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https://www.google.com/maps/place/24+Main+St+W,+Hamilton,+ON+L8P+1H2/@43.2563555,-79.8734788,968m/data=!3m1!1e3!4m5!3m4!1s0x882c9b8339c36899:0x826b5c9f3e8d7143!8m2!3d43.2558888!4d-79.8705272
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4.2.1.1 Main Church 
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4.2.1.2 Sunday School & Lecture Hall 
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4.2.1.3 Parsonage 
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4.2.1.4 Architectural Features 
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4.2.2.1 Casavant Frères Organ  

4.2.2.2 Choir Gallery 
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4.2.2.3 The Elevator 
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 Cultural Heritage Assessment for Heritage Designation of  
24 Main Street West, Hamilton 

Terms of Reference 
Prepared: June, 2017 

Your firm, referred to as the Consultant, is invited to submit a detailed work plan for a 
Cultural Heritage Assessment, in accordance with the following Terms of Reference. 
Your firm has been solicited through the City of Hamilton’s roster assignment and any 
fees and disbursements included as part of your quote and final invoice must be in 
accordance with the 2017-2018 Roster Contract.  
 
1.0 INTRODUCTION 
The City of Hamilton Council-approved process for designating a property under Part IV 
of the Ontario Heritage Act (APPENDIX 1) requires that a Cultural Heritage Assessment 
be completed in accordance with Ontario Regulation 9/06 - Criteria for Determining 
Cultural Heritage Value or Interest (APPENDIX 2) and with the criteria endorsed by City 
Council (APPENDIX 3).  
 
2.0  BACKGROUND 
The property located at 24 Main Street West contains the building known as the former 
Centenary United Church (APPENDIX 4: Location Map).  
 
The property was added to staff’s work plan for designation in 2014 as part of the 
Downtown Built Heritage Inventory Review. It was also added to the City of Hamilton’s 
Register of Property of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest at this time. 
 
3.0  PURPOSE 
The purpose of the Cultural Heritage Assessment of the subject property is to: 
 

1. Identify and assess the potential cultural heritage value of the property; 
2. Determine if the property should be recommended for designation under Part IV 

of the Ontario Heritage Act; and,  
3. Identify the significant heritage attributes associated with the identified cultural 

heritage value of the property. 
 
4.0 METHODOLOGY  
The program of the evaluation will entail three steps: 
 

1. Review of City Policies and Property Information  
 The Consultant is required to familiarize themselves with the Criteria for 

Determining Cultural Heritage Value or Interest, as defined in Ontario Regulation 
9/06 of the Ontario Heritage Act (APPENDIX 2), City of Hamilton’s framework for 
evaluating the potential cultural heritage value of a property (APPENDIX 3), and 
the City’s Cultural Heritage Assessment Report Outline (APPENDIX 5). These 
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documents include relevant guidelines needed to effectively prepare a Cultural 
Heritage Assessment for the subject property.  

 
 In addition, the Consultant should review all relevant background information and 

historical documents that address the significance of the property, including staff 
reports, heritage property files, and former inventory work. 

 
2. Site Visit 

 The Consultant will be required to conduct a site visit and take up-to-date high-
quality photographs of the property to be included in the report, including the 
interior of the building. The site visit will be coordinated by City staff. 

 
3. Prepare Cultural Heritage Assessment  Report 

 The Consultant will prepare a Cultural Heritage Assessment Report, which 
follows the outline provided in APPENDIX 5, evaluating the cultural heritage 
value of the subject property, including the identification of significant heritage 
attributes. The Cultural Heritage Assessment Report shall be prepared in 
accordance with the aforementioned criteria. Subsequently, the Consultant shall 
prepare the content for a draft by-law outlining the description of property, 
statement of cultural heritage value or interest and description of heritage 
attributes. 

 
5.0  DELIVERABLES 
Draft Report 

The Consultant shall submit a draft of the completed Cultural Heritage Assessment 
Report, as well as the accompanying content for the proposed designation by-law, for 
review by Planning Staff and the Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee. The draft 
report and by-law content should have a “DRAFT” watermark and be submitted to 
Planning staff in the form of two (2) digital copies (PDF and Word format).  
 
