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Executive Summary

Stantec Consulting Ltd. (Stantec) was retained by Strong Breeze Wind Power Partnership (SBWPP
or the Proponent), to prepare a Cultural Heritage Assessment Report for the Strong Breeze Wind
Project (the Project) located within the Municipality of Dutton Dunwich, in Elgin County, Ontario.
The Draft Cultural Heritage Assessment Report conducted by Stantec was undertaken in order to
meet requirements for an application for a Renewable Energy Approval (MTCS 2013), as
outlined in Ontario Regulation (O. Reg.) 359/09 sections 19 and 23 under Part V.0.1 of the
Environmental Protection Act. The Regulations require that if the Project may affect known or
potential heritage resources, a heritage assessment must be completed. The purpose of the
assessment is to identify the presence of heritage resources within or abutting the Project
Location, understand the potential impacts of the Project on these resources, and prepare
mitigation strategies to minimize any impacts.
For this study, a Heritage Assessment Area (HAA) was defined. The HAA includes the entirety of
the property parcels upon which the Project Location is proposed as well as associated views.
Stantec delineates the HAA based on guidance provided by the Ministry of Tourism, Culture,
and Sport (MTCS), and this is the area that is assessed for potential heritage resources. This
includes property parcels proposed to be used during all phases of the Project, including
construction, operation, maintenance, and decommissioning.
The Draft Cultural Heritage Assessment Report included a program of archival research focused
on the study area (an area surrounding the Project Location and HAA). Local historical resources
were consulted, archival documents were reviewed, and a summary of the historical
background of the local area was prepared. In addition, listings of provincially and locally view
designated properties, districts, and easements were collected from the Municipality of Dutton
Dunwich, Township of Southwold, the Municipality of West Elgin, the Ontario Heritage Trust (OHT),
and the MTCS. It was determined that no protected properties are situated within the study
area, although some historical markers and cemeteries were identified.
To identify potential heritage resources, a vehicular windshield survey was completed from
publicly accessible roadways. During the survey, the study area was reviewed. The survey for
potential heritage resources, including both potential built heritage resources and components
of cultural heritage landscapes was restricted to the HAA. Where identified, these resources and
components were photographed and their characteristics and locations recorded. A total of 11
potential heritage resources were identified, eight of which were determined to be heritage
resources.
Where a heritage resource was confirmed within the HAA, the impacts of the proposed Project
were evaluated. The impacts, both direct and indirect, were evaluated according to MTCS
requirements. Where potential impacts were identified, measures to avoid, eliminate, or mitigate
these impacts were identified, as required by O. Reg. 359/09 section 23.

i
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Direct impacts to heritage resources within the HAA are not anticipated. The potential for
indirect impacts was identified for five of the heritage resources. The indirect impacts are related
to construction vibrations and the transportation of Project components and personnel
throughout the Project Location. Potential vibration impacts are restricted exclusively to Project
construction and decommissioning activities, and may only affect those heritage resources
situated within 50 metres of the Project Location. Potential vibration impacts were identified for
the following heritage resources:
•

30294 Silver Clay Line – HR-3

•

31395 Talbot Line – HR-7

•

30939 Silver Clay Line – HR-5

•

31973 Talbot Line – HR-8

•

8876 Willey Road – HR-6

Following an assessment of potential vibration impacts resulting from construction and
decommissioning activities, it was determined that:
1. None of the heritage resources where potential vibration impacts were identified are at risk
of removal and all will be retained intact
2. Heritage resources where potential vibration impacts were identified are contained within 50
metres of Project activities, and mitigation measures are required
3. A preventive approach using planning mechanisms will reduce the risk of indirect impacts,
including respecting a 50 metre buffer zone from heritage resources where feasible, and
where not feasible, establishing appropriate vibration levels through baseline determination
and monitoring peak particle velocity levels during the course of Project construction.

ii
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Abbreviations

a.s.l.

above sea level

BHR

Built Heritage Resource

CHL

Cultural Heritage Landscape

CHVI

Cultural Heritage Value or Interest

CSR

Canada Southern Railway

DHO

Department of Highways Ontario

HAA

Heritage Assessment Area

HR

Heritage Resource

IESO

Independent Electricity System Operator

kV

kilovolt(s)

The Information Bulletin

Cultural Heritage Resources: An Information Bulletin for Projects
Subject to Ontario Regulation 359/09 - Renewable Energy
Approvals

m

metre(s)

MCR

Michigan Central Railway

MOECC

Ministry of Environment and Climate Change

MNRF

Ministry of Natural Resources and Forestry

MTCS

Ministry of Tourism, Culture, and Sport

MW

megawatt(s)

NARHF

North American Railway Hall of Fame

NYC Railway

New York Central Railway

OHT

Ontario Heritage Trust
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OGS

Ontario Geological Society

O. Reg.

Ontario Regulation

PPV

peak particle velocity

ROW

right(s)-of-way

REA

Renewable Energy Approval

Stantec

Stantec Consulting Ltd.

SBWPP

Strong Breeze Wind Power Partnership

the Project

Strong Breeze Wind Project

WEGHS

West Elgin Genealogical and Historical Society
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1.0

INTRODUCTION

1.1

PROJECT OVERVIEW

Strong Breeze Wind Power Partnership (SBWPP or the Proponent) is proposing to develop,
construct, and operate the Strong Breeze Wind Project (the Project) in the Municipality Dutton
Dunwich within County of Elgin, Ontario. The Project was awarded a power purchase contract
with the Independent Electricity System Operator (IESO) in March 2016. The Project requires a
Renewable Energy Approval (REA) as per Ontario Regulation (O. Reg.) 359/09 (as amended
May 2016) under Part V.0.1 of the Ontario Environmental Protection Act. SBWPP has retained
Stantec Consulting Ltd. (Stantec) to prepare the REA application, as required under O. Reg.
359/09.
The proposed Project would be considered a Class 4 Wind Facility according to subsection 6 of
O. Reg. 359/09. The Project will include up to 20 wind turbine generators each with a rated
capacity between 3.0 MW and 4.2 MW depending on the make/model chosen. The REA
application for the Project will include 20 turbine locations, but the actual number of turbines will
be chosen during detailed design, and the final maximum installed nameplate capacity will not
exceed 57.5 MW. Other Project components include: access roads, electrical lines, substation,
communication tower, meteorological tower(s), temporary construction areas, corner
improvements, and an operations and maintenance building. The Project will connect to the
existing 230-kilovolt (kV) transmission circuit located north of Aberdeen Line and west of Iona
Road. A map showing the Project Location1 is provided in Figure 1, Appendix A.

1.2

STUDY PURPOSE AND OBJECTIVES

Stantec was retained by the Proponent to prepare a Draft Cultural Heritage Assessment Report
for the Project. O. Reg. 359/09 requires that projects that may affect known or potential heritage
resources require a heritage assessment. This is done to identify the presence of heritage
resources and protected properties at the defined Heritage Assessment Area (HAA). The
assessment also identifies potential impacts of the Project on these resources, and includes
mitigation strategies to minimize impacts, as appropriate.
For the purposes of this study, an HHAA was defined according to guidance provided by the
Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS). This area includes the entirety of the property
parcels upon which the Project Location is proposed (see Figure 1, Appendix).

The term “Project Location” is defined by O. Reg. 359/09 as: a part of land and all or part of any building
or structure in, on or over which a person is engaging in or proposes to engage in the project and any air
space in which a person is engaging in or proposes to engage in the project.
1
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The Cultural Heritage Assessment Report:
•

summarizes the historical context of lands surrounding the Project Location and the Study
Area (, as shown in Figure 1, Appendix A)

•

identifies properties protected in the study area under the Ontario Heritage Act through
consultation with the local heritage planners and regulatory bodies

•

identifies and describes potential heritage resources situated within the HAA based on a
windshield survey

•

evaluates the cultural heritage value or interest (CHVI) of potential heritage resources
according to O. Reg. 9/06 to determine the presence of heritage resources in the HAA

•

identifies potential impacts within the HAA

•

establishes measures to mitigate potential negative direct or indirect impacts to heritage
resources associated with the construction, operation, or decommissioning of the Project

Additional information regarding the study methodology is provided in Section 3.

1.3

TERMINOLOGY

Abutting refers to parcels of land between which there is no intervening land. According to the
Cultural Heritage Resources: An Information Bulletin for Projects Subject to Ontario Regulation
359/09 - Renewable Energy Approvals (the Information Bulletin) prepared by the Ministry of
Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS), this may include parcels that share a common border or
boundary as well as those that overlap for some distance. For the purposes of this study, abutting
also includes parcels of land that are separated by a road allowance or trail (MTCS 2013).
Built Heritage Resource (BHR) refers to a single building, structure, monument, installation, or
remains determined to be of CHVI following evaluation according to O. Reg. 9/06. According to
the Information Bulletin, this may include, but is not limited to: residential buildings or structures,
farm buildings, mills, industrial, commercial, institutional buildings, bridges, water systems, dams,
canals, locks, ruins, cairns, statues, monuments, fountains, retaining walls, and/or boundary or
claim marker (MTCS 2013).
Cultural Heritage Landscape (CHL) refers to a defined geographical area modified by human
activities and determined to be of CHVI following evaluation according to O. Reg. 9/06.
According to the Information Bulletin, this may include, but is not limited to: burial sites,
cemeteries, historic roadways, rail corridors, waterscapes, historical settlements, streetscapes,
agricultural landscapes, parks or designed recreational community spaces, or heritage
conservation districts. The Information Bulletin further explains that landscapes provide the
context, setting or support for the character of the area and may have powerful religious,
artistic, or cultural associations with natural elements (MTCS 2013).

1.2
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Cultural Heritage Value or Interest (CHVI) refers to the value or interest attributed to a heritage
resource that is determined to satisfy one or more criteria according to O. Reg. 9/06. Where a
property is determined to have CHVI, it has been determined to contain either design/physical
value, historical/associative value, or contextual value and therefore represents a heritage
resource.
Heritage Assessment Area (HAA) refers to the property parcels upon which the Project Location
is situated. This includes property parcels proposed to be used during all phases of the Project
including construction, operation, maintenance and decommissioning. According to the
Information Bulletin, for the purposes of the heritage assessment, MTCS recommends that the
qualified person consider the whole property (or properties) on which project components are
located, in addition to any abutting protected properties that must be considered. This is
achieved through use of the HAA.
Heritage attribute refers to the individual component of a heritage resource that defines its CHVI.
According to the Information Bulletin, heritage attributes are defined in relation to real property
and to the buildings and structures on the real property. This is expanded to include all attributes,
built and landscape, of the property where CHVI is identified and where those attributes
contribute to that CHVI (MTCS 2013).
Heritage Resource refers to a built or landscape resource where CHVI has been determined
according to O. Reg. 9/06. Prior to evaluation, resources are considered to be potential heritage
resources. There are two categories of heritage resources: BHRs and CHLs. For the purposes of
this report, the term heritage resource is used exclusively unless assessing the CHVI of a potential
heritage resource (MTCS 2013).
Identified Property refers to any property previously identified by municipal staff or provincial
agencies as containing, or having the potential to contain, CHVI. This includes properties
identified on municipal registers, lists, or inventories of potential heritage resources.
Potential Heritage Resource refers to a built or landscape resource prior to evaluation to
determine CHVI according to O. Reg. 9/06 (MTCS 2013). These resources were identified during
the field program. For the purpose of this report, the term potential heritage resource is used only
where CHVI has not yet been determined.
Protected Heritage Property refers to a property which is designated under, or subject to an
easement made under, the Ontario Heritage Act, as well as a property identified by provincial
authorities and/or prescribed public bodies as a provincial heritage property. In addition,
protected heritage property includes those identified by federal or international authorities
including, but not limited to Parks Canada or the United Nations Educational, Scientific, and
Cultural Organization. Specific types of protected properties are provided in Section 19 of O.
Reg. 359/09.
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Project Location refers to any land or air space in, on, over, or under which part of the proposed
wind facility is situated, as per O. Reg. 359/09. It is understood that for the purposes of the Draft
Cultural Heritage Assessment Report the Project Location is contained entirely within private land
and municipal ROWs.
Study Area refers to a tract of land surrounding and including the Project Location and the HAA
as shown in Figure 1, Appendix A. According to the Information Bulletin, for the purposes of the
heritage assessment, MTCS recommends that the qualified person consider the whole property
(or properties) on which project components are located, as well as any abutting protected
properties. This is achieved through use of the HAA. The Information Bulletin further suggests that
the study area should include those properties which abut the electrical or collector line where it
is positioned within the municipal ROW. These were also considered as part of the study area. As
suggested in the Information Bulletin, Stantec has expanded the study area to include lands
beyond the HAA and properties which abut the electrical line. This larger study area informs the
historical context prepared and also provides the opportunity to identify protected properties
beyond the HAA.

1.4
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2.0

THE PROJECT

2.1

PROJECT COMPONENTS

2.1.1

Wind Turbine Generators

The Project will include up to 20 wind turbine generators each with a rated capacity between
3.0 MW and 4.2 MW, depending on the make/model chosen. Currently, there are two wind
turbine models being considered for the Project: the General Electric (GE 3.6-137) wind turbine
and the Vestas (V136) wind turbine. Additional information on the turbines can be found in the
Draft Wind Turbine Specifications Report.

2.1.2

Electrical Interconnection and Substation

A pad-mounted step-up transformer, located adjacent to each wind turbine will transform the
electricity created in the nacelle to a standard electrical line voltage (34.5 kV). The size of the
transformer will depend on the turbine make/model.
From each step-up transformer, underground and/or overhead 34.5 kV electrical lines will carry
the electricity to the municipal road allowances, typically following the turbine access roads or
along the most direct path possible between two turbines (i.e. across a field). Electrical lines in
the municipal rights-of-way (ROWs) will transport electricity to the Project’s substation where the
voltage will be stepped up from 34.5 kV to 230 kV via a main output transformer located at the
project substation. One of three electrical line routes to the substation will be used: 1) north
along Stride and Cowal Roads, east on Aberdeen Line and north on Iona Road; 2) north along
Stride and Cowal Roads, east on Aberdeen Line and north on agricultural and forested land
south of the substation; or 3) north on Iona Road from east-west ROWs.
The substation will be operated, monitored, and controlled 24-hours a day via a
telecommunication system and will have secondary spill containment for the transformer. A
sound attenuation wall will be built around the transformer. From the substation, the Project will
connect to the existing 230 kV transmission circuit north of Aberdeen Line and west of Iona
Road.

2.1.3

Access Roads

Existing provincial, County, and Municipal roads will be used to transport project-related
components, equipment, and personnel to the Project Location. The Project access roads will
be installed on private lands, and follow the existing agricultural laneways where possible;
typically, the access roads are located near the property lines. Culverts may be installed or
upgraded for water crossings, as required. New access roads will be constructed as required to
provide access to the individual turbine sites. During construction, these roads will be
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approximately 15 m wide, with wider areas to allow for turns and two-way vehicle travel in some
locations. Permanent access roads will be approximately 6 m wide but may vary based on sitespecific conditions and detailed design.

2.1.4

Operations and Maintenance Building

An operations and maintenance building will be located on private lands south of the
substation. This facility will provide warehouse and workshop spaces, an administrative office,
and equipment storage, as required. The building will be serviced by municipal sewage
collection or septic tank and municipal water supply.

2.1.5

Communications Tower and Meteorological Towers

A communications tower may be located near the substation to communicate information with
Hydro One and/or the IESO. In addition, 2 existing metrological towers will continue to be used
during the operations phase. One or more additional meteorological towers may be
constructed.

2.1.6

Stormwater management Infrastructure

Project areas that may require stormwater management infrastructure (e.g., ditches, swales)
include the sites for the substation and operations and maintenance building. In the event that
stormwater management is required during project operations for the operations and
maintenance building and/or substation, modelling and design (in compliance with MOECC
guidelines) will be completed during detailed Project design.

2.1.7

Temporary Construction Areas

A central construction laydown area is planned for the northwest corner of Iona Road and
Pioneer Line. In addition, constructible area has been delineated at each turbine site where
electrical lines, access roads and other components can shift within the designated area. During
construction, the constructible area may be used for storage of equipment and vehicles,
staging areas, crane pads and mats, crane paths, delivery truck turnaround areas, and other
temporary construction activities. Some Municipal and County roads will require temporary
corner improvements to allow for truck turning; these have been considered in the Project’s
design.

