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Property 1.  
2945 Highway 38, Lot 1, Concession 6, Former Kingston Township, now City of 
Kingston. 
 
Property 1 is an uncultivated agricultural site with clearly defined boundaries delineated 
by paige wire fencing and fencerows. Glenvale Creek runs through the south western 
part of the property. Access into the fields is from Rock Road, which is elevated on a 
raised road bed.  There is no visible internal circulation. The views from Rock Road are 
across flat elevated open fields and terminate at mixed fencerows to the north. Long 
views from Highway 38 terminate at a mixed woodlot to the east. The evolving cultural 
landscape components continue to survive and have had little alteration. The 
relationship to past historical uses, landscapes and settlement patterns are continuing 
and are clearly discernable. 
 
The property appears to be little altered and has historical associations with nineteenth 
century agricultural settlement. The 1878 Historical Atlas shows the name Robert Moon 
as the resident/owner with the crossroads settlement of Glenvale nearby. The property is 
considered to have direct associations with the historical theme of land settlement and 
related agricultural activity [Criterion (2) 2. (i)] and contextual value as it is historically 
linked to its surroundings [Criterion (2) 3. (ii)] 
 
As per the self assessment checklist included in the bulletin issued for “Protected 
Properties, Archaeological and Heritage Resources, An Information Bulletin for Applicants 
Addressing the Cultural Heritage Component of Projects Subject to Ontario Regulation 
359/09 Renewable Energy Approvals issued by the Ministry of Tourism and Culture 2011”, 
the following screening questions were completed. 
 

 
 
  

Cultural heritage landscapes. These are defined geographical areas of heritage significance 
that human activity has modified and that a community values. Such an area involves a 
grouping(s) of individual heritage features, such as structures, spaces, archaeological sites, and 
natural elements, which together form a significant type of heritage form distinct from that of 
its constituent elements or parts. Examples include: villages, parks, gardens, battlefields, 
mainstreets and neighbourhoods, cemeteries, trails, and industrial complexes of cultural 
heritage value. 
Screening Question YES NO 
6. Is there a known burial site and/or cemetery 
located at or abutting the project location?  X 
Screening Question YES NO 
7. Is the project location within a Canadian 
Heritage River watershed?  X 
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View looking east along Rock Road. Property 1 
is on the on right side of the photo. 

View looking north east into Property 1. 

View looking north along Highway 38.  
Property 1 is on the left side. 
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Property 2. 
2945 Highway 38, Lot 3, Concession 6, Former Kingston Township, now City of 
Kingston 
 
Property 2 is an agricultural site, a sliver of working fields surrounded by wooded areas 
and private land. Access into the fields is internal from within the property. The views are 
also internal across flat terrain. There are no built or landscape structures. The cultural 
landscape components continue to survive and have had little alteration. The 
relationship to past historical uses, landscapes and settlement patterns is clearly 
discernable. The evolving cultural landscape components continue to survive and have 
had little alteration. The relationship to past historical uses, landscapes and settlement 
patterns are continuing. 
 
The property is little altered and has a historical association with agricultural settlement. 
The 1878 Historic Atlas shows the name George Duggan as the resident/owner. The 
property is considered to have direct associations with the historical theme of land 
settlement and related agricultural activity [Criterion (2) 2. (i)] and contextual value as it is 
historically linked to its surroundings [Criterion (2) 3. (ii)]. 
 
As per the self assessment checklist included in the bulletin issued for “Protected 
Properties, Archaeological and Heritage Resources, An Information Bulletin for Applicants 
Addressing the Cultural Heritage Component of Projects Subject to Ontario Regulation 
359/09 Renewable Energy Approvals issued by the Ministry of Tourism and Culture 2011”, 
the following screening questions were completed.  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Cultural heritage landscapes. These are defined geographical areas of heritage significance 
that human activity has modified and that a community values. Such an area involves a 
grouping(s) of individual heritage features, such as structures, spaces, archaeological sites, and 
natural elements, which together form a significant type of heritage form distinct from that of 
its constituent elements or parts. Examples include: villages, parks, gardens, battlefields, 
mainstreets and neighbourhoods, cemeteries, trails, and industrial complexes of cultural 
heritage value. 
Screening Question YES NO 
6. Is there a known burial site and/or cemetery 
located at or abutting the project location?  X 
Screening Question YES NO 

7. Is the project location within a Canadian 
Heritage River watershed?  X  
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View looking north at Property 2 bound by wooded 
area and agricultural lands. A hydro corridor is in the 
distance. 
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Property 3.  
3578 Unity Road, Lot 5, Concession 6, Former Kingston Township, now City of 
Kingston 
 
Property 3 is an uncultivated former agricultural site with no discernible field boundaries. 
Access into the property is by a former lane way.  There are no long views and there are 
no landscape structures. Adjacent to this property, but not forming part of it, is a former 
farm house of log construction that has been relocated to this site. The evolving cultural 
landscape components, such as vegetation and scrub, continue to survive and have had 
little alteration. The relationship to past historical uses, landscapes and settlement 
patterns are continuing. 
 
The property is little altered and has a historical association with agricultural settlement. 
The 1878 Historic Atlas shows the name Robert Moon as the resident/owner. The 
property is considered to have direct associations with the historical theme of land 
settlement and related agricultural activity [Criterion (2) 2. (i)] and contextual value as it is 
historically linked to its surroundings [Criterion (2) 3. (ii)]. 
As per the self assessment checklist included in the bulletin issued for “Protected 
Properties, Archaeological and Heritage Resources, An Information Bulletin for Applicants 
Addressing the Cultural Heritage Component of Projects Subject to Ontario Regulation 
359/09 Renewable Energy Approvals issued by the Ministry of Tourism and Culture 2011”, 
the following screening questions were completed.  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Cultural heritage landscapes. These are defined geographical areas of heritage significance 
that human activity has modified and that a community values. Such an area involves a 
grouping(s) of individual heritage features, such as structures, spaces, archaeological sites, and 
natural elements, which together form a significant type of heritage form distinct from that of 
its constituent elements or parts. Examples include: villages, parks, gardens, battlefields, 
mainstreets and neighbourhoods, cemeteries, trails, and industrial complexes of cultural 
heritage value. 
Screening Question YES NO 
6. Is there a known burial site and/or cemetery 
located at or abutting the project location?  X 
Screening Question YES NO 
7. Is the project location within a Canadian 
Heritage River watershed?  X 
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View looking north east across uncultivated 
field towards adjacent hydro corridor. 

View looking north across field.  

View looking north across uncultivated fields. 
Grey dogwood and juniper have started to 
colonize the property. 
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Adjacent to Property 3. 
3578 Unity Road, Lot 5, Concession 6, Former Kingston Township, now City of 
Kingston. 
 
For the purpose of due diligence and field observation, this structure is included in this 
inventory as a built heritage resource adjacent to Property 3. The structure is a 
farmhouse estimated to be built before 1867. The foundation material is made of stone 
and the structure comprises squared log construction overlain with ship lap cladding.  
There are two chimneys. The structure was originally located to the rear of the site and 
has been relocated adjacent to the road.  The structure is currently vacant and boarded 
up. 
 
The building is little altered and has a historical association with agricultural settlement. 
The historic atlas shows the name Robert Moon as the resident/owner. The structure is 
considered to be representative of log construction [Criterion (2) 1. (i)], to have direct 
associations with the historical theme of land settlement and related agricultural activity 
[Criterion (2) 2. (i)] and contextual value as it is historically linked to its surroundings 
[Criterion (2) 3. (ii)]. 
 
  

View looking north from Unity Road at front 
façade of derelict farmhouse.  

 View of the east side of the structure.  

