
cannot be concluded that the building is either a landmark or contributes to the streetscape. It is 
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noted that the former farmhouse has been recognized in the “Landmarks” series featured in the 
Cambridge Times although there is no mention of the building’s setting. 
 
It is evident that the Barrie family had a formative influence on agricultural and farming activity in 
North Dumfries Township. The subject property appears to have been directly associated with 
these activities and is materially reflected in the surviving farmhouse. Although John Barrie’s 
precise role remains a little unclear, the 1850s farmhouse reflects and is associated with a period 
of prosperity for the Barrie family and is directly associated with the settlement and farming 
activities of George Barrie Senior, John Barrie and Alexander Barrie. The latter Barrie family 
member also served in local municipal political life as Deputy Reeve and Reeve of North Dumfries 
Township, presumably while living at the subject property. 
 
Accordingly, while the identified historic values are identified as residing with the Barrie family’s 
farming associations while in North Dumfries Township, rather than Galt, or current day 
Cambridge, it can concluded that the remnant farmhouse can be considered to have historical 
associations with members of the Barrie family during the nineteenth century who collectively 
had a formative influence on agricultural and farming activity in North Dumfries Township. 
 
Heritage attributes 
The subject property is concluded to have cultural heritage value vested in both historical values 
as well as architectural interest in the remnant farmhouse as follows: 

• The remnant farmhouse can be considered to have historical associations with members 
of the Barrie family during the nineteenth century who collectively had a formative 
influence on agricultural and farming activity in North Dumfries Township as well as 
intermittent roles in municipal public service. 

• The 1850s stone farmhouse is a good representative example of a vernacular 
interpretation of the Gothic Revival style. 

• The 1850s stone farmhouse is a good representative example from the era of mid-
nineteenth century farmhouse building and construction. 

 
 

5.0 Alternatives evaluation 
 

A number of potential road alignment alternatives were explored through the Environmental 
Assessment process.   The alignments had varying degrees of impact on the various natural and 
cultural resources identified within the study area.  In the context of 200 Blenheim Road, there 
were a number of alternatives that were in close proximity to the property (see below). 
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Figure 1: Potential road alignments in context of 200 Blenheim Road (blue star) 

 
The proposed collector road alignment alternatives were evaluated based on the number / type 
/ significance of direct / indirect impact that they would have on the significance resources for a 
particular discipline. For the Built Heritage Features discipline, potential impacts to the identified 
cultural heritage resource at Blenheim Road were assessed for each alignment alternative, given 
numerical scores between 1 (most impact) and 10 (least impact).   
 
Alignment 1 scored highest under many of the evaluation categories, having the least amount 
of impact on the natural environment, surface water, and groundwater resources.  Alignment 1 
also meets the stormwater management strategy and objectives as set forth in the Master 
Environmental Servicing Plan, and has the greatest opportunities for enhancing roadway 
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stormwater management measures.   With respect to socio-cultural environment factors, 
Alignment 1 is the most compatible with Provincial, Regional and City growth and development 
goals, objectives and policies as it results in a more efficient development pattern than the other 
Alignments due to the fact it is more centrally located within the development area and would 
result in more efficient local road patterns and transit routes.  Technically, Alignment 1 is the 
safest Alignment in terms of road safety and accessibility (i.e. sight distance, turning 
movements), and also ranked high for municipal services due to the short route for sanitary 
sewers. When considering technical criteria, Alignment 1 provides the most stable road 
alignment and requires less cut/fill when compared to other Alignments.  Alignment 1 scored 
high for constructability mainly because there are no land acquisition costs as the road will be 
constructed almost entirely in cultivated lands.   Finally, Alignment 1 offers the best tangent to 
the railway resulting in less disruption to rail service and a greater ability to meet design 
standards.   
 