2.2
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2.2

PROJECT ACTIVITIES

Construction
The following provides a high-level summary of anticipated construction activities. For additional
information see the Draft Construction Plan Report.
•

•

•

•

Turbine Sites
−

Delineation of temporary work areas

−

Completion of necessary site grading

−

Access road construction and culvert installation

−

Installation of turbine foundations

−

Installation of crane pads or mats

−

Turbine and meteorological tower erection

−

Installation of underground electrical lines

−

Reclamation of temporary work areas

−

Site landscaping (final grading, topsoil replacement, etc.)

Substation Site
−

Preparation of laydown area and installation of foundations

−

Installation of substation transformer with secondary containment and connection grid

−

Installation of the communications tower, if required

−

Reclamation of temporary work areas

Operations and Maintenance Building Site
−

Preparation of laydown area and installation of foundations

−

Construction of operations and maintenance building

−

Reclamation of temporary work areas

Additional Activities
−

Installation of electrical lines in municipal ROWs (underground where possible)

−

Component transportation to Project Location

2.3
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−

Implementation of mitigation measures such as sediment and erosion control

Operations and Maintenance
The following activities are associated with the operation and maintenance of the wind facility
over its lifetime. For additional information see the Design and Operations Report.
•

•

•

•

Turbine Sites
−

Preventative maintenance

−

Unplanned maintenance

−

Meter calibrations

−

Grounds-keeping

Substation Site
−

Preventative maintenance for substation

−

Unplanned maintenance for substation

Operations and Maintenance Building Site
−

Remote wind farm condition monitoring

−

Operations and maintenance building maintenance

Additional Activities
−

Electrical line maintenance as required

Decommissioning
Through the decommissioning phase of the Project, facility components will be removed (with
the possible exception of foundations below 1 m in depth, and some access roads in
consultation with the landowner) and the site will be returned to a state similar to its preconstruction condition. Most of the materials used in a wind facility are reusable or recyclable,
and some equipment may have manufacturer take-back and recycling requirements. Any
remaining materials will be removed and disposed of off-site at an appropriate location.
Potential negative effects will be similar to those during the construction phase. Additional
information can be found in the Decommissioning Plan Report.
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3.0

METHODOLOGY

3.1

REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS

The study methodology is broadly based on guidelines provided in the 2013 Information Bulletin.
The contents of the Information Bulletin are supplemented by requirements contained within O.
Reg. 359/09 including Sections 19 and 23.
Section 19 of O. Reg. 359/09 concerns protected properties, stating that:
(1) A person who proposes to engage in a renewable energy project shall determine
whether the project location is on a property described in Column 1 of the Table to this
section. O. Reg. 359/09, section (s.) 19 (1) [see Table 3.1 of Section 2.5 of this report].
(2) If a person mentioned in subsection (1) determines that the project location is on a
property described in Column 1 of the Table to this section [see Table 3.1 of Section 2.5 of
this report], the person shall submit, as part of the application for the issue of a renewable
energy approval,
(a) a copy of the written authorization,
(i)

of the person or body set out opposite the description in Column 2
of the Table [see Table 1 of Section 2.5 of this report], and

(ii)

of the type set out opposite the description in Column 3 of the
Table [see Table 1 of Section 2.5 of this report]; or

(b) written confirmation from the person or body set out in Column 2 of the
Table [see Table 1 of Section 2.5 of this report] that authorization is not
required. O. Reg. 521/10, section s. 12 (1); O. Reg. 195/12, s. 13 (1).
Section 23 (1) of O. Reg. 359/09 states that:
Subject to subsections (2) and (5), a person who proposes to engage in a
renewable energy project shall ensure that a heritage assessment is conducted,
consisting of the following steps:
1. Conduct an investigation, including historical research and visual
inspection, to determine whether,
i.

there is potential for the presence of a heritage resource at the
project location on any part of the project location that is not
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on a property described in Column 1 of the Table to section 19
[see Table 1 of Section 2.5 of this report], and
ii.

any properties described in Column 1 of the Table to section 19
abut the parcel of land on which the project location is situated
[see Table 1 of Section 2.5 of this report].

2. If the determination under subparagraph 1i is that there is potential for the
presence of a heritage resource, confirm the presence or absence of a
heritage resource by applying the criteria set out in Ontario Regulation 9/06
(Criteria for Determining Cultural Heritage Value or Interest) made under
the Ontario Heritage Act.
3. Evaluate the impact of engaging in the renewable energy project on the
heritage attributes of any heritage resources at the project location and on
any abutting properties described in subparagraph 1 ii and provide
recommendations for measures to avoid, eliminate or mitigate the impact
if,
i.

the determination under subparagraph 1 ii is that there are
abutting properties as described in that subparagraph, or

ii.

the presence of a heritage resource at the project location is
confirmed under paragraph 2. O. Reg. 195/12, s. 15 (1).

Section 23 (2.1) of O. Reg. 359/09 further states that:
A person who is subject to subsection (1) shall submit a heritage assessment report to the
MTCS, consisting of,
a) a summary of the qualifications and experience of the persons who conducted
the assessment and prepared the report;
b) a summary of the process followed in each applicable step of the heritage
assessment and the conclusions reached at the end of each step;
c) a description of any documents used to conduct the assessment;
d) a statement of cultural heritage value or interest for each confirmed heritage
resource, including a description of the heritage attributes;
e) maps or diagrams depicting the project location, the renewable energy
generation facility and any heritage resources and protected properties
identified as a result of assessment; and
f) the recommendations of the persons who conducted the assessment for
measures to avoid, eliminate or mitigate the impact on heritage resources. O.
Reg. 195/12, s. 15 (1).
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3.2

BACKGROUND HISTORY

Local historical resources were consulted, archival documents were reviewed, and a summary
of the historical background of the study area was prepared. Specifically, a series of 19th and
20th century mapping was consulted to identify the presence of structures, settlements, and
other potential heritage resources in advance of the field program. Mapping from 1864, 1877,
1910, 1930, 1931, 1948, 1950, 1976, and 1986 was reviewed and is presented in Section 4.0, where
appropriate.

3.3

MUNICIPAL AND AGENCY CONSULTATION

Listings of provincially and locally designated properties, districts, and easements were collected
from the Municipality of Dutton Dunwich, the Township of Southwold, the Municipality of West
Elgin, the Ontario Heritage Trust (OHT), and the MTCS.
Consultation with agencies and municipalities was undertaken to determine the presence of
designated, listed, or registered heritage properties at or abutting the Projection Location as
described in Section 19 of O. Reg. 359/09 (see Table 3.1). As will be discussed in Section 3.5, a
property can be designated or listed under the Ontario Heritage Act as well as registered
municipally. These properties are considered to be protected heritage properties and protected
properties, respectively.

Table 3.1:

Protected Properties Under Section 19 of O. Reg. 359/09

Description of Property

Authority Involved

Type of Authorization Required to be
Submitted

A property that is the subject of an
agreement, covenant or easement
entered into under clause 10 (1) (b)
of the Ontario Heritage Act.

OHT.

Authorization to undertake any activities
related to the renewable energy project
that requires the approval of the OHT
pursuant to the easement or covenant.

A property in respect of which a
notice of intention to designate the
property to be of cultural heritage
value or interest has been given in
accordance with section 29 of the
Ontario Heritage Act.

Municipality that
gave the notice.

If, as part of the renewable energy project,
the alteration of the property or the
demolition or removal of a building or
structure on the property is proposed,
consent to alter the property or demolish or
remove the building or structure.

A property designated by a
municipal by-law made under
section 29 of the Ontario Heritage
Act as a property of cultural heritage
value or interest.

Municipality that
made the by-law.

If, as part of the renewable energy project,
the alteration of the property or the
demolition or removal of a building or
structure on the property is proposed,
consent to alter the property or demolish or
remove the building or structure.

A property designated by order of
the MTCS made under section 34.5
of the Ontario Heritage Act as a

MTCS.

If, as part of the renewable energy project,
the alteration of the property or the
demolition or removal of a building or
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Table 3.1:

Protected Properties Under Section 19 of O. Reg. 359/09

Description of Property

Authority Involved

property of cultural heritage value or
interest of provincial significance.

Type of Authorization Required to be
Submitted
structure on the property is proposed,
consent to alter the property or demolish or
remove the building or structure.

A property in respect of which a
notice of intention to designate the
property as property of cultural
heritage value or interest of
provincial significance has been
given in accordance with section
34.6 of the Ontario Heritage Act.

MTCS.

If, as part of the renewable energy project,
the alteration of the property or the
demolition or removal of a building or
structure on the property is proposed,
consent to alter the property or demolish or
remove the building or structure.

A property that is the subject of an
easement or a covenant entered
into under section 37 of the Ontario
Heritage Act.

Municipality that
entered into the
easement or
covenant.

Authorization to undertake any activities
related to the renewable energy project
that require the approval of the
municipality that entered into the
easement or covenant.

A property that is part of an area
designated by a municipal by-law
made under section 41 of the
Ontario Heritage Act as a heritage
conservation district.

Municipality that
made the by-law.

If, as part of the renewable energy project,
the alteration of the property or the
erection, demolition or removal of a
building or structure on the property is
proposed, a permit to alter the property or
to erect, demolish or remove a building or
structure on the property.

A property designated as a historic
site under Regulation 880 of the
Revised Regulations of Ontario, 1990
(Historic Sites) made under the
Ontario Heritage Act.

MTCS.

If, as part of the renewable energy project,
the excavation or alteration of the property
of historical significance is proposed, a
permit to excavate or alter the property.
(O. Reg. 359/09, s. 19, Table; O. Reg. 195/12, s. 13 (3))

Recognition of “heritage” properties varies greatly and is dependent on the level of CHVI
identified or, in some cases, the level of investigation undertaken. For the purpose of this study,
only properties as defined in Table 3.1 were considered to be protected properties. Where
previously identified by municipal staff or provincial agencies as containing or having the
potential to contain CHVI, the property, or structure, was determined to be an identified
property and evaluated against O. Reg. 9/06 to determine whether or not it is a heritage
resource. Specific requirements pertaining to protected properties are described within the
Information Bulletin. Identified properties, although important to consider as potential heritage
resources and evaluated as such, do not require authorization as described in Table 3.1.

3.4

FIELD PROGRAM TO IDENTIFY POTENTIAL HERITAGE RESOURCES

A vehicular windshield survey was conducted on November 23 and 24, 2016, and April 11, 2017
from publicly accessible roadways. Prior to the visit, the HAA was reviewed for potential heritage
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resources including both potential BHRs and components of potential CHLs. During the field
surveys, while the study area was reviewed for potential heritage resources including both
potential built heritage resources and components of potential cultural landscapes, the
documentation of potential heritage resources was restricted to the HAA unless noted otherwise).
Where identified, these were photographed and their characteristics and locations recorded.
In general, buildings, structures, and potential cultural landscapes more than 40 years of age
were evaluated during the survey for their potential to satisfy O. Reg. 9/06 criteria. The use of the
40-year threshold is generally accepted by both the federal and provincial authorities as a
preliminary screening measure for CHVI. This practice does not imply that all buildings, structures,
or landscapes more than 40 years of age are inherently of significant heritage value, nor does it
exclude exceptional examples constructed within the past 40 years of being of significant
cultural heritage value. For a potential BHR or potential CHL to be considered a heritage
resource it must satisfy O. Reg. 9/06 criteria.

3.5

EVALUATION OF CULTURAL HERITAGE VALUE OR INTEREST

The criteria for determining CHVI are defined by O. Reg. 9/06. Each potential heritage resource
was considered both as an individual structure and as a cultural landscape. Where CHVI was
identified, a structure or landscape was assigned a Heritage Resource (HR) number and the
property was determined to contain a heritage resource. Evaluations for each property are
contained within Appendix B.

3.5.1

Ontario Regulation 9/06

In order to identify CHVI at least one of the following criteria must be met:
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, activity, 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
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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.
(O. Reg. 9/06 s. 1 (2)).

3.6

ASSESSMENT OF PROJECT IMPACTS

Where a heritage resource was identified within the HAA, potential impacts (that may result from
the Project) were identified and assessed. The assessment of potential impacts was undertaken
according to the Information Bulletin (MTCS 2013). According to the Information Bulletin’s list of
impacts, the Project may have seven potential negative impacts, including but not limited to:
•

•

destruction
−

destruction or removal of any, or part of the identified heritage attributes

−

demolition of a heritage building or structure in order to construct a renewable energy
project

alteration
−

erection of new buildings or structures, such as transformer stations, that are not
sympathetic to existing heritage resources

−

alteration of a building, structure or landscape in a manner that is not sympathetic, or is
incompatible with the historic fabric and appearance

−

vibration damages to a structure or building during construction or because of changes
to adjacent land use

−

introduction of elements that visually or physically diminish the heritage value of a
landscape, structure or building

−
•

isolation
−
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−

obstruction

•

•

−

obstruction of views from or of a built heritage resource or a cultural heritage landscape,
where the views have been identified as a heritage attribute

−

obstruction through the rerouting of traffic, alteration of roadways or gateways near a
landmark that limit access to a resource or property

a change in land use
−

•

change in relationship or isolation of a heritage resource from its surrounding
environment or context

change of use or neglect of a heritage resource which causes deterioration of heritage
attributes

land disturbances
-

widening of existing rural roads, introduction of new roads, utility corridor, and/or removal
of plantings, etc

-

a change in grade that alters historical patterns of topography or drainage
(MTCS 2013)

In addition to direct impacts, the potential for indirect impacts resulting from the vibrations of
construction and the transportation of Project components and personnel were also evaluated.
Although the effect of traffic and construction vibrations on historic period structures is not fully
understood, negative effects have been demonstrated on buildings with a setback of less than
40 metres from the curbside (Crispino and D’Apuzzo 2001; Ellis 1987; Rainer 1982; Wiss 1981). The
proximity of Project components to heritage resources was considered in this assessment within
the HAA. For the purposes of this study, heritage resources in the HAA within 50 metres of project
components were considered in order to encompass a wide enough buffer zone to account for
built resources less than 40 metres from curbside or potential Project activities. This represents a
conservative approach to impact identification.

3.7

MITIGATION STRATEGIES

Mitigation strategies were prepared based on guidelines provided by the MTCS Information
Bulletin. The MTCS suggests methods of minimizing or avoiding negative direct or indirect impacts
in order of preference including, but not limited to:
•

avoidance of impacts from project components and construction activities

•

changes in design or alternative development approaches

•

sympathetic alterations that respect heritage attributes
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•

alteration or new construction that can be removed with minimal harm to heritage resources

•

physical and visual compatibility with existing cultural heritage resource

•

layout or component designs that minimize visual intrusions

•

introduction of separation distance or compatible visual barriers to reduce visual impact

•

sympathetic plantings, materials, and features

•

use of existing buildings or structures as part of the ongoing operation of the renewable
energy project without damaging attributes

•

where no in-situ conservation option is feasible, moving and/or relocating a built heritage
resource

•

the use of interpretation and commemoration
(MTCS 2013)
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4.0

HISTORICAL DEVELOPMENT

4.1

INTRODUCTION

The study area is situated in southwestern Ontario, in the Municipality of Dutton Dunwich within
the Elgin County. The Municipality of Dutton Dunwich is bounded by Lake Erie to the south, the
Township of Southwold to the east, the County of Middlesex to the north, and the Township of
West Elgin to the west. The study area covers a large portion of Dutton Dunwich, extending from
Chalmers Line in the north to Erin Line in the south and from Coyne Road in the west to Iona
Road in the east.
Specifically, the study area spans the following historical Lots and Concessions of the former
Township of Dunwich within Elgin County, Ontario:
•

Lots A-C, Concession 3

•

Lots 22-24, A-C, Concession 4

•

Lots 6-24, A-C, Concession 5 North of A

•

Lots 6-24, A-C, Concession A

•

Lots 22-24, A-C, Gore

•

Lots 6-24, A-C, Concession 5 South of A

•

Lots 6-24, A-C, Concession 6

•

Lots 14-24, A-C, Concession 7

•

Lots 14-24, A-C, Concession 8

•

Lots 14-24, A-C, Concession 9

•

Lots 14-24, A-C, Concession 10

•

Lots 16-24, A-C, Concession 11

•

Lots 16-24, A-C, Concession 12

The study area also spans the following historical Lots and Concessions of the former Township of
Southwold, within the County of Elgin, Ontario:
•

Lot 17, Concession 1

•

Lot 17, Concession 2

•

Lot 17, Concession 3
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The following sections outline the historical development of the study area from the period of
settlement to the 21st century.