View of the rear and the north side of the 
structure.  

Detail of the iron nails and chinking.  
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Property 4. 
Adjacent to Unity Road, Lot 58, Concession 6, Former Kingston Township, now City 
of Kingston. 
 
Property 4 is an uncultivated agricultural site. Access into the fields is by a lane way north 
of Unity Road.  The views are internal across flat terrain.  There are no landscape 
structures. The cultural landscape components, such continue to survive and have had 
little alteration. The relationship to past historical uses, landscapes and settlement 
patterns is clearly discernable. The evolving cultural landscape components continue to 
survive and have had little alteration. The relationship to past historical uses, landscapes 
and settlement patterns are continuing. 
 
The property is little altered and has a historical association with agricultural settlement. 
The 1878 Historic Atlas shows the property under the Estate of J. Moon. The property is 
considered to have direct associations with the historical theme of land settlement and 
related agricultural activity [Criterion (2) 2. (i)] and contextual value as it is historically 
linked to its surroundings [Criterion (2) 3. (ii)]. 
 
As per the self assessment checklist included in the bulletin issued for “Protected 
Properties, Archaeological and Heritage Resources, An Information Bulletin for Applicants 
Addressing the Cultural Heritage Component of Projects Subject to Ontario Regulation 
359/09 Renewable Energy Approvals issued by the Ministry of Tourism and Culture 2011”, 
the following screening questions were completed.  
 
Cultural heritage landscapes. These are defined geographical areas of heritage significance 
that human activity has modified and that a community values. Such an area involves a 
grouping(s) of individual heritage features, such as structures, spaces, archaeological sites, and 
natural elements, which together form a significant type of heritage form distinct from that of 
its constituent elements or parts. Examples include: villages, parks, gardens, battlefields, 
mainstreets and neighbourhoods, cemeteries, trails, and industrial complexes of cultural 
heritage value. 
Screening Question YES NO 
6. Is there a known burial site and/or cemetery 
located at or abutting the project location?  X 
Screening Question YES NO 

7. Is the project location within a Canadian 
Heritage River watershed?  X 
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Property 4. View looking north east across 
uncultivated field. 

View looking north across field, grey dogwood, 
juniper and elm are colonizing the fields.  
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Property 6A.  
4006 Unity Road, Lot 9 Concession 6, Former Kingston Township, now City of 
Kingston. 
 
 
Property 6A is an active agricultural site. There is a farm lane accessing the back fields 
that are delineated by paige wire fence. There are long views across flat terrain from 
Unity Road. A creek bisects the land. The property contains a much altered, former 
farmhouse. The nineteenth century farm house appears to be of frame construction built 
in the Gothic Revival style with distinctive centre gable. Later additions together with 
alterations to windows, doors and cladding have compromised the design and heritage 
integrity of the structure. 
 
The evolving cultural landscape components continue to survive and have had little 
alteration. The relationship to past historical uses, landscapes and settlement patterns 
are continuing and are discernable. 
 
The property is little altered and has a historical association with agricultural settlement. 
The 1878 Historic Atlas shows the name John Vrooman as the resident/owner and the 
former farmhouse is indicated on the Historic Atlas. The property is considered to have 
direct associations with the historical theme of land settlement and related agricultural 
activity [Criterion (2) 2. (i)] and contextual value as it is historically linked to its 
surroundings [Criterion (2) 3. (ii)]. 
 
As per the self assessment checklist included in the bulletin issued for “Protected 
Properties, Archaeological and Heritage Resources, An Information Bulletin for Applicants 
Addressing the Cultural Heritage Component of Projects Subject to Ontario Regulation 
359/09 Renewable Energy Approvals issued by the Ministry of Tourism and Culture 2011”, 
the following screening questions were completed.  
 

 
  

Cultural heritage landscapes. These are defined geographical areas of heritage significance 
that human activity has modified and that a community values. Such an area involves a 
grouping(s) of individual heritage features, such as structures, spaces, archaeological sites, and 
natural elements, which together form a significant type of heritage form distinct from that of 
its constituent elements or parts. Examples include: villages, parks, gardens, battlefields, 
mainstreets and neighbourhoods, cemeteries, trails, and industrial complexes of cultural 
heritage value. 
Screening Question YES NO 
6. Is there a known burial site and/or cemetery 
located at or abutting the project location?  X 
Screening Question YES NO 
7. Is the project location within a Canadian 
Heritage River watershed?  X  

Nineteenth century farm house with later 
additions. 
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Property 6A.  View looking north across 
uncultivated field with fencerows and paige 
wire fencing.  

View looking north west along Unity Road 
frontage.  

View looking north east along Unity Road 
frontage.  

View looking north into uncultivated field. 
Juniper and grey dogwood have started to 
colonize the fields.  
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Property 7.  
North of Unity Road Lot 11 Concession 6, Former Kingston Township, now City of 
Kingston. 
 
Property 7 includes cultivated and uncultivated field systems with pasture fields. Paige 
wire fencing, cedar rail fencing and fencerows define the boundaries.  The fields are 
accessed from Quabbin Road with internal circulation accessing the fields. The property 
appears to be set on a plateau above Quabbin Road. The evolving cultural landscape 
components continue to survive and have had little alteration. The relationship to past 
historical uses, landscapes and settlement patterns are continuing and are clearly 
discernable. 
 
The property is little altered and has historical associations with agricultural settlement. 
The 1878 Historic Atlas shows the name of Wm Bell as the resident/owner of the lot with 
Sharpton P.O. close by. The property is considered to have direct associations with the 
historical theme of land settlement and related agricultural activity [Criterion (2) 2. (i)] 
and contextual value as it is historically linked to its surroundings [Criterion (2) 3. (ii)]. 
 
As per the self assessment checklist included in the bulletin issued for “Protected 
Properties, Archaeological and Heritage Resources, An Information Bulletin for Applicants 
Addressing the Cultural Heritage Component of Projects Subject to Ontario Regulation 
359/09 Renewable Energy Approvals issued by the Ministry of Tourism and Culture 2011”, 
the following screening questions were completed.  
 
 
Cultural heritage landscapes. These are defined geographical areas of heritage significance 
that human activity has modified and that a community values. Such an area involves a 
grouping(s) of individual heritage features, such as structures, spaces, archaeological sites, and 
natural elements, which together form a significant type of heritage form distinct from that of 
its constituent elements or parts. Examples include: villages, parks, gardens, battlefields, 
mainstreets and neighbourhoods, cemeteries, trails, and industrial complexes of cultural 
heritage value. 
Screening Question YES NO 
6. Is there a known burial site and/or cemetery 
located at or abutting the project location?  X 
Screening Question YES NO 
7. Is the project location within a Canadian 
Heritage River watershed?  X 
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View looking south along Quabbin Road.  View looking east at access into fields adjacent 

to Property 7. 

View looking east through fencerow at pasture 
land within Property 7.  

View looking east through fencerow at 
cultivated field within Property 7.  
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Property 9. 
North of Unity Road Lot 11 Concession 6, Former Kingston Township, now City of 
Kingston. 
 
Property 9 includes cultivated and uncultivated field systems. There is a wooded area at 
the centre of the property. The evolving cultural landscape components continue to 
survive and have had little alteration. The relationship to past historical uses, landscapes 
and settlement patterns are continuing and are clearly discernable. 
 
The property is little altered and has historical associations with agricultural settlement. 
The 1878 Historic Atlas shows the name of R. Maxwell the resident/owner of the lot with 
Sharpton P.O. close by. The property is considered to have direct associations with the 
historical theme of land settlement and related agricultural activity [Criterion (2) 2. (i)] 
and contextual value as it is historically linked to its surroundings [Criterion (2) 3. (ii)]. 
 