Final Report 

Final revisions to the Cultural Heritage Assessment Report and by-law content will be 
completed by the Consultant prior to Staff preparing a report for consideration by 
Planning Committee and Council. The final report shall be submitted to Planning stafff in 
the form of one (1) printed colour copy and of two (2) digital copies (PDF and Word 
format). 
 
In addition, it is expected that the author of the Cultural Heritage Assessment will attend 
the Municipal Heritage Committee and Planning Committee/Council meetings at which 
the subject assessment will be discussed. 
 
Note: The Consultant shall consider the legibility and clarity of any images included in 
Cultural Heritage Assessment Report given that the final version provided to Planning 
Committee and Council will be a black and white photocopy. The report should use a 
footer to accommodate the running title and page numbers and an appropriate amount 
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of blank space shall be provided in the header to allow the insertion of the City report 
header on the final report. A standard 12 point font, such as Arial and Verdana, should 
be used to ensure compatability with most software and web browsers. 
 
6.0   TIMELINE 
The subject property is on the City of Hamilton’s priority list for Requests to Designate 
Properties under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act for completion in 2017. The timeline 
will be discussed and agree upon following the acceptance of the proposed work plan 
(see APPENDIX 6 for a sample). The general timeline for the preparation of a draft 
report is 2 months.  
 
7.0    REMUNERATION 
The City will compensate any fees and disbursements identified by the Consultant in 
accordance with the approved work plan and the 2017-2018 Roster Contract.  
Note: The quote and final invoice prepared by the Consultant and provided to the City 
shall be itemized to reflect with the fee structure and disbursements identified in the 
approved 2017-2018 Roster Contract. Please see APPENDIX 6 for a work plan sample 
illustrating how billing should be broken down. 
 
8.0  ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 
Attached you will find the following: 
 
APPENDIX 1:  City of Hamilton Designation Process 
APPENDIX 2:  Criteria for Determining Cultural Heritage Value or Interest, Ontario 

Regulation 9/06 under the Ontario Heritage Act 
APPENDIX 3:   City of Hamilton Framework for Cultural Heritage Evaluation 
APPENDIX 4: Location Map of Subject Property 
APPENDIX 5:   City of Hamilton Cultural Heritage Assessment Report Outline 
APPENDIX 6:  Work Plan/Billing Sample 
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APPENDIX 3:  
City of Hamilton Framework for Cultural Heritage Evaluation 

 
A Framework for Evaluating the Cultural Heritage Value or 

Interest of Property for Designation under Part IV of the Ontario 
Heritage Act 

 
1. Introduction 
The following evaluation criteria seek to provide a consistent means of examining and 
determining the cultural heritage value or interest of real property. They will be used by 
staff and the City of Hamilton’s Municipal Heritage Committee (formerly the Local 
Architectural Conservation Advisory Committee or LACAC) in determining whether to 
designate property under the Ontario Heritage Act. 

It is anticipated that properties to be designated must have one or more demonstrated 
attributes of cultural heritage value or interest. The greater the number of attributes the 
more likely it is that a property will be of significant or considerable cultural heritage 
value. 

These criteria recognize the housekeeping changes made to the Ontario Heritage Act 
as per the Government Efficiency Act, 2002. Municipalities are enabled to designate 
those properties of cultural heritage value and to identify those heritage attributes that 
account for the property’s cultural heritage value or interest.  

In keeping with contemporary heritage conservation and management practice these 
are considered to be those properties that have cultural heritage value expressed in the 
following forms: 
 

• Archaeological sites and areas 

• Built heritage features, and 

• Cultural heritage landscapes. 

These categories follow the direction and guidance in the Provincial Policy Statement 
issued pursuant to the Ontario Planning Act. No guidance is yet provided under the 
Ontario Heritage Act. 
 