4.2

PHYSIOGRAPHY

The study area is situated within the Mount Elgin Ridges and Ekfrid Clay plain physiographic
regions of southwestern Ontario (Chapman and Putnam 1984: 113). The Mount Elgin Ridges
region is on the northern and eastern portions of the Municipality of Dutton Dunwich and is an
area of ridges and valleys. The ridge or moraines are at an elevation of 290 to 300 m a.s.l. and
are composed of pale brown calcareous clay or silty clay. The St. Thomas moraine runs
horizontally across the township between the communities of Dutton and Wallacetown. The
elevation of the valleys is between 245 to 275 m a.s.l. and are composed of alluvium of gravel,
sand, or silt. The ridges are well drained and have well aerated soil, compared to the valley
areas that have poor drainage. Due to these contrasting areas, the ridges are more prosperous
areas for farming. Farmers have tended to use the ridge areas for crops and the lowlands for
livestock and pasture (Chapman and Putnam 1984: 145).
The Ekfrid Clay Plain covers the southwestern portion of the Municipality of Dutton Dunwich. The
region is primarily composed of stratified clay and flat lands, except for where it is cut by gullies
near the Thames River. The silty sediments in the region make for good soil as the ground can be
easy to till. The main limitation for agriculture activities is poor drainage. Cash crops are
dominant in the region and include corn, soybeans, and wheat (Chapman and Putnam 1984:
147).

4.3

SURVEY

The former Township of Dunwich was first surveyed by Deputy Surveyor Patrick McNiff from
December 1793 to January 1794. The township was named for a village in England noted for
being eroded by the North Sea in a similar way to that of Lake Erie and the southern shoreline of
the township (West Elgin Genealogical and Historical Society (WEGHS) 2004: 5). Laid out using
the single-front system, each concession was comprised of 24 lots that were made up of
approximately 200 acres each (Plate 1). With the onset of winter, McNiff was unable to
complete the entire survey to Lake Erie. Subsequent surveys of the Township of Dunwich resulted
in a township that was oddly numbered with broken fronts, a gore concession, and two
concessions numbered 5 in the middle of the township.
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Plate 1: Single-Front Survey System (Source: Dean 1969)
The adjacent Township of Southwold was surveyed in 1795 by Provincial Land Surveyor Augustus
Jones, who created the eastern boundary of the Township of Dunwich. In August 1787, surveyor
Parren Law was instructed to complete the survey of Dunwich. Law surveyed the lots from the
east boundary line to Lake Erie, but failed to complete the entire survey (Smith 1885: 680-681).
Provincial Land Surveyor William Hambly, who arrived with Colonel Thomas Talbot (1771-1853) to
the township in 1803, was instructed to complete the survey of the Township of Dunwich.
Additional surveys of the township were completed in 1868 by Jesse Ball and James A. Bell in
1878 (Smith 1885: 679).

4.4

19TH CENTURY DEVELOPMENT

Development in close vicinity to the study area was initially focused around Talbot’s original land
grant situated in the southeast corner of the township at the mouth of Talbot Creek and along
the shoreline of Lake Erie (The Arts & Cookery Bank 2014: 16). Colonel Talbot, who had previously
come to Upper Canada in the 1790s as Lieutenant Governor General John Graves Simcoe’s
private secretary, had been granted 5,000-acres of land on the north shore of Lake Erie. When
Talbot travelled with Simcoe in 1792 and 1793 throughout Upper Canada, he undertook missions
on behalf of Simcoe to meet with Aboriginal groups situated north of Lake Erie (Brunger 1985). It
was during these travels that Talbot gained the idea for developing a settlement in the fertile
region. Talbot arrived in Port Stanley on May 22, 1803, with a group of men to assist with the
development of settlements on his tract of land (WEGHS 2004: 14).
Between 1803 and 1808, 20 families, comprised primarily of United Empire Loyalists and migrants
from the United States, settled in the Talbot settlement (Elgin County Branch OGS, The Talbot
Settlement; n.d.). By 1809, Port Talbot had a sawmill and gristmill in operation and was the centre
of the Talbot settlement (WEGHS 2004: 17). To increase accessibility throughout his vast land
holdings, Talbot recognized the need for road construction. In 1804, he was appointed as
London District’s road commissioner. Following provincial commissions from Lieutenant Governor
Francis Gore in February 1809, Talbot instructed Mahlon Burwell to survey a road between Port
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Talbot and the Niagara District. As a commissioner, Talbot was responsible for the settlement of
lots along the new Talbot Road (Brunger 1985).
The Talbot Settlement’s progress was interrupted by the onset of the War of 1812 and the
involvement of Upper Canada in the conflict. Since most of the settlers of the township had
come from the United States, settlement came to a halt (WEGHS 2004: 29). Most of the battles
during the war were fought in the Niagara region and near the borders, but small skirmishes did
take place in Elgin County. None of these skirmishes were identified to have taken place within
the limits of the study area boundary. Port Talbot was the site of multiple attacks in the spring
and summer of 1814 and served as a stopping place for troops between Detroit and Niagara.
The community was burned in 1814 in a series of raids and was never rebuilt (St. Thomas Public
Library 2011).
The War of 1812 resulted in significant damage to the township as houses and crops were
destroyed, along with the loss of livestock and other household articles that were stolen (WEGHS
2004: 35). The township slowly recovered following the war, with little population growth until the
arrival of the first wave of immigrants from the British Isles, mostly of Scottish descent that came to
the Township of Dunwich between 1819 and 1820 (WEGHS 2004: 49-50). From the first large grant
of land in 1804 and through the promotion of settlement in the township Talbot amassed 30,764
acres in the Township of Dunwich by 1821 (Elgin County Branch OGS, The Talbot Settlement,
n.d.). Development in the township remained slow due to Talbot’s settlement policy and his
selection of settlers. By 1838, Colonel Talbot was forced to turn over large portions of his property
to the government (Brunger 1985).
By the 1840s, settlement began to open into the northern portion of the township and the
second large wave of immigrants arrived from the British Isles (WEGHS 2004: 88). The County of
Elgin was established in August 1851 following The Baldwin Act of 1849 and the creation of
municipalities. The county was named for James Bruce (1811-1863), the 8th Earl of Elgin and the
Governor General of Canada from 1847 to 1854. The first provisional Council met in St. Thomas at
the Town Hall on April 15,1852, with Moses Willey as the first Reeve of the Township of Dunwich.
From the second wave of immigrants to the creation of a municipality, the population of the
township significantly increased from 652 in 1848 to 1,948 by 1852 (Page & Co. 1877: 6). The
primary industries in the township by the mid-19th century were lumber and agriculture. Through
the creation of a municipality came the appointment of pathmasters in the township, that were
given the duty to oversee road construction and maintenance. Between 1850 and 1880
concession roads and side roads in the township were opened (Hall 1972: 49).
Colonel Talbot died in February 1853, leaving part of his estate to George MacBeth (1825-1870).
MacBeth arrived in Port Talbot in 1839 and became a personal attendant to Talbot. Talbot’s
estate was intended to be passed to his nephew Richard Airey, but following a quarrel between
the two, half went to Airey and the remainder was left to MacBeth. This included holdings in the
Townships of Bayham, Dunwich, Malahide, Southwold, and City of London (Armstrong 1976).
MacBeth’s large holdings in the Township of Dunwich are evident on the 1864 Tremaine map of
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the township (Figure 2.1 and 2.2, Appendix A) and the 1877 Map of the County of Elgin of the
township (Figure 3.1 and 3.2, Appendix A).
The 1870s was a new era of development in the Township of Dunwich with the introduction of a
railway line. Prior to the railway, accessibility in the township was by way of the Talbot Road and
the port at Tyrconnell on Lake Erie. The Canada Southern Railway (CSR) was established by a
provincial bill on December 24, 1869 (Province of Ontario 1870: 83). Funding for the railway line
came from individual investment, municipalities, and the provincial government. The survey for
the railway line began on June 1, 1870. The shortest and most economical route between
Michigan and New York, through southwestern Ontario, was selected. The CSR laid 369
kilometres of track between the International Bridge over the Niagara River at Buffalo, to the
Detroit River, at Amherstburg (CSR 1871: 6). The survey was completed in February 1871,
construction of the western section in 1872 (Amherstburg to St. Thomas), and the eastern section
by early 1873 (St. Thomas to Fort Erie) (CSR 1871: 39 and NARHF n.d.).
The completed railway line horizontally crossed the central portion of the township with two
stations, one at the Village of Dutton and one at the settlement of Iona Station. The first train
passed through the township on December 19, 1872, and regular service began on June 22,
1873 (WEGHS 2004: 145). The railway increased accessibility to the northern portions of the
township and created a new market of growth for the settlements in the township. In 1874,
unable to pay back its investors, the CSR Company declared bankruptcy. The railway line was
taken over by Cornelius Vanderbuilt, owner of the New York Central (NYC) Railway. It was then
leased in 1883 to the Michigan Central Railway (MCR) (NARHF n.d.).
During the course of the 19th century, numerous hamlets and small communities were
established. The following sections provide an historical overview of these communities in the
Township of Dunwich throughout the 19th century. While many are located outside of the study
area, their development was directly linked to the development of the study area. Therefore,
historical information is provided in order to inform subsequent historical evaluations.

4.4.1

Tyrconnell

Tyrconnell was the first hamlet to develop west of Port Talbot on the shore of Lake Erie. It was also
known as Little Ireland for the large number of Irish descendants that settled in the area. The
study area is located east of the former hamlet (Figure 3, Appendix A).
George Crane was part of the crew that arrived with Talbot at Port Stanley in 1803. Crane met
Colonel Talbot at York (now Toronto) and was hired to assist him with the Talbot settlement. In
1806, Crane settled on Lot 15, Concession 11 and built a log house near the lakeshore. Following
Crane’s settlement west of Port Talbot, others soon followed, including John Pearce, Colonel
Leslie Patterson, Mary Storey, and Stephen Backus (WEGHS 2004: 21).
At the time of settlement, the nearest mill was at the Long Point settlement, a substantial
distance to the east. In 1817, the first gristmill was built at Tyrconnell on the creek on Lot 9,
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Concession 11. By 1823, Tyrconnell had four mills in operation, including two gristmills and two
sawmills (WEHGS 2004: 75). The first store was opened in 1830 by James Hamilton and John
Warren. When the post office opened in about 1837, the village became known as Tyrconnell
(Grainger 2008: 75).
In 1853, James Blackwood purchased part of Lot 8, Concession 11 from George MacBeth, and
had the land surveyed into village lots. Blackwood also constructed a general store in 1855 and
a warehouse in 1856 (Grainger 2008:79). Lots were purchased in the village through the
influence of the Tyrconnell Wharf and Harbour Company which was formed in 1853 to develop
a pier into Lake Erie. The pier was completed in 1861 and was large enough to allow for a team
of horses to turn around at its end. The construction of the pier brought numerous workers of
various occupations to the village (WEGHS 2004: 131). Plate 2 shows the layout of the village of
Tyrconnell by 1877.

Plate 2: Village of Tyrconnell 1877 (Source: Page & Co. 1877)

4.4.2

Wallacetown

The settlement of Wallacetown developed at the intersection of Currie Road and the north
branch of the Talbot Road (now Talbot Line). The settlement initially included Lots 12 and 13 on
Concessions 7 and 8. The study area runs along the eastern and northern portions of the
settlement (Figures 2 and 3, Appendix A).
In 1819, Donald Currie and his father John Currie emigrated from Argyleshire, Scotland, and
settled on Lot 12, Concession 8, and part of Lot 12, Concession 7. The side road running between
Lots 12 and 13 alongside the Currie property was named Currie Road in honour of the early
settlers. The name Wallcetown was chosen by Donald Currie in reference to the Scottish hero
William Wallace (WEGHS 2004: 109).
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As Currie Road was connected to Talbot Road, the intersection became a settlement in the
1840s, with increased traffic along the roads. In 1847, Duncan McTavish purchased the southeast
corner of Lot 12, Concession 7 from Donald Currie and opened a shoe store. This was followed
with the first tavern and the first general opened by Robert Blackwood in 1848 (Page & Co. 1877:
11). The growth of Wallcetown decreased towards the end of the 19th century with the opening
of the railway line and the movement of businesses north to the village of Dutton. Plate 3 shows
the layout of Wallacetown in 1877.

Plate 3: Village of Wallacetown 1877 (Source: Page & Co. 1877)

4.4.3

Iona and Iona Station

The settlement of Iona developed at the intersection of the Townline (now Iona Road) and the
north branch of the Talbot Road (now Talbot Line) between the Townships of Dunwich and
Southwold. The settlement initially included Lot C, Concessions 7 and 8, in Dunwich and Lot 1,
Concessions North and South of the Talbot Road, in Southwold. The study area is within the
community and uses Iona Road as a boundary line along the eastern border (Figures 1 and 3,
Appendix A).
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Several of the early families in Iona had immigrated to the township from Nova Scotia including
the families of John Lumley, John Clark, Donald Carroll, and Robert Read (Reid). John Lumley
and family settled in the township in 1819, on part of Lot C, Concession 9 (WEGHS 2004: 62).
Lumley established a mill on his property in the early 1820s (WEGHS 2004: 103).
In 1848, Duncan McCormick commissioned George Munroe to survey village lots on his farm in
the Township of Southwold. Munroe selected the name Iona for the settlement after the Ionian
Islands situated off the coast of Scotland (Page & Co. 1877: 10). The name Iona was recognized
for the settlement when the post office opened in 1853 (WEGHS 2004: 103). By 1863, the
settlement had a population of approximately 600 and had five general stores, a hardware
store, tin shop, two hotels, a restaurant, a livery stable, four blacksmith/carriage shops, a plough
manufacturer, two shoe shops, a tailor, two furniture shops, two turning factories, a gristmill, a
sawmill, a clerk’s office, a temperance hall, a masonic hall, and three churches (WEGHS
2004:104).
Iona Station, east of the study area, developed north of Iona on Lots B and C, Concession 5,
where the CSR. had a second station in the township. A post office was established at the
settlement in 1875. One of the first industries in Iona Station was a cheese factory, opened by
Archibald Black just south of the railway tracks on Lot C, Concession 4. The first hotel was
established by John L. Decow, known as the Dufferin House (Sim 1984: 231).

4.4.4

Cowal

The settlement of Cowal, also known as New Montreal, developed in two separate locations.
The settlement initially developed at the intersection of Iona Road and Aberdeen Line, in the
study area near Neil McBride’s property. It was later relocated to the intersection of Cowal Road
and Concession 4 (now Chalmers Line) north of the study area (Figure 3, Appendix A).
Neil and Mary McBride settled in the Township of Southwold in 1833 purchasing 80 acres (32.4
hectares) on Lot 17, Concession 2 from George Macbeth (Grainger 2008: 46). McBride cleared
the land, erected a log cabin, and began farming the property. He also established the first post
office in the area on his property in December 1863. The name Cowal was selected to
commemorate Cowal, Scotland.
The post office was relocated in 1875 to a general store established by James McDougall at the
intersection of Cowal Road and Concession 4. With the opening of the Lipsey and Redmond
sawmill to the southwest, the community began to prosper, and by 1877 it had two general
stores, a large sawmill and shingle mill, and a Presbyterian church (Page & Co.1877. Cowal
reached its peak in the 1880s and by the end of the 19th century was beginning to diminish due
to the depletion of timber and the opening of the CSR line to the south, at Dutton and Iona
Station (Sim 1984: 97).
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Adjacent to the McBride property, John McCallum settled on the south half of Lot C, Concession
4, in the Township of Dunwich, which is within the study area. In 1854, McCallum donated the
southeast corner of his property for use as a cemetery for the settlement. The trustees for the
property were John McBride, David Crossen, and Peter Duncanson. The first burial in the
cemetery was Nancy McLaren McTavish, wife of John McTavish who died in May 1854. In 1898, a
second cemetery was created to the south on Lot C, Concession 5 North of A, on land donated
by John McBride; this became known as McBride Cemetery. The first burial was Christine
McLarty, John McTavish’s second wife. The two cemeteries were united on June 2, 1938,
becoming the Cowal-McBride Cemetery (Elgin County, Cowal Branch Women’s Institute1992).