As per the self assessment checklist included in the bulletin issued for “Protected 
Properties, Archaeological and Heritage Resources, An Information Bulletin for Applicants 
Addressing the Cultural Heritage Component of Projects Subject to Ontario Regulation 
359/09 Renewable Energy Approvals issued by the Ministry of Tourism and Culture 2011”, 
the following screening questions were completed.  
 

 

Cultural heritage landscapes. These are defined geographical areas of heritage significance 
that human activity has modified and that a community values. Such an area involves a 
grouping(s) of individual heritage features, such as structures, spaces, archaeological sites, and 
natural elements, which together form a significant type of heritage form distinct from that of 
its constituent elements or parts. Examples include: villages, parks, gardens, battlefields, 
mainstreets and neighbourhoods, cemeteries, trails, and industrial complexes of cultural 
heritage value. 
Screening Question YES NO 
6. Is there a known burial site and/or cemetery 
located at or abutting the project location?  X 
Screening Question YES NO 
7. Is the project location within a Canadian 
Heritage River watershed?  X 
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Property 10.  
North of Unity Road Lot 11 Concession 6, Former Kingston Township, now City of 
Kingston. 
 
Property 10 includes cultivated fields. The evolving cultural landscape components 
continue to survive and have had little alteration. The relationship to past historical uses, 
landscapes and settlement patterns are continuing and are clearly discernable. 
 
The property is little altered and has historical associations with agricultural settlement. 
The 1878 Historic Atlas shows the name of R. Maxwell the resident/owner of the lot with 
Sharpton P.O. close by. The property is considered to have direct associations with the 
historical theme of land settlement and related agricultural activity [Criterion (2) 2. (i)] 
and contextual value as it is historically linked to its surroundings [Criterion (2) 3. (ii)]. 
 
As per the self assessment checklist included in the bulletin issued for “Protected 
Properties, Archaeological and Heritage Resources, An Information Bulletin for Applicants 
Addressing the Cultural Heritage Component of Projects Subject to Ontario Regulation 
359/09 Renewable Energy Approvals issued by the Ministry of Tourism and Culture 2011”, 
the following screening questions were completed.  
 

 

 
View looking north towards Property 10. 

Cultural heritage landscapes. These are defined geographical areas of heritage significance 
that human activity has modified and that a community values. Such an area involves a 
grouping(s) of individual heritage features, such as structures, spaces, archaeological sites, and 
natural elements, which together form a significant type of heritage form distinct from that of 
its constituent elements or parts. Examples include: villages, parks, gardens, battlefields, 
mainstreets and neighbourhoods, cemeteries, trails, and industrial complexes of cultural 
heritage value. 
Screening Question YES NO 
6. Is there a known burial site and/or cemetery 
located at or abutting the project location?  X 
Screening Question YES NO 
7. Is the project location within a Canadian 
Heritage River watershed?  X  
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Property 11A. 
Adjacent to Raymond Road Lot 11 Concession 6, Former Kingston Township, now 
City of Kingston. 
 
Property 11A is a well defined cultivated field system with cedar post and barbed wire 
along the boundaries. There is a small woodlot south west of the property and long 
views look north across a relatively flat area. The evolving cultural landscape components 
continue to survive and have had little alteration. The relationship to past historical uses, 
landscapes and settlement patterns are continuing and are discernable. 
 
The property is little altered and has a historical association with agricultural settlement. 
The 1878 Historic Atlas shows the name of Mrs. M.R. Raymond as the resident/owner of 
this lot and Sharpton P.O. located close by. The property is considered to have direct 
associations with the historical theme of land settlement and related agricultural activity 
[Criterion (2) 2. (i)] and contextual value as it is historically linked to its surroundings 
[Criterion (2) 3. (ii)]. 
 
As per the self assessment checklist included in the bulletin issued for “Protected 
Properties, Archaeological and Heritage Resources, An Information Bulletin for Applicants 
Addressing the Cultural Heritage Component of Projects Subject to Ontario Regulation 
359/09 Renewable Energy Approvals issued by the Ministry of Tourism and Culture 2011”, 
the following screening questions were completed.  
 
 
Cultural heritage landscapes. These are defined geographical areas of heritage significance 
that human activity has modified and that a community values. Such an area involves a 
grouping(s) of individual heritage features, such as structures, spaces, archaeological sites, and 
natural elements, which together form a significant type of heritage form distinct from that of 
its constituent elements or parts. Examples include: villages, parks, gardens, battlefields, 
mainstreets and neighbourhoods, cemeteries, trails, and industrial complexes of cultural 
heritage value. 
Screening Question YES NO 
6. Is there a known burial site and/or cemetery 
located at or abutting the project location?  X 
Screening Question YES NO 
7. Is the project location within a Canadian 
Heritage River watershed?  X  
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View looking east along Raymond Road.  View looking north into Property 11A. 
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Property 12.  
Westbrook Road Lot 11 and Lot 3 Concession 5, Former Kingston Township, now 
City of Kingston. 
 
Property 12 is a defined cultivated field system with cedar rail fencing, barbed wire 
fencing and fencerows along the boundaries.  The area is relatively open, flat, and lower 
than those properties to the north of the property. There are long views from the 
interior. There is a pipeline corridor located at the middle of the site. A remnant, derelict 
log structure is located on the site with v-notched round logs, chinking and a rough cut 
stone foundation. The evolving cultural landscape components continue to survive and 
have had little alteration. The relationship to past historical uses, landscapes and 
settlement patterns are continuing and are discernable. 
 
The property is little altered and has a historical association with agricultural settlement. 
The 1878 Historic Atlas shows the name of John Leonard as the resident/owner of this 
lot. The property is considered to have direct associations with the historical theme of 
land settlement and related agricultural activity [Criterion (2) 2. (i)] and contextual value 
as it is historically linked to its surroundings [Criterion (2) 3. (ii)]. 
 
As per the self assessment checklist included in the bulletin issued for “Protected 
Properties, Archaeological and Heritage Resources, An Information Bulletin for Applicants 
Addressing the Cultural Heritage Component of Projects Subject to Ontario Regulation 
359/09 Renewable Energy Approvals issued by the Ministry of Tourism and Culture 2011”, 
the following screening questions were completed.  
 

 
 
  

Cultural heritage landscapes. These are defined geographical areas of heritage significance 
that human activity has modified and that a community values. Such an area involves a 
grouping(s) of individual heritage features, such as structures, spaces, archaeological sites, and 
natural elements, which together form a significant type of heritage form distinct from that of 
its constituent elements or parts. Examples include: villages, parks, gardens, battlefields, 
mainstreets and neighbourhoods, cemeteries, trails, and industrial complexes of cultural 
heritage value. 
Screening Question YES NO 
6.  Is there a known burial site and/or cemetery 
located at or abutting the project location?  X 
Screening Question YES NO 
7. Is the project location within a Canadian 
Heritage River watershed?  X  
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Looking west into Property 12. Note stone wall.  Looking west into Property 12 with woodlot 

terminating view.  

Looking north towards north half of Property 
12.  

North end of Property 12.  

View of lilac shrubs around derelict log 
structure.   

Detail of V-notched round logs and chinking of 
derelict log structure.  
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Property 14A. 
South of 3872 Howes Road Lot 7, Concession 5, Former Kingston Township, now 
City of Kingston. 
 
Property 14A is a mix of cultivated and uncultivated field systems. The property is 
relatively open and flat with access from Unity Road. There are long views that terminate 
at the woodlot to the south. There is paigewire, rail fencing and fencerows delineating 
the fields. The evolving cultural landscape components continue to survive and have had 
little alteration. The relationship to past historical uses, landscapes and settlement 
patterns are continuing and are discernable. 
 