Alignment 1 has no impact to any known archaeological resources and/or areas of high 
archaeological potential, has the least amount of noise impact on 200 Blenheim Road, and has 
the least impact to built heritage resources (i.e. 200 Blenheim Road) because it completely 
avoids the cultural heritage resources 
 
Alignment 2 ranked second overall. The main factors which resulted in Alignment 2 ranking less 
than the preferred were the Socio-Cultural Environment criteria. Alignment 2 would result in a 
less efficient development pattern and has a minimal impact on 200 Blenheim Road.  While it 
would not require removal of the dwelling, the road would bisect the property and may impact 
grading and vegetation around the house. 
 
Alignments 3 and 4 were ranked 4th and 3rd respectively and overall were ranked significantly 
behind Alignment 1.  Alignment 3 had the greatest impact on 200 Blenheim Road as it bisects 
the property and would require removal of the house.  Since archeological screening has not 
been completed for 200 Blenheim Road, this alignment could be impacted by any future 
archaeological screening that would be required should this Alignment be selected.   Alignment 
3 also presents elevation concerns for servicing and vertical alignment challenges impacting 
roadway design.   Alignment 3 requires land acquisitions, due to necessary widening, and would 
require extensive cut/fill.  
 
Alignment 4 is located close to the wetlands and natural features associated with the Devil’s 
Creek Swamp and Forest ESPA. This Alignment is the least likely to meet the stormwater 
management strategy and objectives outlined in the Master Environmental Servicing Plan, since 
it would result in increased surface drainage directed towards Devil’s Creek, potentially 
impacting water quality. Alignment 4 has the shortest travel time to the aquifer resulting in 
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increased potential for impacts on groundwater quality.   Alignment 4 results in the least 
efficient development pattern and will create additional traffic adjacent 200 Blenheim Road.   
Alignment 4 ranked low for municipal services and utilities as it has the longest route for the 
sanitary sewer and would have the greatest degree of utility conflicts.  Alignment 4 would have 
the highest reconstruction costs.  Finally, Alignment 4 has site distance and intersection 
concerns resulting in a lower ranking for some of the technical factors.  Alignment 4 is on the 
existing right-of-way for Blenheim Road, but would require widening and changes to grades 
and vegetation removal at 200 Blenheim Road. 

 
 

6.0 Preferred alignment and mitigation measures 
 

Based on the evaluation completed as part of the EA process, a preferred alternative was 
selected that avoids direct impacts on the built heritage resource located at 200 Blenheim Road 
as well as nearby heritage resources.  The preferred alternative (Alignment 1) provides for the 
extension of both Bismark Drive and Newman Drive, as well as the realignment of Blenheim 
Road.  A local road is proposed, which will provide access to the front of 200 Blenheim Road, in 
the current configuration (see below). 
 

 
Figure 2: Recommended road alignment in context of 200 Blenheim Road. 
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The proposed alignment achieves the recommendations of the Cultural Heritage Screening 
Report by avoiding direct encroachment on the portion of the property that contains the 
cultural heritage resources, and retains the existing entrance / exit onto Blenheim Road as well 
as the circulation pattern.  The existing entrance will be achieved through the use of a local road 
that will enable the residence to retain the current configuration of the driveway, and will result 
in minimal grading along the frontage of the property.  
 
In addition to retaining the existing entrance configuration, additional mitigation measures 
identified include retaining the existing vegetation around the perimeter of the house where 
possible, supplementing the existing screening with additional plantings (mix of deciduous and 
coniferous plant materials) along the rear lot lines of the new lot.  Although not a cultural 
heritage resource, it is recommended that stones from the horse stables (which were originally 
part of the barn’s foundation) be salvaged and used as entrance features or park / open space 
site furniture.  
 
 

7.0 Closing 
 

The 2016 Heritage Impact Assessment was completed in the context of the applicable Planning 
Act applications related to the proposed development, and followed the direction contained in 
the City of Cambridge Terms of Reference for the completion of such studies.  The additional 
information contained in this addendum report provides additional context as it relates to the 
Environmental Assessment process, and responds to additional feedback from MTCS.   
 
The conclusion of the assessments completed is that the proposed development can be 
undertaken in such a manner as to avoid negative impacts on the heritage attributes of the 
property.  Mitigation measures identified in the original HIA should continue to be undertaken, 
and will help to maintain the open character of the property’s immediate setting.  
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