4.4.5

Dutton

The Village of Dutton, in the northern portion of the Township, was established on the south half
of Lots 12 and 13, Concession A and the north half of Lots 12 and 13, Concession 5 south of A in
the Township of Dunwich (Heeney 1990: 11). The village is located within the study area (Figures
1 and 3, Appendix A).
Compared to other communities in the township, the Village of Dutton developed late in the
19th century, through the influence of the CSR and subsequent railway construction. This portion
of the township remained isolated except for a few farmsteads until 1871 (Sim 1984: 125).
Prior to railway development, what would become Dutton was mostly inexpensive land that was
covered in dense forests, bush, and swamp areas. Once plans for construction of the railway
emerged, the land was purchased for village development. There are four lots which would
eventually combine to form the Village of Dutton:
•

The south half of Lot 12, Concession A, initially part of a clergy reserve was granted to Neil
Galbraith on August 1, 1846. It changed hands between James McGillivray, Hon. George
Jervis Goodhue, and Neil Patterson, before being purchased by Archibald John Leitch on
December 9, 1871. Leitch had the property surveyed into lots, which he called the Village of
Lisgar when it was registered on September 14, 1872.

•

The south half of Lot 13, Concession A, was granted to George Macbeth on October 14,
1867 from the Canada Company. In 1871, the property sold to George Bennett, who had
the land surveyed into village lots that were registered on April 9, 1872, as Bennettville.

•

The north half of Lot 12, Concession 5 south of A was granted to Colonel Thomas Talbot on
July 22, 1821 from the Crown. The property passed to George MacBeth in 1853, who sold it to
James Wilkie in 1880. Wilkie had the north part of the property surveyed into village lots and
registered on November 27, 1880, as part of the Village of Dutton.

•

The north half of Lot 13, Concession 5 south of A was purchased by Thomas Lutton from
George MacBeth in March 1866. Lutton sold the property the same year to John Wesley,
who had part of the property surveyed into village lots and registered as part of the Village
of Dutton (Heeney 1990: 11-12).
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In May and June 1871, the CSR purchased the right-of-way through Lots 12 and 13, Concession
A. The three and three-quarter acre section of Lot 12 was purchased from Neil Paterson and the
three and one-half acre section of Lot 13 from George Macbeth (Heeney 1990: 12). Following
the construction of a railway station, the village was renamed jointly as Dutton Station in honour
of the chief surveyor responsible for the construction of the railway through the County of Elgin.
The first train passed through the station in December 1872 and service began in June 1873
(WEGHS 2004: 145). Dutton developed quickly through the influence of the railway. A post office
was established in the village in October 1874 under the name Dutton Station with Archibald
Leitch as the first postmaster (WEGHS 2004:148). In 1887, following the lease of the railway by the
Michigan Central Railway(MCR), the word “station” was dropped from the village name (Sim
1984: 127).
Many residents of the Township of Dunwich recognized the potential of the railway and moved
their businesses to Dutton from the neighbouring communities including Wallacetown, Iona,
Cowal, and Tyrconnell. The first store was established in the village by William Griffin and Thomas
Graham on the northeast corner of Currie Road and Shackleton Line (Heeney 1990: 20). The
large industries that developed in Dutton included the Dutton Flour Mill opened in 1874 by Archie
McEachern, the Dutton Stave and Heading Company opened in 1875, and the Dutton Woollen
Mills established by L.J. Wilson in 1885 (WEGHS 2004: 148).
By 1885, Dutton consisted of three churches, a woollen mill, a gristmill, two sawmills, a shingle mill,
four dry goods stores, two tailor shops, four dressmakers, two shoe stores, seven groceries, a
bakery, two furniture stores, a butcher shop, a drug store, a book shop, a turning mill, two
harness shops, three banks, four hotels, a roller rink, a jewelry store, a photograph shop, three
blacksmiths, two carriage shops, and a foundry (Sim 1984: 132). Plate 4 shows the layout of
Dutton by 1877. Dutton was incorporated as a village on January 1, 1891, with a population of
857. The first reeve of the village was Archibald Leitch (WEGHS 2004: 153).
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Plate 4: Village of Dutton 1877 (Source: Page & Co. 1877)

4.5

20TH CENTURY DEVELOPMENT

During the 20th century, the study area’s land use remained primarily agricultural. The Village of
Dutton was booming at the beginning of the 20th century, through the influence of the railway,
while other villages were declining from the loss of business to Dutton (WEGHS 2004: 182). This
continued through the first two decades of the 20th century. Dutton represented a small centre
of industrial activity responding to the surrounding agricultural activities. It provided the central
location from which goods were moved to larger markets. As the economic depression arrived,
rail traffic decreased and the movement of goods slowed. It was not until the next transportation
network was constructed that the community would grow again, while the rest of the township
remained primarily rural with a strong reliance on the agricultural industry.
Following the decline of railway traffic, the largest influence on the development of the study
area in the 20th century was the establishment, and later expansion, of provincial highways. The
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expansion began in the 1930s in the Toronto area (outside of the study area) in response to the
increasing congestion along Highway 2. Administered by the Department of Highways Ontario
(DHO), road construction projects resulted in, among other smaller roads, construction of a super
highway along the Windsor to Quebec corridor (Bevers2017.). Initially known as Highway 2A, the
highway replaced Dundas Street, the 19th century settlement and military road, as the major
thoroughfare across the province. The route number was changed from Highway 2A to Highway
401 in 1952 when 400-series highway numbering was introduced (Bevers 2017).
In 1947, following the end of the Second World War, the first portion of the highway was
completed in Scarborough. It took nearly two decades for the highway expansion to reach the
study area, and the section of Highway 401 situated within the study area was completed in the
1960s. This connected the Windsor to Tillbury corridor with the London to Woodstock portion. The
timing of the expansion is indicative of traffic patterns. While the study area relied heavily on the
highway to move goods, the demand was not as high as the Greater Toronto Area and Golden
Horseshoe regions; the study area remained largely rural and sparsely populated by
comparison. This is further exemplified in the highway widening efforts that began in the 1970s
and have continued to the present day. Sections of Highway 401 were widened from four to six
lanes beginning in the 1970s, although the portion through the study area has remained a fourlane highway (Bevers 2017).
The character of the study area throughout the 20th century remained rural, with small pockets
of industrial and residential development. Numerous farmsteads exist in the study area that
remain unchanged or slightly altered with new technologies in agriculture equipment. The
Township of Dunwich amalgamated with the Village of Dutton in 1998 and became the
Municipality of Dutton Dunwich (Elgin County n.d.). The municipality has remained a small
community with a population in 2006 of 3,821, and in 2011 of 3,876 (Statistics Canada 2016).
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5.0

SCREENING AND INVENTORY RESULTS

5.1

AGENCY AND MUNICIPAL CONSULTATION

In order to identify protected properties within the study area, the MTCS, OHT, Municipality of
Dutton Dunwich, Municipality of West Elgin, and Township of Southwold were consulted. Emre
Yurga, Heritage Advisor, Heritage Program Unit, with the MTSC reported on September 8, 2016
that there were no properties on the List of Provincial Heritage Properties within the vicinity of the
study area. Jeremy Collins, Coordinator, Acquisitions and Conservation, with the OHT, confirmed
on August 16, 2016 that there are no conservation easement sites within the study area. At the
municipal level, staff were consulted to determine the presence of any protected properties.
Heather James, Planner for the Municipality of Dutton Dunwich, Municipality of West Elgin, and
the Township of Southwold, reported on July 19, 2016 that there were no municipal heritage
resources within or adjacent to the study area. Therefore, no protected or identified properties
were determined to be situated within the study area.

5.2

FIELD PROGRAM

5.2.1

Potential Heritage Resources

As described in Section 3.4, windshield surveys were undertaken to identify potential heritage resources
situated within the HAA. Where identified, the potential resource was photographically documented
from publicly accessible roadways. During the survey, a total of 11 individual properties were identified
to contain potential heritage resources as summarized in Table 5.1 and shown on Figures 4.1-4.5,
Appendix A. None of these properties had been previously identified through municipal or agency
consultation.

Table 5.1:

Summary of Potential Heritage Resources Identified During Site Visits
Potential Heritage Resource

Potential Heritage Resource Type

28252 Thomson Line

Residence

28760 Thomson Line

Farmstead

Willey Road

Former Railway Corridor

30294 Silver Clay Line

Farmstead

30312 Talbot Line

Farmstead

30939 Silver Clay Line

Farmstead

31935 Thomson Line

Outbuildings

31946 Silver Clay Line

Outbuilding

8876 Willey Road

Farmstead

31395 Talbot Line

Farmstead
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Table 5.1:

Summary of Potential Heritage Resources Identified During Site Visits
Potential Heritage Resource

31973 Talbot Line

Potential Heritage Resource Type
Residence

The study area, as described in Section 4.2, consists of a generally flat landscape mixed with
gently rolling hills primarily under mixed use agriculture, including cash crop agriculture, pasture
lands, and various woodlots. In most cases, potential heritage resources were set close to the
road with residences fronting the road and agricultural buildings at the rear.
Seven of the potential heritage resources were constructed in the late nineteenth century, and
four were built from the early to mid-twentieth century. More specifically, the majority of
residences were constructed between approximately 1870 and 1910, and are of a similar
Ontario vernacular architecture style. They are similarly proportioned with a one and one-half
storey height, an L-shaped or T-shaped plan, and cross gable roof (see Appendix B). Six of the
potential heritage resources identified were farmsteads, comprising a residential structure and
associated timber frame barns.
Views within the study area were considered as part of the evaluation process to determine
whether they had any potential for CHVI. The project team determined that these views did not
represent CHLs and were not heritage attributes of the cultural heritage resources identified in
Table 5.1. The views on the properties identified as having a cultural heritage resource are each
common landscape views of a rural area without distinguishing viewscape features, which has
not been preserved and which have been modified over time. As discussed below, the views
involving these properties are not rare or unique.
The views to properties with cultural heritage resources represent part of the overall panorama
that is common in rural Ontario. The collection of buildings in the viewscape is typical and
frequently found in rural landscape’s in Ontario, and the landscape itself has been undergone
modern modifications over time. In particular, the views do not represent CHLs or cultural
heritage viewscapes for the following reasons:
•

there are no definable entrances/gateways into an area of special or historic significance;

•

the rural character is not unique but ubiquitous to all of rural south-west Ontario;

•

The viewscape does not contain specific receptor/vantage points of a specific and
identifiable historic vista. They are broad panoramas of common rural landscapes.

•

There are no viewsheds of notable historic events;

•

The viewshed has been modified through the addition of modern additions of hydro-lines,
communication towers and paved roads;
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5.3

EVALUATION OF CULTURAL HERITAGE VALUE OR INTEREST

Where a potential heritage resource was identified, an evaluation of the CHVI of the property
was undertaken. Detailed evaluations are contained within Appendix B. Section 3.5 outlines O.
Reg. 9/06’s criteria for determining CHVI, which was used to assess each potential heritage
resource. There were 11 potential heritage resources identified, eight of which were determined
to be heritage resources (Figures 5.1-5.4, Appendix A). Table 5.2 summarizes the findings. None
of the potential heritage resources identified were CHLs or had associated views with CHVI.

Table 5.2:

Summary of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest
Municipal Address

CHVI

HR Number

28252 Thomson Line

No

N/A

28760 Thomson Line

Yes

HR-1

Willey Road (former railway corridor)

Yes

HR-2

30294 Silver Clay Line

Yes

HR-3

30312 Talbot Line

Yes

HR-4

30939 Silver Clay Line

Yes

HR-5

31935 Thomson Line

No

N/A

31946 Silver Clay Line

No

N/A

8876 Willey Road

Yes

HR-6

31395 Talbot Line

Yes

HR-7

31973 Talbot Line

Yes

HR-8
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6.0

EVALUATION OF ANTICIPATED IMPACTS AND
MITIGATION OPTIONS

6.1

DESCRIPTION OF THE UNDERTAKING

Details about temporary and permanent project components that will be used to construct,
operate, maintain, and decommission the wind energy facility are provided in Section
2.0. A summary of components to be installed include the following:
•

up to 20 turbines, each with a rated capacity between 3.0 and 4.2 MW for a combined
nameplate capacity of up to 57.5 MW

•

a pad-mounted step-up transformer, located adjacent to each wind turbine

•

one substation where the voltage is stepped up from 34.5 kV to 230 kV via a main output
transformer

•

one communications tower, if required and one or more of the existing meteorological
towers

•

one operations and maintenance building, with warehouse and workshop spaces, an
administration office, equipment storage and security facilities

•

underground and overhead 34.5 kV electrical lines

•

Access roads allowing vehicles and equipment to enter the Project Location from various
municipal roads

•

water crossings

•

temporary storage and construction areas

The understanding of project activities is based on those provided by Invenergy in May 2017. If,
at any point during the development of the Project, these activities are modified to reach
beyond the Project Location footprint as it exists at the writing of this Report, a review of the
modifications will be undertaken. Where additional impacts may result from the modifications,
an assessment of the impacts on the heritage resources will be undertaken.

6.2

RELATIONSHIP TO PROJECT LOCATION

As described in O. Reg. 359/09, Section 32, assessment of impacts is required where a heritage
resource is situated at the Project Location. The assessment of potential impacts was completed
only where a relationship to the Project Location was established. This relationship was defined
using the HAA. Where a heritage resource was determined to be positioned within the HAA, an
assessment of impacts was completed. While this extends beyond the basic requirements of O.
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Reg. 359/09, it is an appropriate approach to impact assessment given municipal and provincial
understanding of heritage resource identification and conservation.
Heritage assessment must also occur when protected heritage properties are located at or
abutting the Project Location. As no such protected properties were identified as at or abutting
the Project Location within the Study Area, an assessment of impacts to protected heritage
properties is not applicable to this report. Significant views were not identified as individual
resources or as heritage attributes of heritage resources. Therefore impacts to views were not
assessed in this report.

6.3

ANTICIPATED IMPACTS

Where a heritage resource was determined to be situated within the HAA, the impacts of the
proposed Project on identified heritage attributes were evaluated (Table 6.1). The impacts, both
direct and indirect, were evaluated according to the MTCS Information Bulletin. See Section 3.6
for further discussion of impacts assessed. Further discussion of resource-specific potential
impacts identified follows in Section 6.3.1.
Within Table 6.1 the following acronyms are used, based on the potential impacts defined in
Section 3.6: D = Destruction/removal, A = Alteration, I = Isolation, O = Obstruction, LU = Change
in land use, LD = Land disturbance. For the purposes of this report, the following abbreviations
denote the assessment of impacts: NA = Not Anticipated, A = Anticipated Impact, P = Potential
Impact

Table 6.1:
Address
28760
Thomson
Line

Evaluation of Potential Impacts
Direct
Impact

Indirect Impact

Discussion

D

A

I

O

LU

LD

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

The Project Location is positioned in the southwest
corner of the property and consists of the access road
entrance and temporary construction area. There were
no heritage attributes associated with the heritage
resource within the Project Location. Therefore, no
impacts are anticipated to result from the Project.
Mitigation measures are not required.

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

A small portion of the former railway corridor is
positioned within the Project Location, as the electrical
line is proposed to run through the corridor. However,
the electrical line will be positioned along the roadway
which currently bisects the railway line. As an
abandoned railway line, the roadway dominates this
portion of the line. Construction of an electrical line is
not anticipated to alter the heritage attributes
associated with the heritage resource.

(HR-1)

Willey
Road
(HR-2)
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Table 6.1:
Address

Evaluation of Potential Impacts
Direct
Impact
D

A

Indirect Impact
I

O

LU

Discussion
LD
Therefore, no impacts are anticipated to result from the
Project. Mitigation measures are not required.

30294
Silver
Clay Line

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

P

(HR-3)

The Project Location is positioned along the centre of
the property and contains a turbine, access road,
electrical line, and constructible area. The electrical line
and access road enter the property from Silver Clay
Line. An electrical line also runs along the municipal
ROW at the front of the property. The Project Location is
situated immediately adjacent to the residence and
barn which have been identified as a heritage
resource. Both the constructible area and electrical line
are proposed within 50 metres of heritage attributes, as
is the electrical line within the municipal ROW.
While it is not anticipated that either the barn or
residence will be altered as a result of the Project, given
the position of the Project Location, there is potential for
vibration effects related to construction activities.
Therefore, mitigation measures must be applied to
mitigate potential indirect impacts associated with
construction vibration effects.