The property is little altered and has a historical association with agricultural settlement. 
The 1878 Historic Atlas shows the name of Mrs. Gordon as the resident/owner of this lot. 
The property is considered to have direct associations with the historical theme of land 
settlement and related agricultural activity [Criterion (2) 2. (i)] and contextual value as it is 
historically linked to its surroundings [Criterion (2) 3. (ii)]. 
 
As per the self assessment checklist included in the bulletin issued for “Protected 
Properties, Archaeological and Heritage Resources, An Information Bulletin for Applicants 
Addressing the Cultural Heritage Component of Projects Subject to Ontario Regulation 
359/09 Renewable Energy Approvals issued by the Ministry of Tourism and Culture 2011”, 
the following screening questions were completed.  
 

 

Cultural heritage landscapes. These are defined geographical areas of heritage significance 
that human activity has modified and that a community values. Such an area involves a 
grouping(s) of individual heritage features, such as structures, spaces, archaeological sites, and 
natural elements, which together form a significant type of heritage form distinct from that of 
its constituent elements or parts. Examples include: villages, parks, gardens, battlefields, 
mainstreets and neighbourhoods, cemeteries, trails, and industrial complexes of cultural 
heritage value. 
Screening Question YES NO 
6. Is there a known burial site and/or cemetery 
located at or abutting the project location?  X 
Screening Question YES NO 
7. Is the project location within a Canadian 
Heritage River watershed?  X  
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Looking south into Property 14A at an 
uncultivated field system.   
  

Looking west along Unity Road. There is paige 
wire fencing  along frontage.  

Looking east along Unity Road.   
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Property 14B.  
Adjacent to 4017 Unity Road, Lot 10, Concession 5, Former Kingston Township, 
now City of Kingston. 
 
Property 14B is a mix of cultivated and uncultivated fields, and shows evidence of a 
working sod farm. The property is open and flat. There are long views into the site from 
Unity Road  due to the removal of vegetated fencerows. There is paige wire fencing 
along Unity Road which is set back from the road. The evolving cultural landscape 
components continue to survive and have had little alteration. The relationship to past 
historical uses, landscapes and settlement patterns are continuing and are discernable. 
 
The property is little altered and has a historical association with agricultural settlement. 
The 1878 Historic Atlas shows the name of J. Bell as the resident/owner of this lot. The 
property is considered to have direct associations with the historical theme of land 
settlement and related agricultural activity [Criterion (2) 2. (i)] and contextual value as it is 
historically linked to its surroundings [Criterion (2) 3. (ii)]. 
 
As per the self assessment checklist included in the bulletin issued for “Protected 
Properties, Archaeological and Heritage Resources, An Information Bulletin for Applicants 
Addressing the Cultural Heritage Component of Projects Subject to Ontario Regulation 
359/09 Renewable Energy Approvals issued by the Ministry of Tourism and Culture 2011”, 
the following screening questions were completed.  
 

 

Cultural heritage landscapes. These are defined geographical areas of heritage significance 
that human activity has modified and that a community values. Such an area involves a 
grouping(s) of individual heritage features, such as structures, spaces, archaeological sites, and 
natural elements, which together form a significant type of heritage form distinct from that of 
its constituent elements or parts. Examples include: villages, parks, gardens, battlefields, 
mainstreets and neighbourhoods, cemeteries, trails, and industrial complexes of cultural 
heritage value. 
Screening Question YES NO 
6. Is there a known burial site and/or cemetery 
located at or abutting the project location?  X 
Screening Question YES NO 
7. Is the project location within a Canadian 
Heritage River watershed?  X 
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View looking east along Unity Road.  View looking south into Property 14A. 
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Land located between Property 14B and 14C.  
4017 Unity Road, Lot 9, Concession 5, Former Kingston Township, now City of 
Kingston. 
 
Land located between Property 14B and 14C contains two built heritage resources; a 
barn and a farmhouse. The barn appears to be built prior to 1900 and is of timber frame 
construction clad with vertical wood plank with a cross/centre gabled metal roof. The 
central door of the barn has distinctive hinges. 
 
The farmhouse comprises a stone, one and a half storey house set on a stone 
foundation. The roof is a truncated hip roof with metal sheathing. The front façade is 
divided into three bays with a centre doorway, sidelights and a transom light with stone 
voussoirs above.  There is a side addition to the west likely a summer kitchen.  
 
There are long views into the farm complex and two laneways from Unity Road entering 
the site. The land is generally flat with the house raised on a terrace. A pond is located to 
the east of the farmstead. There is a rail fence and a windbreak on the west side. 
 
The structures are considered to be representative of stone and frame construction 
[Criterion (2) 1. (i)], to have direct associations with the historical theme of land 
settlement and related agricultural activity [Criterion (2) 2. (i)] and contextual value as it is 
historically linked to its surroundings [Criterion (2) 3. (ii)]. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Cultural heritage landscapes. These are defined geographical areas of heritage significance 
that human activity has modified and that a community values. Such an area involves a 
grouping(s) of individual heritage features, such as structures, spaces, archaeological sites, and 
natural elements, which together form a significant type of heritage form distinct from that of 
its constituent elements or parts. Examples include: villages, parks, gardens, battlefields, 
mainstreets and neighbourhoods, cemeteries, trails, and industrial complexes of cultural 
heritage value. 
Screening Question YES NO 
6. Is there a known burial site and/or cemetery 
located at or abutting the project location?  X 
Screening Question YES NO 
7. Is the project location within a Canadian 
Heritage River watershed?  X  
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View of cedar fencing and pond east of the 
farm complex.  

View looking south at house and barn.  View of farmhouse and mature spruce framing 
main house.  

East entry into farm complex.  
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Property 14C. 
West of 4017 Unity Road, Lot 10, Concession 5, Former Kingston Township, now 
City of Kingston. 
 
Property 14C is an uncultivated field system. The property is relatively open and flat.  
There are long views into the site from Unity Road. There is paige wire fencing along 
Unity Road, and cedar rail fencing and fencerows delineating the field pattern. The 
evolving cultural landscape components continue to survive and have had little 
alteration. The relationship to past historical uses, landscapes and settlement patterns 
are continuing and are discernable. 
 
The property is little altered and has a historical association with agricultural settlement. 
The historic atlas shows the name of R. Mc. Kedmie as the resident/owner of this lot. The 
property is considered to have direct associations with the historical theme of land 
settlement and related agricultural activity [Criterion (2) 2. (i)] and contextual value as it is 
historically linked to its surroundings [Criterion (2) 3. (ii)]. 
 
As per the self assessment checklist included in the bulletin issued for “Protected 
Properties, Archaeological and Heritage Resources, An Information Bulletin for Applicants 
Addressing the Cultural Heritage Component of Projects Subject to Ontario Regulation 
359/09 Renewable Energy Approvals issued by the Ministry of Tourism and Culture 2011”, 
the following screening questions were completed.  
 

 
 
  
 
  

Cultural heritage landscapes. These are defined geographical areas of heritage significance 
that human activity has modified and that a community values. Such an area involves a 
grouping(s) of individual heritage features, such as structures, spaces, archaeological sites, and 
natural elements, which together form a significant type of heritage form distinct from that of 
its constituent elements or parts. Examples include: villages, parks, gardens, battlefields, 
mainstreets and neighbourhoods, cemeteries, trails, and industrial complexes of cultural 
heritage value. 
Screening Question YES NO 
6. Is there a known burial site and/or cemetery 
located at or abutting the project location?  X 
Screening Question YES NO 
7. Is the project location within a Canadian 
Heritage River watershed?  X  
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Looking south at Property 14C an uncultivated 
field with a woodlot in the distance.  