2. Archaeology 

 
2.1. Introduction 

 
The designation of archaeological sites under the Ontario Heritage Act (OHA) has 
traditionally been at the discretion of the Provincial Government, until the recent 
amendments to the OHA under the Government Efficiency Act, 2002. Among other 
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effects, these changes extend this capacity to municipalities, hence the process herein 
of defining the City of Hamilton criteria for OHA designation of archaeological sites.  
 
2.2. Hamilton Archaeology 

 
The City of Hamilton has approximately 735 archaeological sites currently (2001) 
registered by archaeologists on the Ontario Archaeological Sites Database, maintained 
by the Ontario Ministry of Culture (MCL). Numerous other sites are known to exist, but 
are not as yet registered on the OASD. Further, a large number of unknown sites exist, 
but have not yet been identified. Many of these sites, whether registered or not, are too 
small to warrant significant investigation, other than to establish and map their presence 
and general nature.  
 
The registration of known sites by licensed archaeologists under the OHA serves to 
record the sites’ presence, cultural affiliation, and status. Sites, which have been fully 
excavated, and therefore exist only in the form of excavation records, removed artifacts 
and reports, remain registered.  
 
The overall pattern in the data is that the highest density of registered sites occurs in 
areas that have been the focus of survey, whether driven by development proposals 
and Planning Act requirements or academic research.  

 
2.3. Archaeological Work 

 
Archaeology is by its nature a destructive discipline. Sites are identified through survey, 
arising from some form of soil disturbance, which informs the archaeologist that a site or 
sites are present. Apart from establishing a site presence and some broad ideas of site 
boundaries and cultural horizons, however, the nature of a site is largely unknown until 
excavation activities take place.  
 
The difference between the archaeological excavation of a site and its undocumented 
removal by construction activities lies in the records retained and reported on by the 
archaeologists. The knowledge of the archaeological site persists, however, and while it 
may be absent, the former presence indicates that the area in which it occurs is one of 
archaeological potential, if the landscape remains relatively intact.  
 
Soil disturbance can take many forms, and has varied effects on the archaeological 
resource. Much of archaeology in Ontario occurs in the topsoil horizon, with some 
extending into the subsoil, which affects its visibility and sensitivity to disturbance.  
 
Most of the archaeology in Hamilton has been identified as a result of over a hundred 
years of agricultural activities, namely tilling the soil. While cultivation disturbs sites, it 
does so with only moderate loss of site information. More intensive forms of agricultural, 
such as tree or sod farms, have a more substantial and deleterious effect. Soil 
disturbances such as grade alteration or compaction essentially obliterate 
archaeological resources.  
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2.4. Archaeologists 
 

Terrestrial and aquatic archaeology in Ontario is administered through the MCL, while 
some authority has been downloaded to municipalities. In addition to maintaining the 
site registry, MCL is responsible for licensing archaeologists: only licensed 
archaeologists are permitted to carry out archaeological fieldwork (Section 4.48.1), or 
alter archaeological sites through the removal or relocation of artifacts or any other 
physical evidence of past human use or activity, from the site (Section 4.48.2).  
 
While recognizing this, much archaeological work has been conducted in the past by 
unlicensed archaeologists. This group falls into two categories: avocational or lay 
archaeologists, and “pothunters.” Avocational archaeologists typically work in 
association with licensed archaeologists or the MCL. Pothunters tend to avoid working 
with archaeologists or the Ministry and are known to loot sites for artifacts, either to add 
to collections or sell on the open market. Such activities are illegal under the OHA.  

 
2.5. Designation of Archaeological Sites 
 
As with other types of cultural heritage resources, “designation” is one of many 
conservation tools that a municipality may use to wisely manage its cultural heritage. 
With respect to archaeological sites, there are a number of unique aspects arising from 
the designation of archaeological sites. The protection of archaeological sites or areas 
of archaeological potential is possible through designation, and is also a means by 
which to flag such properties for closer scrutiny through the development application 
process. The amended components of Part VI of the OHA also provide stronger and 
more appropriate means by which the resource can be protected.  
 