30312
Talbot
Line

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

(HR-4)

The Project Location is positioned on the north portion of
the property and includes a turbine, access road,
electrical line, and associated laydown areas. The
electrical line and access road enter the northern
portion of the property from Silver Clay Line. Project
components are proposed north of the residence and
barn in excess of 50 metres. There were no heritage
attributes identified within the Project Location nor were
heritage attributes identified within 50 meters of the
Project Location.
Therefore, no impacts are anticipated to result from the
Project. Mitigation measures are not required.

30939
Silver
Clay Line
(HR-5)

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

P

The Project Location is positioned along the southeast
boundary and at the northeast corner of the property
and includes a turbine, access road, electrical line, and
constructible area. The electrical line and access road
enter the property from Willey Road. An electrical line
also runs along the municipal ROW at the north, east
and southeast side of the property. The Project Location
is situated in excess of 50 metres from the residence and
barns which have been identified as a heritage
resource. However, the electrical line proposed within
the municipal ROW is positioned within 50 metres of the
residence.
While it is not anticipated that the residence will be
altered as a result of the Project, given the position of
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Table 6.1:
Address

Evaluation of Potential Impacts
Direct
Impact
D

A

Indirect Impact
I

O

LU

Discussion
LD
the electrical line within the municipal ROW, there is
potential for vibration effects related to construction
activities.
Therefore, mitigation measures must be applied to
mitigate potential indirect impacts associated with
construction vibration effects.

8876
Willey
Road

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

P

(HR-6)

The Project Location is positioned in the northwest and
southwest corners of the property and contains
constructible area. No project infrastructure is situated
within the property but it is anticipated that both
corners may be built up during construction activities. A
proposed electrical line also runs along the municipal
ROW abutting the property. There were no heritage
attributes determined to be situated within the Project
Location, but the electrical line within the municipal
ROW is situated within 50 metres of the residence and
barns which have been identified as a heritage
resource.
While it is not anticipated that the residence and barn
will be altered as a result of the Project, given the
position of the constructible area and electrical line
within the municipal ROW, specifically along Willey
Road, there is potential for vibration effects related to
construction activities.
Therefore, mitigation measures must be applied to
mitigate potential indirect impacts associated with
construction vibration effects.

31395
Talbot
Line
(HR-7)

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

P

The Project Location is positioned at various locations
throughout the property and contains a turbine,
temporary access road, access road, electrical line,
and constructible area. The electrical line and access
roads enter the property from Talbot Line at three
different locations, one of which enters the adjacent
property and diverts onto 31395 Talbot Line at the rear
of the residence. An electrical line also runs along the
municipal ROW along the north end of the property. The
Project Location is situated around the residence which
has been identified as a heritage resource. The
outbuildings on the property were not determined to be
heritage attributes of the residence or heritage
resources themselves. The temporary access road,
turbine access road, and electrical lines within the
municipal ROW were all determined to be within 50
metres of heritage attributes.
While it is not anticipated that the residence will be
altered as a result of the Project, given the position of
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Table 6.1:
Address

Evaluation of Potential Impacts
Direct
Impact
D

A

Indirect Impact
I

O

LU

Discussion
LD
the Project Location within 50 metres of the identified
heritage attributes, as well as the electrical line within
the municipal ROW, there is potential for vibration
effects related to construction activities.
Therefore, mitigation measures must be applied to
mitigate potential indirect impacts with construction
vibration effects.

31973
Talbot
Line
(HR-8)

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

P

The Project Location is positioned at the center of the
property and contains a turbine, access road, electrical
line, and constructible area. The electrical lines and
access road enter the property from Talbot Line. An
electrical line also runs along the municipal ROW at the
north side of the property.
The residence and timber frame barns have been
identified as heritage resources; the outbuildings on the
property have not. The Project Location is situated to
the west of the residence, in excess of 50 metres from
the residence and barns. However, the electrical line
proposed within the municipal ROW is positioned within
50 metres of the residence.
While it is not anticipated that the residence will be
altered as a result of the Project, given the position of
the electrical line within the municipal ROW, there is
potential for vibration effects related to construction
activities.
Therefore, mitigation measures must be applied to
mitigate potential indirect impacts associated with
construction vibration effects.

D = Destruction/removal, A = Alteration, I = Isolation, O = Obstruction, LU = Change in land use, LD = Land
disturbance, NA = Not Anticipated, A = Anticipated Impact, P = Potential Impact

6.3.1

Potential Impacts (Land Disturbance)

Although indirect impacts are not anticipated, there is the potential for construction and
transportation-related vibrations to affect five locations. As discussed in Section 3.6, the effect of
traffic and construction vibrations on historic period structures has been demonstrated on
buildings with a setback of less than 40 metres from the curbside. Given the variable nature of
both heritage resources identified and construction activities, a 50-metre threshold for potential
vibration effects has been established.
Wind turbines are anticipated to produce minimal vibrations during their operation, so potential
impacts were identified only for the construction and decommissioning phases. The potential for
vibration impacts resulting from construction activities varies greatly, depending on the nature of
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construction activities and the equipment used. Heritage resources that are located within 50
metres of potential Project construction/transportation activities are assessed for potential
indirect impacts resulting from land disturbance and mitigation measures are proposed.
Mitigation measures are proposed to minimize negative impacts related to vibrations resulting
from land disturbance activities such as construction and transportation. A vibration study can
identify and establish the appropriate threshold for vibrations related to construction activity. This
would allow for the creation of custom mitigation measures appropriate to the study area
conditions and the range of heritage resources identified.
Given the nature of components of the project outlined in Section 2.0, while identified as a
potential impact, the likelihood of impacts resulting from construction vibrations is considered to
be low.

6.4

MITIGATION OPTIONS

Where potential impacts are identified, measures to avoid, eliminate or mitigate these impacts
have been identified as required by O. Reg. 359/09 section 23 (see Section 3.1 for regulatory
requirements). The below options are based on mitigation or avoidance measures developed
by the MTCS Information Bulletin. These serve to either minimize or avoid project-related impacts
to heritage resources. See Section 3.7 for further discussion of mitigation methods assessed.
Proposed Project activities include construction of wind turbines and associated infrastructure in
agricultural fields (that are currently in use for cultivation or pasture) and in municipal road
ROWs. Potential Project-related impacts may include vibrations generated by construction and
transportation. None of the heritage resources identified are positioned within the Project
Location, but some are located within 50 metres of Project activities. When measuring these
impacts against the mitigation measures provided in the Info Bulletin, particularly as they are
listed in order of preference (3.7), no direct impacts are anticipated. Implementing preventative
mitigation measures may reduce the risk of potential indirect impacts. Table 6.2 contains a
summary of the evaluation of mitigation options.

Table 6.2:

Summary of Mitigation and Avoidance Options

Methods of Mitigation in
Order of MTCS Preference
Avoidance

6.6

Potential Impact from Land Disturbance
All anticipated impacts are related to construction activities. Heritage
resources are not at risk of removal and will remain intact. Avoidance of the
heritage resources related to potential indirect impacts associated with
land disturbance can be achieved by implementing planning mechanisms
that provide distance between the heritage resource and construction
activities. Where avoidance is necessary, physical markers should be used
during Project construction to demarcate the appropriate buffer zone. The
use of these planning mechanisms will therefore serve to avoid (where
feasible) and mitigate (where necessary) impacts resulting from vibrations
associated with land disturbances.
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Table 6.2:

Summary of Mitigation and Avoidance Options

Methods of Mitigation in
Order of MTCS Preference
Changes in
Design/Alternative
Development
Compatible Alterations
Reversible Alterations

Layout or Component
Design Alternatives
Separation or Visual
Barriers
Using Existing Buildings or
Structures
Relocation
Interpretation

Potential Impact from Land Disturbance
All anticipated impacts are related to construction activities. Heritage
resources are not at risk of removal and will remain intact. Therefore,
mitigation can be achieved with planning mechanisms implemented
ahead of construction activities rather than limitations on construction or
other changes in design.
All anticipated impacts are related to construction activities. Heritage
resources are not at risk of removal and will remain intact. Therefore,
mitigation through compatible alterations is not required.
All anticipated impacts are related to construction activities. Heritage
resources are not at risk of removal and will remain intact. The construction
activities of the Project are considered reversible and documented in the
decommissioning plans prepared as part of the REA application. Thus,
incorporating further reversible alterations is not required.
All anticipated impacts are related to construction activities. Heritage
resources are not at risk of removal and will remain intact. Therefore, design
alternatives are not required.
All anticipated impacts are related to construction activities. Heritage
resources are not at risk of removal and will remain intact. Therefore,
separation or barriers to reduce visual impacts are not required.
All anticipated impacts are related to construction activities. Heritage
resources are not at risk of removal and will remain intact and building use is
not anticipated to change as a result of the Project activities. Therefore, use
of the buildings for ongoing operations is not required.
All anticipated impacts are related to construction activities. Heritage
resources are not at risk of removal and will remain intact. Therefore,
relocation of heritage resources is not required.
All anticipated impacts are related to construction activities. Heritage
resources are not at risk of removal and will remain intact. Therefore,
interpretation/commemoration is not required.
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7.0
7.1

RECOMMENDATIONS
SUMMARY

The Draft Cultural Heritage Assessment Report was prepared according to the requirements of
O. Reg. 359/09 Sections 19 and 23, as well as guidelines provided in the MTCS Information
Bulletin. Following a review of historic mapping, consultation with appropriate bodies, and a
windshield survey, a total of 11 potential heritage resources were identified. Of these, eight were
determined to satisfy O. Reg. 9/06’s criteria for determining CHVI, and thus constitute heritage
resources. None of the potential heritage resources identified were CHLs or had associated
views with CHVI Where a heritage resource was located within the HAA, the potential impacts
associated with construction and decommissioning activities on heritage attributes was
assessed. Eight heritage resources were determined to be situated within the HAA and were
assessed for potential impacts.
No direct impacts to the identified heritage resources is expected, nor is any significant
landscape-level impact. The potential for indirect impacts was identified for five of the heritage
resources, related to the vibrations associated with construction activities and the transportation
of Project components and personnel throughout the Project Location. Potential vibration
impacts are restricted exclusively to Project construction and decommissioning activities and
may only affect those heritage resources situated within 50 metres of the Project Location.
Potential vibration impacts were identified for the following heritage resources:
•

HR-3 (30294 Silver Clay Line)

•

HR-7 (31395 Talbot Line)

•

HR-5 (30939 Silver Clay Line)

•

HR-8 (31973 Talbot Line)

•

HR-6 (8876 Willey Road)

Following an assessment of potential vibration impacts resulting from construction and
decommissioning activities, it was determined that:
1. None of the heritage resources identified are at risk of removal, and will remain intact
2. Heritage resources where potential vibration impacts were identified are located within 50
metres of Project activity and mitigation measure are required
3. A preventive approach to mitigation measures, using avoidance by implementing planning
mechanisms to distance construction and decommissioning activities from the heritage
resources, can reduce the risk of indirect impacts

7.2

PLANNING MECHANISMS

Components of five heritage resources positioned within the HAA were determined to be
situated within 50 metres of the Project Location. To prevent negative indirect Project impacts
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related to construction vibrations, Project activities should be isolated from these heritage
resources. It is recommended that site plan controls be put in place prior to construction to
prevent potential indirect impacts. The site plan controls shall include fencing to indicate where
Project activities are restricted,. These controls should be indicated on all construction mapping
and communicated to the construction team leads.
Given the position of the heritage resources within 50 metres of Project activities, it is
recommended that a 50 metre buffer zone be established around each heritage resource to
indicate where all construction activities should be avoided, including but not limited to ground
disturbance and the movement of equipment and people to and from the site. Where
construction activities cannot be avoided within the 50 metre buffer zone, as is anticipated to
be the case with electrical line construction, it is recommended that activities do not exceed
maximum acceptable vibration levels, or peak particle velocity (PPV) levels, as determined by a
qualified engineer. Establishing the PPV threshold should occur prior to any construction activities
(pre-construction survey). A building condition specialist should make determinations on the
appropriate approach to establish baseline conditions
It is anticipated that PPV levels would be established for general conditions within the study area
and in the vicinity of heritage resources identified; not necessarily on a per property basis. At
appropriate points, construction within the 50 metre buffer zone should be monitored to confirm
that acceptable PPV levels are not exceeded. All construction activities should cease if levels
are exceeded until an acceptable solution can be identified. Equal care should be applied
during decommissioning activities to safeguard heritage resources.
If construction activities enter the 50 metre buffer zone unexpectedly or in areas where it is not
anticipated, all activities in the 50 metre buffer zone should cease immediately and a qualified
building condition specialist should be retained to determine if any damage was incurred as a
result of the construction activities. Only following approval from the building specialist should
construction activities resume, at which point the 50 metre buffer should be re-established.

7.3

DEPOSIT COPIES

To assist in the retention of historic information, copies of this report should be deposited with
local repositories of historic material and municipalities. Therefore, it is recommended that this
report be deposited at the following locations:
John Kenneth Galbraith Reference Library
Attn: Local History Collection
236 Shackleton Street
Dutton-Dunwich ON N0L 1J0
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SIGN-OFF PAGE

This document entitled Strong Breeze Wind Project -Cultural Heritage Assessment Report was
prepared by Stantec Consulting Ltd. (“Stantec”) for the account of Strong Breeze Wind Power
Partnership (the “Client”) to support the approvals and permitting process for the Client’s
application for a Renewable Energy Approval for the Lake Simcoe Regional Airport Solar Project
in the Township of Oro-Medonte, Ontario. In connection thereto, this document may be
reviewed and used by the federal, provincial and municipal government agencies participating
in the approvals and permitting process in the normal course of their duties; and stakeholders
may provide comment as part of the regulatory approvals process. Except as set forth in the
previous sentence, any reliance on this document by any third party for any other purpose is
strictly prohibited. The material in it reflects Stantec’s professional judgment in light of the scope,
schedule and other limitations stated in the document and in the contract between Stantec
and the Client. The opinions in the document are based on conditions and information existing
at the time the document was published and do not take into account any subsequent
changes. In preparing the document, Stantec did not verify information supplied to it by others,
unless otherwise stated therein. Any unauthorized use which a third party makes of this
document is the responsibility of such third party. Such third party agrees that Stantec shall not
be responsible for costs or damages of any kind, if any, suffered by it or any other third party as a
result of decisions made or actions taken based on unauthorized use of this document.
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APPENDIX B:
CULTURAL HERITAGE RESOURCE
FORMS

Municipal Address: 28252 Thomson Line
Former Township or County: Township of Dunwich
Municipality: Dutton Dunwich
Resource Type: Residence
Associated Dates: 1910-1930
Relationship to Project Location: At the Project Location
Location on Figure 4: 4.1
Description: The property contains a straight laneway
that leads to a residence, and a modern outbuilding.
The residence is a one and a half storey structure, with a
medium-pitched side gable roof, that has shed dormers,
asphalt shingles, and a brick chimney with a clay flue.
The exterior is clad with modern siding, and has a
concrete foundation.
Evaluation of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest
according to O. Reg. 9/06:

Filepath: \\cd1215-f01\work_group\01609\active\160950885\planning\report\heritage\appendix b_160950885_20170616.docx

Design or Physical Value: None identified.
Historical or Associative Value: None identified.
Contextual Value: None identified.
Identified Heritage Attributes: None identified.
Identification of CHVI: No
Completed by (name): Laura Walter
Date Completed: December 2, 2016
Heritage Resource Number: N/A

Client/Project

Invenergy LLC
Strong Breeze Wind Project
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CULTURAL HERITAGE RESOURCE RECORD FORM

June 2017
160950885
Page

1 of 11

Municipal Address: 28760 Thomson Line
Former Township or County: Township of Dutton
Municipality: Dutton Dunwich
Resource Type: Residence
Associated Dates: 1870-1900s
Relationship to Project Location: At the Project Location
Location on Figure 4: 4.1
Description: The property contains a long straight
laneway that leads to a residence and farm complex
that includes a wood outbuilding and two concrete
silos.
The residence is a one and a half storey structure, with a
medium pitched cross gable roof, that is clad with
metal, and has a masonry block chimney. The exterior is
clad with horizontal wood siding, and stucco. The
structure has a concrete foundation.