Looking east towards 4017 Unity Road and 
Property 14C.  

Looking south at Property 14C a storage shed 
is adjacent to the property.  
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Property 19. 
West of Howes Road, Lot 42, Concession 4, Former Township of Ernestown, now 
Loyalist Township. 
 
Property 19 is a well defined system of fields and field boundaries. There are long views 
from Howe’s Road and no clear internal circulation. There are cedar rail fences, barbed 
wire, paige wire fencing and fencerows. The evolving cultural landscape components 
continue to survive and have had little alteration. The relationship to past historical uses, 
landscapes and settlement patterns are continuing and are discernable. 
 
The property is little altered and has a historical association with agricultural settlement. 
The 1878 Historic Atlas shows the name of Sam Bradshaw as the resident/owner of this 
lot. The property is considered to have direct associations with the historical theme of 
land settlement and related agricultural activity [Criterion (2) 2. (i)] and contextual value 
as it is historically linked to its surroundings [Criterion (2) 3. (ii)]. 
 
As per the self assessment checklist included in the bulletin issued for “Protected 
Properties, Archaeological and Heritage Resources, An Information Bulletin for Applicants 
Addressing the Cultural Heritage Component of Projects Subject to Ontario Regulation 
359/09 Renewable Energy Approvals issued by the Ministry of Tourism and Culture 2011”, 
the following screening questions were completed.  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Cultural heritage landscapes. These are defined geographical areas of heritage significance 
that human activity has modified and that a community values. Such an area involves a 
grouping(s) of individual heritage features, such as structures, spaces, archaeological sites, and 
natural elements, which together form a significant type of heritage form distinct from that of 
its constituent elements or parts. Examples include: villages, parks, gardens, battlefields, 
mainstreets and neighbourhoods, cemeteries, trails, and industrial complexes of cultural 
heritage value. 
Screening Question YES NO 
6.Is there a known burial site and/or cemetery 
located at or abutting the project location?  X 
Screening Question YES NO 
7. Is the project location within a Canadian 
Heritage River watershed?  X 
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Looking north west at existing mature fencerow 
within Property #19.  

Looking north across cultivated fields within  
Property 19. There is little vegetation along the 
fenceline. 

Looking north east across a cultivated field 
within Property 19.  
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Property 20. 
At rear of 64 Howes Road Lot 42 Concession 4, Former Township of Ernestown, 
now Loyalist Township. 
 
Property 20 comprises a well defined system of fields with paige wire fencing and cedar 
rail fencing.  The views are internal and there is no discernable circulation pattern. The 
terrain is flat. The evolving cultural landscape components continue to survive and have 
had little alteration. The relationship to past historical uses, landscapes and settlement 
patterns are continuing and are discernable. 
 
The property is little altered and has a historical association with agricultural settlement. 
The historic atlas shows the name of Sam Bradshaw as the resident/owner of this lot. The 
property is considered to have direct associations with the historical theme of land 
settlement and related agricultural activity [Criterion (2) 2. (i)] and contextual value as it is 
historically linked to its surroundings [Criterion (2) 3. (ii)]. 
 
As per the self assessment checklist included in the bulletin issued for “Protected 
Properties, Archaeological and Heritage Resources, An Information Bulletin for Applicants 
Addressing the Cultural Heritage Component of Projects Subject to Ontario Regulation 
359/09 Renewable Energy Approvals issued by the Ministry of Tourism and Culture 2011”, 
the following screening questions were completed.  
 

 

Cultural heritage landscapes. These are defined geographical areas of heritage significance 
that human activity has modified and that a community values. Such an area involves a 
grouping(s) of individual heritage features, such as structures, spaces, archaeological sites, and 
natural elements, which together form a significant type of heritage form distinct from that of 
its constituent elements or parts. Examples include: villages, parks, gardens, battlefields, 
mainstreets and neighbourhoods, cemeteries, trails, and industrial complexes of cultural 
heritage value. 
Screening Question YES NO 
6. Is there a known burial site and/or cemetery 
located at or abutting the project location?  X 
Screening Question YES NO 
7. Is the project location within a Canadian 
Heritage River watershed?  X  
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  View looking west into Property 20.  View of uncultivated field and fencerows 
beyond.  



 41 

Property 21.  
180 Mud Lake Road North, Lot 42, Concession 4, Former Township of Ernestown, 
now Loyalist Township. 
 
Property 21 comprises fallow and cultivated fields with lane ways well defined. A pipeline 
corridor runs through the property similar to Property 19. The topography is flat and 
there are fencerows throughout. The evolving cultural landscape components continue 
to survive and are little altered. The relationship to past historical uses, landscapes and 
settlement patterns are continuing and are discernable. 
 
The property is little altered and has a historical association with agricultural settlement. 
The 1878 Historic Atlas shows the name of John Lee as the resident/owner of this lot. 
The property is considered to have direct associations with the historical theme of land 
settlement and related agricultural activity [Criterion (2) 2. (i)] and contextual value as it is 
historically linked to its surroundings [Criterion (2) 3. (ii)]. 
 
As per the self assessment checklist included in the bulletin issued for “Protected 
Properties, Archaeological and Heritage Resources, An Information Bulletin for Applicants 
Addressing the Cultural Heritage Component of Projects Subject to Ontario Regulation 
359/09 Renewable Energy Approvals issued by the Ministry of Tourism and Culture 2011”, 
the following screening questions were completed.  
 

 
 
  

Cultural heritage landscapes. These are defined geographical areas of heritage significance 
that human activity has modified and that a community values. Such an area involves a 
grouping(s) of individual heritage features, such as structures, spaces, archaeological sites, and 
natural elements, which together form a significant type of heritage form distinct from that of 
its constituent elements or parts. Examples include: villages, parks, gardens, battlefields, 
mainstreets and neighbourhoods, cemeteries, trails, and industrial complexes of cultural 
heritage value. 
Screening Question YES NO 
6. Is there a known burial site and/or cemetery 
located at or abutting the project location?  X 
Screening Question YES NO 
7. Is the project location within a Canadian 
Heritage River watershed?  X 
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View of uncultivated field in Property 21 
bordered by vegetated fencerow. 

Winter wheat field in Property 21.  

View of well defined lane way within property. 

View of pipeline corridor signage.  
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Property 22. 
180 Mud Lake Road Lot 42 Concession 4, Former Township of Ernestown, now 
Loyalist Township. 
 
Property 22 is an open area of fields, and includes a pipeline corridor. There is internal 
circulation and internal site lines with a laneway access between Properties 21 and 22. 
There is a remnant cedar rail fence. The evolving cultural landscape components 
continue to survive and have had little alteration. The relationship to past historical uses, 
landscapes and settlement patterns are continuing and are discernable. 
 
The property is little altered and has a historical association with agricultural settlement. 
The historic atlas shows the name of John Lee as the resident/owner of this lot. The 
property is considered to have direct associations with the historical theme of land 
settlement and related agricultural activity [Criterion (2) 2. (i)] and contextual value as it is 
historically linked to its surroundings [Criterion (2) 3. (ii)]. 
 
As per the self assessment checklist included in the bulletin issued for “Protected 
Properties, Archaeological and Heritage Resources, An Information Bulletin for Applicants 
Addressing the Cultural Heritage Component of Projects Subject to Ontario Regulation 
359/09 Renewable Energy Approvals issued by the Ministry of Tourism and Culture 2011”, 
the following screening questions were completed.  
 