The designation of existing sites may serve as a flag, which could result in unauthorized 
excavation, inferring some potential responsibility of the City of Hamilton to protect such 
sites. However, sites of sufficient significance to warrant designation are likely already 
well known to the pothunter population. In turn, the fact that many registered sites have 
already been fully excavated, primarily as part of the development process, does play a 
factor in the designation process and goals (i.e. inferring the recognition of a site no 
longer present).  
 
While there is no official Ministry policy on the municipal designation of archaeological 
sites, the existence of provincially designated archaeological sites suggests that the 
recognition of such significant resources is warranted. The criteria below are to be used 
either as “stand-alone” criteria for the evaluation of archaeological sites and areas of 
archaeological potential suitable for designation or are to be used in conjunction with 
other criteria in the designation of heritage properties, such as heritage buildings and 
cultural heritage landscapes. 

2.6. Determination of Significance 

1. Cultural Definition: is the site used to define a cultural complex or horizon at the local 
or regional scale? 
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Select archaeological sites are used to define specific cultural complexes or 
horizons, to which similar sites are compared for closeness of fit and relative position 
in cultural chronology and site function. Their identification as type-sites is typically 
achieved through academic discourse, for example the Princess Point site in Cootes 
Paradise. 

2. Temporal Integrity: does the site represent one or more readily distinguished cultural 
horizons, or a multi-component mixture of poorly-defined occupations? 

Archaeological sites are frequently re-occupied over a long period of time by 
different cultural groups. While soil stratification may separate these sequences and 
provide valuable information, agricultural and other activities can cause admixture of 
these separate components, resulting in a loss of information.  

3. Site Size: is the site a large or high-density occupation, or a small, low-intensity 
occupation?  

A higher level of importance tends to be placed on larger archaeological sites, as 
they generally represent larger or more frequent/long-term occupations. They also 
tend to yield more diagnostic material objects or settlement patterns, and so can be 
better defined chronologically and culturally, but can likewise be less clearly defined. 
Smaller sites can also yield diagnostic artifacts, and are typically the predominant 
site size of earlier Native and Euro-Canadian occupations, and may be subject to 
lower degrees of stratigraphic mixture.  

4. Site Type: is the site of a distinctive and well-defined type, with respect to its function 
or the activities carried out at the site? 

Sites range in nature from highly specialized to generalized, with a related range of 
interpretability: sites where many activities occur can make it hard to differentiate 
these activities, such as a pioneer farmstead. Sites where limited activities took 
place tend to show more identifiable patterns, like point manufacturing sites. While 
both end of this continuum represent similarly important parts of their inhabitants’ 
lifeways, information may be more readily derived from those of lower complexity.  

 
5. Site Integrity: is the site largely intact? 

Sites that remain primarily intact retain significant levels of data, while degree of 
impact closely correlates with the extent of data-loss, particularly when all or some of 
the site has been impacted or removed through excavation, mitigation or other 
activities.  

 
6. Historical Association: does the site represent the archaeological remnants of a 

significant historical event, person, or group? 

The direct association of an archaeological site with a historical event, person, 
family or group can have a bearing on the significance of an archaeological site, 
depending on the significance to the community, province or nation of the event or 
person(s) involved. The nature of the association, such as transitory or long-term, 
also has a bearing on whether this association is of little or considerable 
significance.  
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7. Setting: what is the integrity of the context surrounding the site? 

Sites do not exist independently, but rather are embedded (at varying scales) within 
the landscape encompassing them. As such, some semblance of the physiography 
(cultural heritage landscape) and relevant built culture concurrent to the site’s 
occupation can provide an important context to the information derived from the site.  

 
8. Socio-political value: is there significant public value vested in the site?  

Real or perceived social or political value may be imparted to an archaeological site 
for various reasons by the public as a whole, or subsets of stakeholders and interest 
groups. Regardless of the origin of the value(s) ascribed the site, perception and 
expediency may play a large role in its identification as a significant feature.  
 