Filepath: \\cd1215-f01\work_group\01609\active\160950885\planning\report\heritage\appendix b_160950885_20170616.docx

The outbuilding has a gable roof clad with metal.
Evaluation of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest
according to O. Reg. 9/06:
Design or Physical Value: Representative of a late 19th
century vernacular residence.
Historical or Associative Value: The property, Lot 9,
Concession 5 South of A, on the 1877 Historical Atlas Map shows T. Summers as the owner (Figure 3). The
map also displays a residence on the west side of the creek, in the same location as the present structure.
Contextual Value: None identified.
Identified Heritage Attributes: Residence: One and a half structure, and medium pitched cross gable roof.
Identification of CHVI: Yes
Completed by (name): Laura Walter
Date Completed: December 2, 2016
Heritage Resource Number: HR-1

Client/Project

Invenergy LLC
Strong Breeze Wind Project
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June 2017
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Page
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Municipal Address: Willey Road
Former Township or County: Township of Dunwich
Municipality: Dutton Dunwich
Resource Type: Former Railway Corridor
Associated Dates: 1872
Relationship to Project Location: At the Project
Location
Location on Figure 4: 4.2
Description: The property contains the former
railway corridor of the Canada Southern Railway
(C.S.R.) line. The corridor crosses Concessions A
and 5 South of A in the former Township of
Dunwich. It is a path that is bordered by woodlots.
Evaluation of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest
according to O. Reg. 9/06:

Filepath: \\cd1215-f01\work_group\01609\active\160950885\planning\report\heritage\appendix b_160950885_20170616.docx

Design or Physical Value: None identified.
Historical or Associative Value: This former railway
corridor is associated with the C.S.R. line that
operated across southwestern Ontario and
connected to the United States. The line was
surveyed in 1870 and construction was completed
in the Township of Dunwich in 1872. This portion of
the line operated between the villages of Dutton
and Iona Station. The line was removed in the late 20th century.
Contextual Value: Representative design and date of construction supports the rural character of the
study area.
Identified Heritage Attributes: Former Railway Corridor: Connection to the Canadian Southern Railway
line. Landscape: Pathway that is bordered by woodlots.
Identification of CHVI: Yes
Completed by (name): Laura Walter
Date Completed: December 2, 2016
Heritage Resource Number: HR-2
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Invenergy LLC
Strong Breeze Wind Project
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June 2017
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Page
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Municipal Address: 30294 Silver Clay Line
Former Township or County: Township of Dunwich
Municipality: Dutton Dunwich
Resource Type: Former Farmstead
Associated Dates: 1877-1910
Relationship to Project Location: At the Project Location
Location on Figure 4: 4.3
Description: The property contains a former farmstead
that appears abandoned. A long straight laneway lane
way leads up to a residence, barn, and outbuildings.
The residence is a one and a half storey structure, with a
medium pitched cross gable roof, that has asphalt
shingles, and a brick chimney. The exterior is clad with
modern siding. The front (south) façade, has a partial
enclosed wood entrance porch.

Filepath: \\cd1215-f01\work_group\01609\active\160950885\planning\report\heritage\appendix b_160950885_20170616.docx

The timber frame barn has a side gable roofclad with
metal.
Evaluation of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest
according to O. Reg. 9/06:
Design or Physical Value: Representative of a late 19th
century vernacular residence.
Historical or Associative Value: None identified.
Contextual Value: Representative design and date of construction supports the rural character of the
study area.
Identified Heritage Attributes: Residence: One and a half storey structure, medium-pitched cross gable
roof, brick chimney, and partial enclosed porch. Barn: Timber frame structure and gable roof.
Identification of CHVI: Yes
Completed by (name): Laura Walter
Date Completed: December 2, 2016
Heritage Resource Number: HR-3

Client/Project

Invenergy LLC
Strong Breeze Wind Project
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CULTURAL HERITAGE RESOURCE RECORD FORM

June 2017
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Page
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Municipal Address: 30312 Talbot Line
Former Township or County: Township of Dunwich
Municipality: Dutton Dunwich
Resource Type: Farmstead
Associated Dates: 1900-1920s
Relationship to Project Location: At the Project Location
Location on Figure 4: 4.3
Description: The property contains a long straight
laneway that leads a residence and farm complex that
includes a barn and large concrete silo.

Filepath: \\cd1215-f01\work_group\01609\active\160950885\planning\report\heritage\appendix b_160950885_20170616.docx

The residence is a one storey structure with a lowpitched hip roof, that has gable dormers, asphalt
shingles, and two brick chimneys. The exterior is of
horizontal siding, with wide eaves and brackets. The
front (south) façade has a partial wood porch with an
asymmetrical gable above the entrance door. The east
façade has a bay window, and an enclosed partial
wood porch with multi-paned windows. The rear of the
structure has an attached garage.
The barn has a side gable roof clad with metal and sits
on a concrete foundation. On its east façade is a large
concrete silo. The property has two smaller outbuilding,
each with a gable roof clad in metal. One wood
outbuilding or driveway shed has a side gable roof clad
with metal. There is also a smaller silo that is clad in metal.
Evaluation of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest according to O. Reg. 9/06:
Design or Physical Value: Representative of an early 20th century residence, with Arts and Craft style
design influences.
Historical or Associative Value: The property, Lot 15, Concession 7, on the 1877 Historical Atlas Map of the
Township of Dunwich is owned by Archibald and Duncan McKillop (Figure 3). The original residence was
located on the western portion of Lot 15, Concession 7, while the current early 20th century structure is on
the eastern portion of the lot. The original residence is no longer located on the property.
Contextual Value: Representative design and date of construction supports the rural character of the
study area.
Identified Heritage Attributes: Residence: One storey structure, low pitched hip roof, gable dormers, two
brick chimneys, wide eaves with brackets, partial wood porch with asymmetrical gable above the
entrance door (south façade), bay window, and enclosed partial porch (east façade). Outbuildings:
Gable roof barn. Wood outbuilding with side gable roof.
Identification of CHVI: Yes
Completed by (name): Laura Walter
Date Completed: December 2, 2016
Heritage Resource Number: HR-4
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Invenergy LLC
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CULTURAL HERITAGE RESOURCE RECORD FORM

June 2017
160950885
Page
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Municipal Address: 30939 Silver Clay Line
Former Township or County: Township of Dutton
Municipality: Dutton Dunwich
Resource Type: Farmstead
Associated Dates: 1870-1900s
Relationship to Project Location: At the Project Location
Location on Figure 4: 4.3
Description: The property contains a straight laneway
that leads to a residence and farm complex that
includes a barn and large concrete silo.

Filepath: \\cd1215-f01\work_group\01609\active\160950885\planning\report\heritage\appendix b_160950885_20170616.docx

The residence is a one and a half storey structure, with a
T-plan, a medium-pitched cross gable roof that has
asphalt shingles. The exterior is clad with modern siding,
and has a concrete foundation. The front (north)
façade has a three-bay main block, with a full covered
porch, that has a partial upper balcony. The porch has
decorative woodwork.
The large timber frame barn has a cross gable roof with
a hay hood. Next to the barn is a smaller timber frame
outbuilding with a side gable roof clad with metal.
Evaluation of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest
according to O. Reg. 9/06:
Design or Physical Value: Representative of a late 19th century vernacular residence, and farmstead. The
residence has Gothic Revival design influences.
Historical or Associative Value: The property, Lot 18, Concession 7, on the Historical Atlas Map of 1877 is
shown as being occupied by D. McKillop (Figure 3). The residence is shown on the west portion of Lot 18,
Concession 7. The residence on the map was possibly the main block of the current residence that
displays Gothic Revival design influences. The western portion could have been a later addition to the
house. McKillop was a large property owner around the Village of Wallacetown.
Contextual Value: Representative design and date of construction supports the rural character of the
study area.
Identified Heritage Attributes: Residence: One and a half storey structure, T-plan, medium-pitched cross
gable roof, three bay front (north) façade, full wood porch with decorative woodwork, and partial upper
balcony. Outbuildings: Timber frame barn with cross gable roof, and hay hood. Smaller timber frame
structure with gable roof.
Identification of CHVI: Yes
Completed by (name): Laura Walter
Date Completed: December 2, 2016
Heritage Resource Number: HR-5

Client/Project

Invenergy LLC
Strong Breeze Wind Project
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Municipal Address: 31935 Thomson Line
Former Township or County: Township of Dutton
Municipality: Dutton Dunwich
Resource Type: Farm Outbuildings
Associated Dates: ca. 1930-1948
Relationship to Project: At the Project Location
Location on Figure 4: 4.4
Description: The property contains a modern house, with
a farm complex, that includes five outbuildings, and a
large concrete silo.
The outbuildings are clad with metal. One outbuilding
has a side gable roof with a salt box side, while the other
outbuildings each have a gable roof.
Evaluation of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest according to O. Reg. 9/06:
Design or Physical Value: None identified.

Filepath: \\cd1215-f01\work_group\01609\active\160950885\planning\report\heritage\appendix b_160950885_20170616.docx

Historical or Associative Value: None identified.
Contextual Value: None identified.
Identified Heritage Attributes: None identified.
Identification of CHVI: No
Completed by (name): Laura Walter
Date Completed: December 2, 2016
Heritage Resource Number: N/A

Client/Project

Invenergy LLC
Strong Breeze Wind Project
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Municipal Address: 31946 Silver Clay Line
Former Township or County: Township of Dunwich
Municipality: Dutton Dunwich
Resource Type: Outbuilding
Associated Dates: 20th century
Relationship to Project Location: At the Project
Location
Location on Figure 4: 4.4
Description: The property contains a modern
residence, modern outbuildings, and a wood
outbuilding.
The small timber outbuilding has a gable roof
and asphalt shingles.
Evaluation of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest according to O. Reg. 9/06:
Design or Physical Value: None identified.
Historical or Associative Value: None identified.
Filepath: \\cd1215-f01\work_group\01609\active\160950885\planning\report\heritage\appendix b_160950885_20170616.docx

Contextual Value: None identified.
Identified Heritage Attributes: None identified.
Identification of CHVI: No
Completed by (name): Laura Walter
Date Completed: December 2, 2016
Heritage Resource Number: N/A

Client/Project

Invenergy LLC
Strong Breeze Wind Project
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Municipal Address: 8876 Willey Road
Former Township or County: Township of Dunwich
Municipality: Dutton Dunwich
Resource Type: Farmstead
Associated Dates: 1870s
Relationship to Project Location: At the Project Location
Location on Figure 4: 4.3 and 4.5
Description: The property contains a residence and farm
complex with numerous outbuildings and two concrete
silos.
The residence is a one and half storey structure, with a
medium-pitched side gable roof that has asphalt
shingles. The exterior is clad with modern siding and has
a stone foundation. The structure has a symmetrical
three-bay front (west) façade.

Filepath: \\cd1215-f01\work_group\01609\active\160950885\planning\report\heritage\appendix b_160950885_20170616.docx

The timber frame barn has a side gable roof clad with
metal. The barn has a timber frame addition on its west
façade with a shed roof.
Evaluation of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest
according to O. Reg. 9/06:
Design or Physical Value: Representative of a late 19th
century vernacular residence.
Historical or Associative Value: The property, Lot 19, Concession 8, on the 1877 Historical Atlas Map of the
Township of Dunwich is occupied by Mal. Graham (Figure 3). The map shows the current structure, with an
orchard to the south. Malcolm Graham Sr. settled near Iona in 1828, and married Margaret McIntyre of
Wallacetown in 1845. They had seven children including Malcolm Jr. He married Margaret Campbell in
1889 and they settled on the property.
Contextual Value: Representative design and date of construction supports the rural character of the
study area.
Identified Heritage Attributes: Residence: One and a half storey structure, medium pitched side gable
roof, stone foundation and symmetrical three bay front (west) façade.
Identification of CHVI: Yes
Completed by (name): Laura Walter
Date Completed: December 2, 2016
Heritage Resource Number: HR-6

Client/Project

Invenergy LLC
Strong Breeze Wind Project
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Municipal Address: 31395 Talbot Line
Former Township or County: Township of Dunwich
Municipality: Dutton Dunwich
Resource Type: Residence
Associated Dates: 1870s
Relationship to Project Location: At the Project
Location
Location on Figure 4: 4.5
Description: The property contains a residence and
farm complex that includes outbuildings, modern
silos, and a modern garage.
The residence is a one and a half storey structure,
with a medium pitched side gable roof, that has asphalt shingles. The exterior is clad with modern siding.
The three-bay front (north) façade has a central gable peak. The front façade has a full wood porch. The
structure has a rear cross gable modern addition.
Behind the residence is an L-plan outbuilding, with a cross gable metal clad roof. Description taken from
Google Earth 2017.
Filepath: \\cd1215-f01\work_group\01609\active\160950885\planning\report\heritage\appendix b_160950885_20170616.docx

Evaluation of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest according to O. Reg. 9/06:
Design or Physical Value: Representative of a late 19th century vernacular residence with Gothic Revival
style design influences.
Historical or Associative Value: The property, the west half of Lot 20, Concession 8, on the 1877 Historical
Atlas Map of the Township of Dunwich, is occupied by John Sharon (Figure 3). The residence is displayed
on the map, with a side yard orchard.
Contextual Value: Representative design and date of construction supports the rural character of the
study area.
Identified Heritage Attributes: Residence: One and a half storey structure, medium pitched side gable
roof, three bay front (north) façade, and central gable peak.
Identification of CHVI: Yes
Completed by (name): Laura Walter
Date Completed: December 2, 2016
Heritage Resource Number: HR-7

Client/Project

Invenergy LLC
Strong Breeze Wind Project
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Municipal Address: 31973 Talbot Line
Former Township or County: Township of Dutton
Municipality: Dutton Dunwich
Resource Type: Residence
Associated Dates: 1880-1910
Relationship to Project Location: At the Project Location
Location on Figure 4: 4.5
Description: The property contains a residence and a
modern outbuilding.

Filepath: \\cd1215-f01\work_group\01609\active\160950885\planning\report\heritage\appendix b_160950885_20170616.docx

The residence is a two storey structure, with a high
pitched cross gable roof that has asphalt shingles. The
exterior is clad with modern siding and has a concrete
foundation. The front (north) façade has an asymmetrical front facing gable peak and a partial wood
porch that wraps around to the east façade. The porch has a gable peak over the front entrance door
and dentils. The two front windows have stained glass transom windows. Some of the fenestrations have
wood louvered shutters.
Evaluation of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest according to O. Reg. 9/06:
Design or Physical Value: Representative of a late 19thto early 20th century vernacular residence with
Queen Anne architectural design influence.
Historical or Associative Value: The property on the 1877 Historical Atlas Map of the Township of Dunwich is
occupied by John Carswell (Figure 3). The map does show a structure on the property, although the
current residence appears to be of a Late Victorian style (1890-1930s).
Contextual Value: None identified.
Identified Heritage Attributes: Residence: Two storey structure, high pitched cross gable roof,
asymmetrical front (north) facing gable, partial wood porch with gable peak and dentils, stained glass
transom windows, and wood louvered shutters.
Identification of CHVI: Yes
Completed by (name): Laura Walter
Date Completed: December 2, 2016
Heritage Resource Number: HR-8

Client/Project

Invenergy LLC
Strong Breeze Wind Project
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STRONG BREEZE WIND PROJECT CULTURAL HERITAGE ASSESSMENT REPORT

APPENDIX C:
SUMMARY OF QUALIFICATIONS AND
EXPERIENCE

Meaghan Rivard MA, CAHP
Senior Heritage Consultant

Meaghan Rivard is Stantec’s Senior Heritage Consultant with experience in the identification, evaluation, and
documentation of heritage resources as well as expertise in the environmental assessment process as it pertains
to heritage resources. Ms. Rivard is a member of the Canadian Association of Heritage Professionals and works
across disciplines in a variety of settings from municipal conservation planning to transportation infrastructure
and environmental assessments. Ms. Rivard has experience managing and executing all aspects of Cultural
Heritage Evaluation Reports, Heritage Impact Assessments, Photographic Documentations, and Heritage
Conservation Plans. She has assessed more than 2,000 properties as part of windshield surveys and worked
under various classed environmental assessments. In addition to EA related work, Meaghan continues to be
actively involved in the assessment of individual properties. Here she utilizes knowledge in the identification,
evaluation, and documentation of heritage resources alongside expertise in the assessment of proposed
change and preparation of options to mitigate negative impacts on heritage resources. Meaghan is focused
on regulatory satisfaction balanced with an admiration for the heritage of our province.