 
  

Cultural heritage landscapes. These are defined geographical areas of heritage significance 
that human activity has modified and that a community values. Such an area involves a 
grouping(s) of individual heritage features, such as structures, spaces, archaeological sites, and 
natural elements, which together form a significant type of heritage form distinct from that of 
its constituent elements or parts. Examples include: villages, parks, gardens, battlefields, 
mainstreets and neighbourhoods, cemeteries, trails, and industrial complexes of cultural 
heritage value. 
Screening Question YES NO 
6. Is there a known burial site and/or cemetery 
located at or abutting the project location?  X 
Screening Question YES NO 
7. Is the project location within a Canadian 
Heritage River watershed?  X  
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View looking north east of Property 22, with 
uncultivated fields and fencerows in the 
distance.  

View looking north east of Property 22 and of 
pipeline corridor markers.   

View of uncultivated field in Property 21 
bordered by vegetated fencerow. 

Winter wheat field in Property 21.  

View of well defined lane way within property. 

View of pipeline corridor signage.  
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Property 23.  
180 Mud Lake Road Lot 42 Concession 4, Former Township of Ernestown, now 
Loyalist Township. 
 
Property 23 is an open area of fields, and includes a pipeline corridor. There is internal 
circulation and internal site lines. There is a remnant cedar rail fence delineating the 
fields and vegetated fencerows.  The evolving cultural landscape components continue 
to survive and have had little alteration. The relationship to past historical uses, 
landscapes and settlement patterns are continuing and are discernable. 
 
The property is little altered and has a historical association with agricultural settlement. 
The historic atlas shows the name of John Lee as the resident/owner of this lot. The 
property is considered to have direct associations with the historical theme of land 
settlement and related agricultural activity [Criterion (2) 2. (i)] and contextual value as it is 
historically linked to its surroundings [Criterion (2) 3. (ii)]. 
 
As per the self assessment checklist included in the bulletin issued for “Protected 
Properties, Archaeological and Heritage Resources, An Information Bulletin for Applicants 
Addressing the Cultural Heritage Component of Projects Subject to Ontario Regulation 
359/09 Renewable Energy Approvals issued by the Ministry of Tourism and Culture 2011”, 
the following screening questions were completed.  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Cultural heritage landscapes. These are defined geographical areas of heritage significance 
that human activity has modified and that a community values. Such an area involves a 
grouping(s) of individual heritage features, such as structures, spaces, archaeological sites, and 
natural elements, which together form a significant type of heritage form distinct from that of 
its constituent elements or parts. Examples include: villages, parks, gardens, battlefields, 
mainstreets and neighbourhoods, cemeteries, trails, and industrial complexes of cultural 
heritage value. 
Screening Question YES NO 
6. Is there a known burial site and/or cemetery 
located at or abutting the project location?  X 
Screening Question YES NO 
7. Is the project location within a Canadian 
Heritage River watershed?  X  
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Looking south along the internal circulation 
into Property 23.  

Looking east into Property 23. Mature 
vegetated fencerows delineate the fields.  

Looking south east at Property 23, an 
uncultivated field with vegetated fencerow 
terminates the view.  
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Property 24.  
Adjacent (south of) 175 Hegemond Road Lot 39 Concession 4, Former Township of 
Ernestown, now Loyalist Township. 
 
Property 24 is uncultivated land with vegetation colonizing the property. The property is 
adjacent to Highway 401 and is distinguished by an internal circulation system of lanes. 
The land is flat and a creek runs through the site. The evolving cultural landscape 
components continue to survive and have had little alteration. The relationship to past 
historical uses, landscapes and settlement patterns are continuing and are discernable. 
 
The property is little altered and has a historical association with agricultural settlement. 
The historic atlas shows the name of John McCormick as the resident/owner of this lot. 
The only alteration is the placement of a large, highway scaled, billboard. The property is 
considered to have direct associations with the historical theme of land settlement and 
related agricultural activity [Criterion (2) 2. (i)] and contextual value as it is historically 
linked to its surroundings [Criterion (2) 3. (ii)]. 
 
As per the self assessment checklist included in the bulletin issued for “Protected 
Properties, Archaeological and Heritage Resources, An Information Bulletin for Applicants 
Addressing the Cultural Heritage Component of Projects Subject to Ontario Regulation 
359/09 Renewable Energy Approvals issued by the Ministry of Tourism and Culture 2011”, 
the following screening questions were completed.  
 

 
  

Cultural heritage landscapes. These are defined geographical areas of heritage significance 
that human activity has modified and that a community values. Such an area involves a 
grouping(s) of individual heritage features, such as structures, spaces, archaeological sites, and 
natural elements, which together form a significant type of heritage form distinct from that of 
its constituent elements or parts. Examples include: villages, parks, gardens, battlefields, 
mainstreets and neighbourhoods, cemeteries, trails, and industrial complexes of cultural 
heritage value. 
Screening Question YES NO 
6. Is there a known burial site and/or cemetery 
located at or abutting the project location?  X 
Screening Question YES NO 
7. Is the project location within a Canadian 
Heritage River watershed?  X  
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Looking south at vegetation colonizing 
Property 24 the 401 is in the distance.  

Internal circulation is well defined.  

View of internal circulation within Property 24. 
Existing highway billboard is in left hand 
corner. 
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3.0  CULTURAL HERITAGE ASSESSMENT 
 
The properties identified as potential candidate sites for the development of solar energy 
all comprise generally flat agricultural land, some of which is in agricultural production 
but much appears to be either marginal or recolonizing in character with naturalization, 
succession growth. 
 
There still remain traces of former field systems at most of these locations. The results of 
the brief historical overview reveal that all of the identified properties have some 
historical association with former land clearance and agricultural settlement. 
 
In accordance with Ontario Regulation 9/06 which identifies a number of criteria for 
determining cultural heritage value, and as required by Ontario Regulation 359/09 the 
inventoried properties are considered to have: 
 

• direct associations with the historical theme of land settlement and related 
agricultural activity [Criterion (2) 2. (i)], and  

 
• contextual value as they are historically linked to their surroundings [Criterion (2) 

3. (ii)]. 
 
Given the characteristics of fields as evidence of former historical agricultural practices 
and farming activity these identified resources are essentially unremarkable in their 
cultural heritage value. 
 
4.0 CONCLUSIONS 
 
Protected properties 
As a result of consultation with designating authorities under the Ontario Heritage Act, 
none of the identified properties constitute protected properties under Ontario 
Regulation 359/09. 
 
Cultural heritage value 
It is concluded that while all the properties exhibit varying degrees of association with 
the historical theme of land settlement and related agricultural activity, (namely they are 
remnant agricultural fields in a larger contextual rural landscape) and possess some 
contextual value due to historical linkages with their surroundings, none are of sufficient 
cultural heritage value or interest that would warrant not-developing these lands for 
solar energy facility.   
 
Mitigation of effects in interior properties  
Impacts to heritage resources may be short or long in duration and experienced during 
construction only or during the post construction phase. Where interior properties (i.e., 
those without direct road frontage) are proposed to be developed for solar energy 
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purposes these properties are considered to have less visual exposure within the rural 
landscape, such as the eastern side of Quabbin Road. Existing vegetation and screening 
for the most part will provide visual buffering or filtering of extended views to these 
properties from the public road right-of way and should be protected and retained. 
Although not required for interior properties with some degree of visual buffering or 
filtering, additional visual buffering will be considered for interior properties as detailed 
design proceeds.  
 