EDUCATION

M.A. Public History, Western University, London,
Ontario
B.A. History - Honours with Distinction, Brock
University, St. Catharines, Ontario

MEMBERSHIPS

Member, Canadian Association of Heritage
Professionals

PROJECT EXPERIENCE

Environmental Assessment
West London Dyke EA, City of London, Ontario
(Task Manager, Heritage Consultant)

CHER completed as part of a Municipal Class EA. The CHER
identified potential built heritage resources and cultural
heritage landscapes and evaluated the CHVI of each resource
to determine the presence of heritage resources within the
study area. Undertook site assessment and prepared report
recommendations while supervising the development of the
land use history and evaluation of CHVI.

Beaver Creek EA, City of Waterloo, Ontario
(Task Manager, Heritage Consultant)

Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report (CHER) to identify and
evaluate potential heritage resources as part of a Class C
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment. The CHER
identified potential built heritage resources and cultural
heritage landscapes and evaluated the CHVI of each resource
to determine the presence of heritage resources within the
study area. Undertook site assessment and prepared report
recommendations while supervising the development of the
land use history and evaluation of CHVI.

* denotes projects completed with other firms

North Grenville Master Plan EA, North Grenville,
Ontario (Heritage Consultant)
Completion of a Built Heritage and Cultural Heritage
Screening Checklist in advance of water and wastewater
modifications in the municipality. The Checklist determined
the need for additional assessment based on the identification
of properties protected by the MTCS, OHT, and the
municipality.

Innovation Drive, City of Ottawa, Ontario
(Task Manager and Heritage Consultant)
CHER completed as part of a Class C Municipal Class EA. The
CHER identified potential built heritage resources and
cultural heritage landscapes and evaluated the CHVI of each
resource to determine the presence of heritage resources
within the study area. Undertook site assessment and
prepared report recommendations while supervising the
development of the land use history and evaluation of CHVI.

Courtneypark Drive EA, City of Mississauga, Ontario
(Heritage Consultant)
Completion of a Built Heritage and Cultural Heritage
Screening Checklist in advance of road widening activities as
requested by MTCS. The Checklist determines the need for
additional assessment based on the identification of heritage
resources.

Chapel Hill EA, City of Ottawa, Ontario
(Task Manager, Heritage Consultant)
The CHER identified potential built heritage resources and
cultural heritage landscapes and evaluated the CHVI of each
resource to determine the presence of heritage resources
within the study area. Completed recommendations for future
work while supervising, the site assessment, report
production, and the development of the land use history and
evaluation of CHVI.

Design with community in mind

Meaghan Rivard MA, CAHP
Senior Heritage Consultant

Peel Watermain Main Street, Brampton, Ontario
(Cultural Heritage Specialist)

Old Orchard Sewage Facility*, Grimsby, Ontario
(Project Manager, Cultural Heritage Specialist)

The CHAR identified potential built heritage resources and
cultural heritage landscapes and evaluated the CHVI of each
resource to determine the presence of heritage resources
within the study area. In addition, potential impacts
associated with the Project were identified and mitigation
strategies developed to lessen these impacts. Prepared report
recommendations while supervising the site assessment,
development of the land use history and evaluation of CHVI.

Cultural Heritage Assessment as part of a Municipal Class
Environmental Assessment of a former sewage storage facility
adjacent to historic War of 1812 battle site. Undertook field
work, background research, site analysis, report production.

Simpson Lake Quarry, Township of Addington
Highlands, County of Lennox and Addington,
Ontario (Heritage Consultant)
Proposed quarry project required completion of the Checklist
for Determining High/Low Potential for Cultural Heritage
Resources and the Municipal Class EA Checklist. Consultation
with various provincial, regional, and local agencies and
interested parties as well as background research and a
review of historical mapping was undertaken.

Weber Street Widening, Waterloo, Ontario
(Heritage Consultant)
As part of a multidisciplinary team managing a Schedule "C"
Class Environmental Assessment for the Weber Street
widening, Stantec undertook the identification, assessment,
and documentation prior to demolition. Documentation of 36
properties took place as properties were acquired between
2011 and 2013. The results were compiled into a
comprehensive report including photographic record, detailed
research and site drawings, submitted in August 2013.

Little Long Lac Mining District, Greenstone, Ontario
(Task Manager and Heritage Consultant)
Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report (CHER) completed as
part of Environmental Baseline Work Program prior to the
initiation of an Environmental Assessment. The CHER
screened for resources of potential cultural heritage value or
interest (CHVI) where project impacts were anticipated. A
preliminary property inspection and review of available
resources determined the presence of potential heritage
resources within the study area. Each potential resource was
evaluated to determine the presence of CHVI. Following
completion of the CHER, a Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA)
was completed to identify areas of potential impact and
provide strategies to mitigate these impacts.

* denotes projects completed with other firms

Deloro Mine Site*, Deloro, Ontario
(Cultural Heritage Specialist)
Assessment of 19th century mining and smelting technology at
Deloro gold mine. Report and inventory prepared for the
Ontario Ministry of the Environment. Undertook field work,
inventory preparation and assisted with report production
and coordination.

Municipal Development Plans
Victoria Park Development, London, Ontario
(Task Manager, Heritage Consultant)
Heritage Impact Statement for proposed 24 storey tower
within the City of London’s West Woodfield Heritage
Conservation District. Statement included review of pertinent
planning policies, design guidelines, and an evaluation of the
appropriateness of the development to the district and an
assessment of anticipated impact identified as well as
extensive background research and visual impact
assessments. Report author and quality review.

Heritage Building Energy Audits, Multiple Locations,
Region of Waterloo, Ontario (Heritage Reviewer)
Energy audits completed for three properties designated
under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act including the
Region’s Historic Gaol, Governor’s House, and the Joseph
Schneider Haus. The goal of each energy audit was to identify
areas where each resource could be made more energy
efficient. The Heritage Review was completed to confirm
compliance with applicable policies and conservation best
practices, each report was reviewed.

Clarence Street Tower Proposed Development,
London, Ontario (Heritage Consultant)
Heritage Impact Statement for proposed 31 storey mixed use
commercial and residential tower within the City of London’s
Downtown Heritage Conservation District Study. Statement
included review of pertinent planning policies, design
guidelines, and an evaluation of the appropriateness of the
development to the district and an assessment of anticipated
impact identified. Mitigation recommendations were made to
lessen impacts associated with construction activities.

Meaghan Rivard MA, CAHP
Senior Heritage Consultant

Erindale Village Dam, Mississauga, Ontario
(Project Manager and Heritage Consultant)

Elora Mill Site, Elora Ontario
(Heritage Reviewer)

Multi-disciplinary study to determine the cultural heritage
value of the Erindale Village Dam as well as the structural
condition and appropriate treatment within the Erindale park
space. The team experts in geotechnical engineering,
geomatics, and landscape architecture working
collaboratively to develop a strategy for the park. While
cultural heritage is the leading discipline, the park requires an
innovative solution as the dam forms a central component of
the landscape. Reporting is underway.

Working with municipal staff and municipal heritage
committee to facilitate review of Heritage Impact Assessments
associated with the development of the Elora Mill and
surrounding area. Tasks concluded to date include review and
facilitation of committee review of the heritage building
permits for five buildings with various levels of protection.
Presentation to the heritage committee regarding updates and
modification to site plan and building elevations based on
input from the committee.

Coleraine Drive, Caledon, Ontario
(Project Manager, Heritage Consultant)

Horst House, Town of Elmira, Waterloo, Ontario
(Task Manager and Heritage Consultant)

Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment for a proposed
industrial development on a property identified by the
municipality to have potential cultural heritage value or
interest. The property contained a 19th century farmstead.
Report included historical overview, valuation of value, and
preparation of impact assessment including mitigation
options.

Heritage Impact Assessment in advance of site development.
Prior to development, the Township and Region request the 85
acre property be assessed for potential cultural heritage value
or interest. The property contained a residence with various
additions and two barns. Mitigation options to address the
loss of the limited CHVI identified included professional
salvage prior to demolition as the HIA represented
appropriate documentation given the CHVI identified.
Supervised site visit and report production, prepared
evaluation of CHVI and mitigation options.

Talbot Street Tower, London, Ontario
(Task Manager, Heritage Consultant)
Heritage Impact Statement for proposed mixed use
commercial and residential tower within the City of London’s
Downtown HCD. The development is situated overlooking the
Thames River, two city blocks from the historic Forks of the
Thames. Recommendations were made to mitigate the
impacts identified and included façade retention and
incorporation into the proposed development.

Alberton Road House, Hamilton, Ontario
(Heritage Consultant, Project Manager)
Document and Salvage Report. Residence was determined to
have minimal CHVI but fall under the purview of the heritage
planning staff. Prepared report provided a detailed
description and photographic documentation.

Filsinger Park Improvement Project, Kitchener,
Ontario (Task Manager, Heritage Consultant)
Heritage Impact Assessment of timber frame railway bridges.
An HIA was undertaken to determine the value or interest of
the structure as well as the potential impacts of its removal.
Mitigation options were prepared, including photographic
documentation during its removal and a commemorative
program undertook development of mitigation options and
recommendations and oversaw report production.

* denotes projects completed with other firms

Bridge Master Plan, Hamilton, Ontario
(Task Manager, Heritage Consultant)

Development of a Bridge Master Plan to address changes to
Municipal Class Environmental Assessment requirements. The
project involves review of more than 400 bridges to determine
future cultural heritage reporting needs. Screening tools were
developed, site assessments undertaken and background
research completed. Various research files and findings
integrated into the municipal planning process and the
identification of infrastructure needs.

CPR Station Heritage Conservation Plan,
Owen Sound, Ontario
(Project Manager, Heritage Consultant)
The CPR Station in Owen Sound was previously designated a
heritage railway station under federal legislation, it was later
designated under the OHA and an OHT easement was placed
on the property. Given the various levels of protection, the
City retained Stantec to produce a Heritage Conservation Plan
which established guidelines for the future use and
preservation of heritage attributes associated with the CPR
Station. The report was completed according to provincial
and federal guidelines for conservation.

Meaghan Rivard MA, CAHP
Senior Heritage Consultant

Lily Lake Heritage Impact Assessment
(Project Manager and Heritage Consultant)

Kaministiquia River Bridge, Thunder Bay, Ontario
(Task Manager, Heritage Consultant)

H of multiple 19th century residences and agricultural
buildings. Prepared under single cover, the HIA determined
the cultural heritage value or interest of individual properties
prior to site development. Mitigation recommendations
ranged from retention to detailed photographic
documentation prior to demolition. Field assessment
undertaken and oversaw background research as well as
report production.

Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report (CHER) for a 1967
bridge in advance of MTO highway upgrades.

Highbury Avenue CN Overpass, London, Ontario
(Task Manager and Heritage Consultant)
Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report for 1960s bridge crossing
historic railway to determine level of Environmental
Assessment required prior to road improvements. Site
assessment and background research determined that the
bridge used what was considered sophisticated technology at
the time of construction resulting in what was once the longest
bridge of its kind. Undertook field assessment and oversaw
background research as well as report production.

Highway and Transportation
Bridge Master Plan, City of Hamilton, Ontario
(Task Manager, Heritage Consultant)

Prairie River Bridge, Thunder Bay District, Ontario
(Task Manager, Heritage Consultant)
Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report (CHER) for a 1956
bridge in advance of MTO highway upgrades.

White Lake Narrows Bridge, White River, Ontario
(Task Manager, Heritage Consultant)
Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report (CHER) for a 1956
bridge in advance of MTO highway upgrades.

Heritage Building Condition Assessments, North
Pickering, Ontario (Heritage Reviewer)
Three properties owned by Transport Canada were identified
for Building Condition Assessments (BCA). Each was
protected through federal designation and under the purview
of the Federal Heritage Building Review Office. As such, as
part of each BCA, a review of the recommendations on
identified heritage attributes was undertaken. The review
was incorporated into each report in order to satisfy Parks
Canada Standards and Guidelines.

Development of a Bridge Master Plan for the City of
Hamilton’s transportation department to address recent
changes to MCEA. The project involved review of more than
400 bridges to determine future cultural heritage reporting
needs. Screening tools were developed, research files
prepared, and findings integrated in the City’s short and long
term planning initiatives.

Heritage evaluation of eight bridges selected for inclusion in
county-wide planning exercise. Undertook field work, site
assessment, and report writing.

Joshua Creek Culvert, Oakville, Ontario
(Task Manager, Heritage Consultant)

Ottawa OLRT*, Ottawa, Ontario
(Cultural Heritage Specialist)

CHER for a c1935 culvert prepared as part of the Detailed
Design and EA for rehabilitation and/or replacement of
bridge and culvert structures on the QEW. Undertook site
assessment, background research, evaluation of CHVI, and
mitigation recommendations as part of report production.

Bridge Over Valley Inn Road, Hamilton, Ontario
(Task Manager, Heritage Consultant)
Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report (CHER) for a 19th century
railway bridge as part of proposed track expansion and
addition of maintenance facilities. Undertook site assessment,
background research, evaluation of CHVI, evaluation of
impacts, and recommendations as part of report production.

* denotes projects completed with other firms

Bridge Master Plan*, Bruce County, Ontario
(Cultural Heritage Specialist)

Development and collection of an inventory of built heritage
features as part of the installation of light rail transit in the
downtown core of Ottawa. Assisted with field work, inventory
development, and prepared historical background material.

Woodbine Residence*, Toronto, Ontario
(Cultural Heritage Specialist)
Documentation and salvage report of a 19th century
farmstead. The report was prepared according to the MTO
guidelines to mitigate negative impacts with demolition of the
residence prior to planned highway expansions. Assisted with
site assessment, inventory, and drawing coordination.

Design with community in mind

Meaghan Rivard MA, CAHP
Senior Heritage Consultant

Queensville Residence*, Queensville, Ontario
(Cultural Heritage Specialist)

Barlow Solar Energy Centre Project, Ontario
(Task Manager, Heritage Consultant)

Documentation and salvage report of a 19th century railway
station converted into a residence in the 20th century. The
report was prepared according to the MTO guidelines in order
to mitigate negative impacts associated with demolition of the
residence prior to road widening. Assisted with site
assessment, inventory, and drawing coordination.

Completion of a REA Checklist: Consideration of Potential for
Heritage Resources. Meaghan led the team that completed an
overview of heritage potential including historical research,
site visit, and consultation with agencies and stakeholders.
Checklist results indicated no further work was required.

Intersection Rehabilitation*, MTO Central Region,
Ontario (Cultural Heritage Specialist)
Heritage Impact Assessment of three intersections in Simcoe
and Peel Counties where road improvements are proposed.
Undertook field work, site assessment, background research
and oversaw report production.

Markham GO Station*, Markham, Ontario
(Project Manager and Cultural Heritage Specialist)
Heritage Impact Assessment of proposed track realignment
and station platform construction. Undertook field work, site
assessment, background research and report production.

Wawanosh Drain Bridge*, Sarnia, Ontario
(Project Manager and Cultural Heritage Specialist)
Heritage Impact Assessment of proposed road maintenance
prior to the Wawanosh Drain Bridge. Undertook field work,
site assessment, background research and report production.

Schomberg Bridge, Schomberg, Ontario
(Task Manager and Cultural Heritage Specialist)
Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report undertaken to determine
potential significance of the Shcomberg Bridge completed in
advance of bridge work.

Green Energy
Pendleton Solar Energy Centre, Ontario
(Task Manager, Heritage Consultant)
Completion of a REA Checklist: Consideration of Potential for
Heritage Resources. Meaghan led the team that completed an
overview of heritage potential including historical research,
site visit, and consultation with agencies and stakeholders.
Checklist results indicated no further work was required.

Amherst Island Wind Project, Ontario
(Cultural Heritage Specialist)
Reviewed completed Heritage Assessment Report and
provided technical support to the proponent throughout public
comment and Ministry of Environment review period.

* denotes projects completed with other firms

Strong Breeze Wind Project, Ontario
(Task Manager, Heritage Consultant)
Completion of a REA Checklist: Consideration of Potential for
Heritage Resources. Meaghan led the team that completed an
overview of heritage potential including historical research,
site visit, and consultation with agencies and stakeholders.
Checklist results indicated no additional assessment is needed.
Reporting is ongoing for the project and will include a
Cultural Heritage Assessment Report.

Lake Simcoe Regional Airport Solar Project, Ontario
(Task Manager, Heritage Consultant)
Completion of a REA Checklist: Consideration of Potential for
Heritage Resources. Meaghan led the team that completed an
overview of heritage potential including historical research,
site visit, and consultation with agencies and stakeholders.
Checklist results indicated no further work was required.

Windsor Solar Project, City of Windsor, Ontario
(Project Manager, Heritage Consultant)
Completion of a Heritage Assessment Report. Activities
included preparing background history, field assessment,
preparation of detailed inventory of heritage resource
including evaluation. Minimal impacts were anticipated.
Options were prepared to mitigate these impacts and
recommendations made regarding future activities.

Southgate Solar SP, Ontario
(Project Manager, Heritage Consultant)
Completion of a Heritage Assessment Report. Activities
included preparing background history, field assessment,
preparation of detailed inventory of heritage resource (built
and landscape) including evaluation according to O. Reg.
9/06. Minimal impacts were anticipated. Options were
prepared to mitigate these impacts and recommendations
made regarding future activities.

Meaghan Rivard MA, CAHP
Senior Heritage Consultant

White Pines Wind Project, Ontario
(Cultural Heritage Specialist)

Armow Wind Project*, Kincardine, Ontario
(Cultural Heritage Specialist)

Reviewed completed Heritage Assessment Report and
provided technical support to the proponent throughout public
comment and Ministry of Environment review period.

Heritage Assessment Report completed for a roughly 60
turbine project.

Fairview Wind Project, Ontario
(Heritage Consultant)
Completion of the Revised Heritage Assessment Report for the
Fairview Wind Project. Activities included updating
background history, field assessment, preparation of detailed
inventory of heritage resource including evaluation according
to O. Reg. 9/06.

Sol-luce Kingston Solar PV Energy Project, Ontario
(Task Manager and Heritage Consultant)
Review of a previously completed Heritage Assessment Report
in response to Project changes. A letter was prepared
summarizing the changes, the heritage resources identified,
and the potential impact. Work involved site analysis,
preparation of detailed mapping showing modifications, and
liaison with the MTCS.

Clarington Wind Farm*, Ontario
(Task Manager, Cultural Heritage Specialist)
Leader Resources Services Corp.
Following extensive consultation with MTCS, the client sought
assistance in obtaining MTCST satisfaction. Revised
previously completed report, facilitated review and obtained
MTCS satisfaction.

Majestic/Meyer Wind Farm*, Ontario
(Task Manager, Cultural Heritage Specialist)
Leader Resources Services Corp.
Following extensive consultation with MTCS, the client sought
assistance in obtaining MTCST satisfaction. Revised
previously completed report, facilitated review and obtained
MTCS satisfaction.

Summerhaven Wind Energy Centre, Haldimand
County, Ontario (Cultural Heritage Specialist)
Heritage Assessment Report completed for estimated 60
turbine project.

Cedar Point Wind Power Project, Ontario
(Task Manager and Cultural Heritage Specialist)
Heritage Assessment Report for a project containing up to 46
wind turbines.

* denotes projects completed with other firms

Bluewater Wind Energy Centre*, Huron County,
Ontario (Cultural Heritage Specialist)
Heritage Assessment Report completed for a 35 – 41 turbine
project.

Goshen Wind Energy Centre*, Huron County,
Ontario (Cultural Heritage Specialist)
Heritage Assessment Report completed for a 60 – 70 turbine
project.

Jericho Wind Energy Centre*, Lambton County,
Ontario (Cultural Heritage Specialist)
Heritage Assessment Report for a project planning between
90 and 100 turbines.

Twenty Two Degrees Wind Farm*, Huron County,
Ontario (Cultural Heritage Specialist)
Heritage Assessment Report completed for a 20 – 30 turbine
project.

Adelaide Wind Power Project*, Middlesex County,
Ontario (Cultural Heritage Specialist)
Heritage Assessment Report completed for a 30 – 40 turbine
project.

Pipeline Installation and Replacement
Pipeline to Serve the Whitney Block, Ontario
(Project Manager)
Heritage Impact Assessment is currently being prepared for a
proposed pipeline to service the Whitney Block building in the
Queen’s Park Complex. Reporting underway.

Community Expansion Program, Ontario
(Project Manager and Heritage Consultant)

A Heritage Overview Report was prepared in advance of four
community expansion projects. Tasks included site visit,
agency and stakeholder consultation, historical review, and
preparation of recommendation for identified heritage
resources. The approach was customized and was an
unprecedented approach to heritage in natural gas expansion.

Meaghan Rivard MA, CAHP
Senior Heritage Consultant

Seaton Pipeline Project, Ontario
(Task Manager and Heritage Consultant)

A Built and Cultural Heritage Overview was prepared to
identify potential heritage resources within the Project Study
Area to meet OEB. Following review a CHAR was required.
CHAR was completed including site visit, background history,
evaluation of significance and mitigation recommendations.

Dawn Enniskillen Project, Ontario
(Task Manager and Heritage Consultant)

A Built and Cultural Heritage Overview was prepared to
identify potential heritage resources within the Project Study
Area to meet OEB. Following review a Cultural Heritage
Assessment Report (CHAR) was required. CHAR was
completed including site visit, background history, evaluation
of significance and mitigation recommendations.

Pipeline to Fenelon Falls and Bobcaygeon, Ontario
(Task Manager and Heritage Consultant)
A Built and Cultural Heritage Overview was prepared to
identify potential heritage resources within the Project Study
Area to meet OEB. Following review a Cultural Heritage
Assessment Report (CHAR) was required. CHAR is pending.

Dawn H Compressor Station, Ontario
(Task Manager and Heritage Consultant)

Cultural Heritage Assessment Report (CHAR) was completed
in response to the expansion of a compressor station adjacent
to potential heritage resources. Activities included site visit,
background history, evaluation of significance and mitigation
recommendations.

Dawn Dover Pipeline Project, Ontario
(Task Manager and Heritage Consultant)

A Cultural Heritage Assessment Report (CHAR) was
completed to address heritage resources within the study area.
CHAR was completed including site visit, background history,
evaluation of significance and mitigation recommendations.

Guelph Reinforcement Pipeline Project
(Task Manager and Heritage Consultant)

A Cultural Heritage Assessment Report (CHAR) was
completed to address heritage resources within the study area.
CHAR was completed including site visit, background history,
evaluation of significance and mitigation recommendations.

Kirkwall Hamilton Pipeline Project
(Task Manager and Heritage Consultant)

A Built and Cultural Heritage Overview was prepared to
identify potential heritage resources within the Project Study
Area to meet OEB requirements.

Kimball Pipeline Project, Ontario
(Task Manager and Heritage Consultant)

A Built and Cultural Heritage Overview was prepared to
identify potential heritage resources within the Project Study
Area to meet OEB. Following review a Cultural Heritage
Assessment Report (CHAR) was required. CHAR was
completed including site visit, background history, evaluation
of significance and mitigation recommendations.

Brantford-Kirkwall Replacement Project, Ontario
(Task Manager and Heritage Consultant)

A Cultural Heritage Assessment Report (CHAR) was
completed to address heritage resources within the study area.
CHAR was completed including site visit, background history,
evaluation of significance and mitigation recommendations.

Lakeshore Panhandle Replacement, Ontario
(Task Manager and Heritage Consultant)

A Built and Cultural Heritage Overview was prepared to
identify potential heritage resources within the Project Study
Area to meet OEB requirements. No further study was needed.

Hamilton-Milton Pipeline Project, Ontario
(Task Manager and Heritage Consultant)

A Built and Cultural Heritage Overview was prepared to
identify potential heritage resources within the Project Study
Area to meet OEB. Following review a Cultural Heritage
Assessment Report (CHAR) was required. CHAR was
completed including site visit, background history, evaluation
of significance and mitigation recommendations.

Energy East Pipeline – New Build, Ontario
(Task Manager and Heritage Consultant)

A Cultural Heritage Assessment Report (CHAR) was prepared
to meet the National Energy Board Filing Manual and Ontario
Energy Board Guidelines. The CHAR included extensive site
assessment, development of a background history, analysis of
the impacts of the proposed project and development of
mitigation recommendations.

Guelph Line Tie-In Project
City of Hamilton, Ontario (Task Manager and
Heritage Consultant)

A Built and Cultural Heritage Overview was prepared to
identify potential heritage resources within the Project Study
Area to meet Ontario Energy Board Guidelines. Two protected
properties were identified and thus the need for a CHAR was
identified. Reporting is underway.

Hamilton-Milton Pipeline Project,
Cities of Hamilton, Burlington, and Milton, Ontario
(Task Manager and Heritage Consultant)

A Built and Cultural Heritage Overview was prepared to
identify potential heritage resources within the Project Study

* denotes projects completed with other firms

Meaghan Rivard MA, CAHP
Senior Heritage Consultant

Area to meet OEB. Following review a CHAR was required.
CHAR was completed including site visit, background history,
evaluation of significance and mitigation recommendations.

Burlington-Oakville Pipeline Project,
Cities of Hamilton, Burlington, and Milton, Ontario
(Task Manager and Heritage Consultant)

A Built and Cultural Heritage Overview was prepared to
identify potential heritage resources within the Project Study
Area to meet OEB. Following review a CHAR was required.
CHAR was completed including site visit, background history,
evaluation of significance and mitigation recommendations.

Lobo Compressor Station, Middlesex County
(Task Manager and Heritage Consultant)

Cultural Heritage Assessment Report (CHAR) was completed
in response to the expansion of a compressor station adjacent
to potential heritage resources. Activities included site visit,
background history, evaluation of significance and mitigation
recommendations.

Sarnia Payne Pipeline Project, Sarnia, Ontario
(Task Manager and Heritage Consultant)

A Built and Cultural Heritage Overview was prepared to
identify potential heritage resources within the Project Study
Area to meet OEB. Following review a Cultural Heritage
Assessment Report (CHAR) was required. CHAR was
completed including site visit, background history, evaluation
of significance and mitigation recommendations.

Power Transmission & Distribution
Ontario Generation Station, Haldimand County
(Project Manager and Heritage Consultant)
Completion of a Cultural Heritage Research Report, Cultural
Heritage Evaluation Report, and ongoing Heritage
Conservation Plan and Heritage Impact Assessment. Work
was undertaken according to provincial requirements for
prescribed public bodies. Responsible for client relations, site
visit direction, and quality review. Work ongoing.

Pine Street Distribution Station, Timmins, Ontario
(Task Manager and Cultural Heritage Specialist)
Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report for a former power
distribution station. Activities included detailed background
history and site evaluation, prior to proposed removal of the
station area office. Undertook field work, site analysis, and
report production.

* denotes projects completed with other firms

Strathroy Transformer Station Area Office*,
Strathroy, Ontario
(Project Manager and Cultural Heritage Specialist)
Heritage Impact Assessment, including detailed background
history and site evaluation, prior to proposed removal of the
station area office. Undertook field work, site analysis, and
oversaw report production.

Toronto Transformer Station*, Niagara Falls, Ontario
(Cultural Heritage Specialist)
Heritage Impact Assessment of the Toronto Power
Transformer Station. Assisted with field work, site inventory
and photographic documentation.

Goderich Transformer Station*, Goderich, Ontario
(Cultural Heritage Specialist)
Heritage Impact Assessment, including detailed background
history and site evaluation, prior to proposed removal of the
control building onsite. Undertook field work, historical
background, site analysis and report production.

Kirkland Lake Operations Centre*, Kirkland Lake,
(Cultural Heritage Specialist, Project Manager)
Heritage Impact Assessment, including detailed background
history and site evaluation, prior to proposed removal of the
operations centre onsite. Undertook field work, site analysis,
and report production.

Federal Projects
Sault Ste. Marie Canal, Conservation and
Rehabilitation Project, Sault Ste. Marie, Ontario
(Task Manager and Heritage Consultant)
Heritage lead on the project included attendance at client
presentation, preparation of a Heritage Overview provided to
entire team informing various disciplines of the heritage
character of the site including defining characteristics. As a
national historic site, Meaghan was available to the project
team to answer any heritage related questions, address client
comments, and proactively anticipate potential concerns.
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REA CHECKLIST: CONSIDERATION OF POTENTIAL FOR HERITAGE RESOURCES –
BACKGROUND DOCUMENT
Screening Question
Is the property location situated on a parcel of land that:
1.) Abuts any protected property as described in Column 1 of the Table in section 19?
Jeremy Collins
Ontario Heritage Trust
Jeremy.collins@heritagetrust.on.ca
Consultation sent on July 18, 2016. Response received on August 16, 2016. Collins confirmed no
OHT properties or OHT conservation easements are within or adjacent to the study area.
2.) Is included on the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport’s list of provincial heritage
properties?
Consultation sent to the registrar@ontario.ca on July 18, 2016. Response received on September
8, 2016, from Emre Yurga, Heritage Advisor, MTCS. Yurga confirmed that there are no provincial
heritage properties within or adjacent to the Study Area.
3.) Is listed on a register or inventory of heritage properties maintained by the municipality?
Municipality of Dutton/Dunwich
Heather James, Planner
planning@duttondunwich.on.ca
Municipality of West Elgin
Heather James, Planner
planning@westelgin.net
Township of Southwold
Heather James, Planner
hjames@westelgin.net
Consultation sent on July 18, 2016. Reply received on July 19, 2016, from Heather James
confirming no heritage resources within or adjacent to the study area. This was on behalf of the
Municipality of Dutton/Dunwich, West Elgin and Township of Southwold.
4.) Is the subject of a municipal, provincial or federal plaque?
Federal
Parks Canada: One identified in the Municipality of Dutton Dunwich.
http://www.pc.gc.ca/apps/dfhd/default_eng.aspx
None identified within study area.
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Provincial
Ontario Heritage Trust: There are two plaques identified in the Municipality of Dutton
Dunwich at http://www.heritagetrust.on.ca/Resources-and-Learning/Online-PlaqueGuide.aspx
None situated within study area.
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Municipal
Ontario Plaque Website: No municipal plaques found within study area at
http://www.ontarioplaques.com/index.html
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5.) Is on or abutting a National Historic Site?
National Historic Sites and Monuments Board of Canada: One within the Municipality of
Dutton Dunwich, but none within the study area.
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Historic Places: None identified within the Municipality of Dutton Dunwich.

6.) Is on or abutting a known burial site or cemetery?
Canada Gen Web’s Cemetery Project: 125 identified within the County of Elgin at
http://cemetery.canadagenweb.org/ON/
Two identified within study area. The Fairview/Dutton Cemetery (10764 Currie Road), and Black’s
Cemetery (28788 Talbot Line).
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Cemetery Project Map:

Government of Ontario, Ministry of Government and Consumer Services: None identified
in the Municipality of Dutton Dunwich at
https://www.consumerbeware.mgs.gov.on.ca/esearch/cemeterySearch.do?eformsId=0
None within the study area.
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7.) Contains structures over forty years old?
Pending site visit.
Is there Aboriginal or local knowledge or accessible documentation suggesting that the project
location is situated on a parcel of land that:
8.) Contains or is part of a cultural heritage landscape? (aboriginal trail, Canadian Heritage
River, designed garden, historic road, or rail corridor, etc)
Canada Heritage River Systems: None found at http://www.chrs.ca/en/rivers.php
The Thames River runs the northern boundary of the Municipality of Dutton Dunwich, creating a
northern border for the municipality and former Township of Dunwich.
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TRAILS
None found at http://www.ontariotrails.on.ca/trails

Rail Corridor: Contains the former Canada Southern Railway Line (ca. 1873).
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9.) Is considered a landmark in the local community or contains any structures or sites that
are important to defining the character of the area?
Pending site visit. Contains the former Canada Southern Railway, and the historic villages of
Dutton and Wallacetown.
10.) Has special association with a community, person or historical event? (Aboriginal sacred
site, traditional-use areas, battlefield, birthplace of an individual of importance to the
community, etc.)
See historical atlas map1877 for the former Township of Dunwich, on Lots 1-24, A-C,
Concession 5 N of A, Lots 1-24, A-C, Concession A, Lots A-C, Gore, Lots 1-24, A-C, Concession
5 S of A, Lots 1-24, A-C, Concession 6, Lots 1-24, A-C, Concession 7, Lots -24, Lots A-B,
Concession 8, and Lots 1, 11-22, Concession 9. The area includes numerous early property
owners, schools, the Canada Southern Railway Line and the historic villages of Dutton and
Wallacetown.
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