Mitigation of effects in properties adjacent to road rights-of –way  
At those locations adjacent to a road right of way, (Unity Road, the south side of Mud 
Lake Road, the west side of Howes Road, the north side of Rock Road, and the west side 
of Highway 38) the solar facility may be open to view. Mitigation of views may be 
provided by the installation of screening devices. The locations of screening devices will 
be determined during detail design with consideration given to the findings of this 
report; public and municipal consultation; and, engineering and property constraints.  
These should be derived from traditional fencing and vegetative plantings in keeping 
with those examples found in the general area. The following list of species may be used 
for mitigation applications as a mixed vegetated fencerow in areas where resulting tree 
height will not result in shading of the solar panels. 
 
Recommended Trees:  
 
Red Maple   Acer rubrum  
Serviceberry  Amelanchier canadensis* 
Sugar Maple   Acer saccharum  
Silver Maple   Acer saccharinum  
Japanese Dogwood Cornus kosus* 
Pagoda Dogwood Cornus alternifolia* 
Black Walnut   Junglans nigra 
Tamarack   Larix laricina  
Norway Spruce  Picea abies (Historically planted in rural areas) 
White Spruce  Picea glauca  
Jack Pine   Pinus banksiana 
Red Pine   Pinus resinosa 
White Pine   Pinus strobus 
Scots Pine   Pinus sylvestris  
Red Oak   Quercus rubra 
White Oak   Quercus alba 
White Cedar   Thuja occidentalis 
 
*Tree Varieties 4.5 m to 9 m in height 
 
Recommended Shrubs:  
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Silky Dogwood Cornus amonum  
Red Osier Dogwood Cornus sericea  
Scarlet Hawthorn  Crataegus coccinea  
Highbush Cranberry Viburnum trilobum 
Nannyberry  Viburnum lentago 
 

Mitigation of potential visual effects on built heritage resources 
Although several built heritage resources have been identified through field survey such 
features will not be demolished or removed as a result of property development for the 
solar facility. Screening devices may be appropriate at certain locations, such as the area 
between Properties 14B and 14C, as backdrops to identified features to prevent 
silhouetting of the built heritage resources against solar facility. As each property is 
unique, specific site mitigation measures ,where required, will be determined during 
detailed design through consultation with the landowner and with consideration to 
engineering and property constraints.  
 
3578 Unity Road, adjacent to Property 3 
The log structure recorded at this site was moved to this location from elsewhere 
(Personal communication with owner, September 27, 2011). It does not form part of a 
property to be developed. No mitigation is required or recommended. 
 
Westbrook Road, Property 12 
In the case of Property 12 where the remnants of log structure were identified this 
should be noted for potential archaeological mitigation. The remnant structure is rightly 
described as a “ruin” and falls under the purview of archaeology as defined in Subsection 
1(2) of Ontario Regulation 359/09. 
 
4017 Unity Road, Land located between Property 14B and 14C 
The stone farmhouse and frame barn are located between two properties identified as 
solar energy project sites and are not anticipated to be demolished or removed as part 
of this project. If the adjacent properties are to be developed attention should be given 
to addressing edge treatments or buffer and screening devices around the periphery of 
these features to filter or break up views to any solar energy facility beyond. The 
locations and type of treatment, if required, will be determined in consultation with the 
landowner and with consideration of engineering and property constraints. The following 
list of species would be recommended for any future mitigation applications and to be 
installed as a mixed vegetated fencerow with the inclusion of cedar rail fencing where 
required by landowner agreements.  
 
Recommended Trees:  
 
Red Maple   Acer rubrum  
Sugar Maple   Acer saccharum  
Serviceberry  Amelanchier canadensis* 



 52 

Japanese Dogwood Cornus kosus* 
Pagoda Dogwood Cornus alternifolia* 
Tamarack   Larix laricina  
Norway Spruce  Picea abies 
White Spruce  Picea glauca  
White Pine   Pinus strobus 
Scots Pine   Pinus sylvestris  
Red Oak   Quercus rubra 
White Cedar   Thuja occidentalis 
 
*Tree Varieties 4.5 m to 9 m in height 
 
Recommended Shrubs:  
 
Silky Dogwood Cornus amonum  
Red Osier Dogwood Cornus sericea  
Scarlet Hawthorn  Crataegus coccinea  
Highbush Cranberry Viburnum trilobum 
Nannyberry  Viburnum lentago 
 
 
5.0 RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
It is recommended that in any development or construction management plan 
developed for the subject properties that appropriate mitigation strategies be adopted 
to address the potential impacts or effects of solar facility as noted in Section 4. 
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From: Kiki Aravopoulos
To: dcuming@mhbcplan.com
Cc: Thomas Wicks; jtivy@mhbcplan.com; Young, Rob; andrew.moores@samsung.com; Jim Leonard
Subject: RE: 08146AE - Cultural Heritage Assessment Study, renewable energy project
Date: October-31-11 2:23:53 PM

Hi David,
 
You are correct in your findings as the Trust does not have any easement properties within the study
area. While the register does not exist on the Trust’s website you can contact my colleague Jim
Leonard with any questions regarding the register. His contact info is below.
 
Jim Leonard
OHA Register
Tel: 416-212-1736
Email: jim.leonard@heritagetrust.on.ca
 
 
You can contact me directly regarding any questions or information you may require on Trust easement
properties.
 
Regards,
Kiki
 

From: David Cuming [mailto:dcuming@mhbcplan.com] 
Sent: Monday, October 31, 2011 1:56 PM
To: Kiki Aravopoulos
Cc: Thomas Wicks; jtivy@mhbcplan.com; 'Young, Rob'; andrew.moores@samsung.com
Subject: RE: 08146AE - Cultural Heritage Assessment Study, renewable energy project
 

Dear Ms. Aravopoulos,
 
We have been retained by the consulting firm of AMEC on behalf of their client
Samsung to undertake a cultural heritage assessment of lands within Loyalist
Township and the City of Kingston.
 
In Loyalist Township the study area is irregular in shape and is generally
bounded by Mud Lake Road North and the Odessa Lake shore in the west and
north, Howes Road to the east and Highway 401 to the south.
 
In the City of Kingston the area is generally bounded by Howes Road to the
west, the Odessa Lake shore in the north, Highway 38 to the east and Highway
401 to the south.
 
The study area characteristics are such that the potential locations for this

mailto:Kiki.Aravopoulos@heritagetrust.on.ca
mailto:dcuming@mhbcplan.com
mailto:Thomas.Wicks@heritagetrust.on.ca
mailto:jtivy@mhbcplan.com
mailto:rob.young@amec.com
mailto:andrew.moores@samsung.com
mailto:Jim.Leonard@heritagetrust.on.ca
mailto:jim.leonard@heritagetrust.on.ca


renewable energy project will be contained within open areas of land, typically
fields or former field systems.
 
As required by legislation we are required to identify any properties that are
contained within the municipal register of properties of cultural heritage value
or interest established under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act. These can
either be properties designated by by-law or those properties that are non-
designated but have been included for temporary protection against
demolition. This has been undertaken and contact with both municipalities has
not revealed any designated heritage properties.
 
We are also required to identify any properties designated by the Minister of
Tourism and Culture and cultural heritage easements held by the OHT. We have
attempted to search the OHT website for the Register under Section 23 of the
Act but it appears that the on-line site does not contain any listing of OHT
easement properties and I can find no properties or municipal addresses that
are located within our study area.
 
Please can you confirm that our findings and conclusions are correct with
respect to the absence of any OHT easement properties within our study area. If
the register has been included in your web pages we would also appreciate

being advised where it is located. A response by November 4th, 2011 would be
appreciated.
 
On behalf of MHBC, AMEC and Samsung we would take this opportunity to
thank you in advance for your assistance in this matter.
 
If you have any questions please contact Jessica Tivy at extension 727.
 

David Cuming, MCIP, MRTPI, RPP
Managing Coordinator, Cultural Heritage Planning

MHBC
Planning, Urban Design & Landscape Architecture
540 Bingemans Centre Drive, Suite 200
Kitchener, ON, N2B 3X9
T  519 576 3650 x750
F  519 576 0121
E  dcuming@mhbcplan.com

mailto:dcuming@mhbcplan.com


W www.mhbcplan.com
This communication is intended solely for the named addressee(s) and may contain information that is privileged, confidential, protected
or otherwise exempt from disclosure. No waiver of confidence, privilege, protection or otherwise is made. If you are not the intended
recipient of this communication, please advise us immediately and delete this email without reading, copying or forwarding it to anyone.
 
 
 

http://www.mhbcplan.com/


From: Lambert,Lindsay
To: dcuming@mhbcplan.com
Subject: RE: 08146AE, Cultural Heritage Assessment Study, renewable energy project
Date: October-24-11 10:48:18 AM

Hello David,
 
It appears that a property with the civic address of 2555 Highway 38 shows up on our system as
being a ‘listed’ property, however I would like to look into this further prior to providing you with a
definitive answer.  I will follow-up on this and get back to you.
 
It appears that there are no other properties on our municipal heritage properties register that are
located in your study area.
 
Lindsay
 
Lindsay Lambert, M.Pl.
Planner (Heritage)
Planning and Development Department
Sustainability and Growth
City of Kingston
216 Ontario Street, Kingston ON K7L 2Z3
Tel: 613-546-4291 ext. 2176
Fax: 613-542-9965
Email: llambert@cityofkingston.ca
Location: 1211 John Counter Blvd.
 
From: David Cuming [mailto:dcuming@mhbcplan.com] 
Sent: Monday, October 24, 2011 10:40 AM
To: Lambert,Lindsay
Cc: jtivy@mhbcplan.com; 'Young, Rob'; andrew.moores@samsung.com
Subject: 08146AE, Cultural Heritage Assessment Study, renewable energy project
 

Hi Lindsay: I have been out of the office and am following up on my email sent
in September regarding lands north of Highway 401 and east of Loyalist
Township. You may recall that we have been retained by the consulting firm of
AMEC on behalf of their client Samsung to undertake a cultural heritage
assessment of lands within both Loyalist Township and the City of Kingston.
The study area is irregular in shape and is generally bounded by, Howes Road
to the west, the Odessa Lake shore in the north, Highway 38 to the east and
Highway 401 to the south.
 
As required by legislation we are required to identify any properties that are

mailto:llambert@cityofkingston.ca
mailto:dcuming@mhbcplan.com


contained within the municipal register of properties of cultural heritage value
or interest established under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act. These can
either be properties designated by by-law or those properties that are non-
designated but have been included for temporary protection against
demolition.
 
We have reviewed the municipal register on line and can find no properties or
municipal addresses that are contained in the register that also are located
within our study area.
 
Please can you confirm that our findings and conclusions are correct. If the
register has been updated since inclusion in your web pages we would also

appreciate being advised. A response by October 26th, 2011 would be
appreciated.
 
On behalf of MHBC, AMEC and Samsung we would take this opportunity to
thank you in advance for your assistance in this matter.
 
 

David Cuming, MCIP, MRTPI, RPP
Managing Coordinator, Cultural Heritage Planning

MHBC
Planning, Urban Design & Landscape Architecture
540 Bingemans Centre Drive, Suite 200
Kitchener, ON, N2B 3X9
T  519 576 3650 x750
F  519 576 0121
E  dcuming@mhbcplan.com
W www.mhbcplan.com
This communication is intended solely for the named addressee(s) and may contain information that is privileged, confidential, protected
or otherwise exempt from disclosure. No waiver of confidence, privilege, protection or otherwise is made. If you are not the intended
recipient of this communication, please advise us immediately and delete this email without reading, copying or forwarding it to anyone.
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From: Jim Sova
To: dcuming@mhbcplan.com
Subject: Re: 08146AE, Cultural Heritage Assessment Study, renewable energy project
Date: October-18-11 9:22:14 AM

Hello Mr. Cumming
 
I have reviewed the properties you have identified in Loyalist Township and I can confirm that
there are no designated properties in the subject area and no properties that are subject to
temporary protection against demolition.
 
I am the staff member in charge of heritage planning matters.  If you have any further questions,
please contact me by email or phone.
 
Jim Sova
Planner
Loyalist Township
P.O. Box 70
273 Main Street
Odessa, Ontario
K0H 2H0
613-386-7351 ex 144
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 DESIGNATED BUILDINGS  

________________________________________________________________________ 

 
By-Law # Date of By-Law  Historic Name  Address  
409/78  April 3, 1978  Peter Davey House  370 Academy Street, Bath 

410/78  April 3, 1978  St. John's Anglican Church 212 Church Street, Bath  
411/78  April 3, 1978  The Layer Cake Hall  193 Davey Street, Bath  
412/78  April 3, 1978  The Bath United Church  402 Academy Street, Bath 

413/78  April 3, 1978  The Peter R. Davy House  367 Academy Street, Bath 

414/78  April 3, 1978  Henry Lasher House  147 Church Street, Bath  
415/78  April 3, 1978  "Building once owned by the 

Forwards"  
293 Main Street, Bath  

544/84  August 13, 1984  "Building once owned by Issac 
Hough"  

5824 Bath Road, Bath  

421/78  June 26, 1978  G. Belfour House  395 Main Street, Bath  
Heritage District Designation    
The E.D. Priest Store (Masonic 
Hall) 

428 Main Street, Bath  

Village of Bath Old Town Hall 434 Main Street, Bath  
The Roderick Kennedy House 
(Frohlich) 

429 Main Street, Bath  

The W.A. Johnston House (Hare) 433 Main Street, Bath  
The David Forbes House 
(Cheseborough)  

438 Main Street, Bath  

Hiram Hilliard House (Malach)  432 Main Street, Bath  
The Reeves Brothers House 
(Kitchen)  

452 Main Street, Bath  

Building A (Cheseborough) 448 Main Street, Bath  

514/82  October 4, 1982  

Building B (Meredith Wright)  444 Main Street, Bath  
556/85  June 10, 1985  The Ham House  353 Main Street, Bath  
557/87  June 10, 1985  W. H. Davy Store  369 Main Street, Bath  
705/92  December 14, 

1992  
Guzeit House  341 Main Street, Bath  

96-54  December 9, 
1996  

Highway 2 Milestones  8 milestones along 
Highway 2 

92-56  September 28, 
1992  

Babcock Mill  Bridge Street, Odessa  

90-49  August 13, 1990  Exterior Designation  251 Simmons Road, 
Wilton 

      Wilton Wesleyan Methodist Church  
      Wilton Women's  Institute Hall  

www.loyalist.ca 

Box 70, 263 Main Street, Odessa, ON  K0H 2H0 

Tel: 613-386-7351   Fax: 613-386-3833 



  
  
 DESIGNATED BUILDINGS  

________________________________________________________________________ 

93-4  January 25, 
1992  

Timmerman Store  155 Main Street, Odessa  

94-34  August 8, 1994  Fairfield House  4574 Bath Road, 
Amherstview 

99-1  January 11, 
1999  

Ernestown Railway Station Link Road, Millhaven  

2001-13  April 9, 2001  Neilson's Store  5170 Front Road, 
Amherst Island 

2001-31  July 9, 2001  Interior Designation     
      Wilton Wesleyan Methodist Church  
      Wilton Women's Institute Hall     
      251 Simmons Road, Wilton    
2005-41    Pentland Cemetery  1652 Front Road, Stella 
2004-120    Bath Academy  352 Academy Street, Bath

2003-71    Switzerville Cemetery  Newburgh Road 
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