9. Uniqueness: is this a unique archaeological site? 

While all sites are by their nature unique, some are more so than others by nature of 
their distinctive type, role or character, which identifies them as “one-of-a-kind” within 
a specified frame of reference. The recognition of a site having such a unique nature 
as to warrant this distinction essentially refers to the information value implicit in 
such an identification. As a result, this will largely be the result of professional 
discourse. 
 

10. Rarity: is this a rare archaeological site? 

Rarity may be a measure of cultural affiliation, site type, function, location, artifact 
assemblage, and age, to mention some potential elements.  This can take two 
forms: either because they occurred only very rarely as a site type originally, or 
because only a small number remain extant owing to destruction of the original set 
of sites. In both cases, the rarity of these sites warrants their identification as a result 
of their information value regarding such a limited resource. Evaluation of the distinct 
nature of such sites will largely originate through professional discourse.  

 
11. Human Remains: are there identified or probable burials on the site?  

Human remains can be encountered in a variety of circumstances, including within 
an archaeological site. Depending on the context, these can take the form of an 
approved cemetery, unapproved cemetery, unapproved Aboriginal Peoples 
cemetery, or irregular burial site. Regardless of the specific circumstance, burials 
carry a high cultural value in and of themselves. In addition, their significance can be 
evaluated as a sub-set of archaeological sites in complement with the standard 
cemetery management process. Native and pioneer cemeteries in particular can be 
assessed in reference to other archaeological sites and communities, as well as 
specific persons and events.  
 

12. Archaeological Potential: is the area of substantially high potential? 

The archaeological potential of a property is determined through an evaluation of a 
variety of factors. These include proximity to physiographic features, known 
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archaeological sites, historic features, and degrees of landscape alteration/ 
disturbance. If a property is identified as having very high potential, designation may 
be warranted prior to field survey, or further impact.  

3. Built Heritage 
 
3.1. Introduction 
 
For the past 25 years Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act primarily concerned itself with 
the designation and hence protection and management of buildings of architectural or 
historic value or merit. The Ontario Heritage Act now enables municipalities to 
designate property, i.e., real property including buildings and structures. This may now 
include not only buildings but also plantings, landscaping elements and archaeological 
features (See preceding section 2.2). 
 
As with archaeological evaluation the criteria below are to be used either as “stand-
alone” or are to be used in conjunction with other criteria in the designation of heritage 
properties. 
 
Historical Associations 
 
1. Thematic: how well does the feature or property illustrate a historical theme that is 

representative of significant patterns of history in the context of the community, 
province or nation? 
The criterion evaluates the resource in the context of broad themes of community 
history. In assessing a resource, the evaluation should relate its importance 
specifically and with some precision to relevant themes usually of some duration, 
such as agricultural settlement, village or town development, recreational activities, 
suburbanization and industrial growth. 
 

2. Event: is the property associated with a specific event that has made a significant 
contribution to the community, province or nation? 
This criterion evaluates the resource with respect to its direct association with 
events, (i.e., the event took place in the building or on the property). The significance 
of the event must be clearly and consistently evaluated by examining the impact the 
event had on future activities, duration and scale of the event and the number of 
people involved. Battles, natural disasters and scientific discoveries are frequently 
recognized under this criterion. 
 

3. Person and/or Group: is the feature associated with the life or activities of a person 
or group that has made a significant contribution to the community, province or 
nation? 

This criterion evaluates the feature with respect to its direct association with a 
person or group, (i.e., ownership, use or occupancy of the resource). The 
significance of the person or group must be clearly described such as the impact on 
future activities, duration and scale of influence and number and range of people 
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affected, e.g., the Calder or Book family in Ancaster. Public buildings such as post 
offices or courthouses though frequented by many important persons will seldom 
merit recognition under this criterion. 

 
Architecture and Design 
 
4. Architectural merit: what is the architectural value of the resource? 

This criterion serves to measure the architectural merit of a particular structure. The 
evaluation should assess whether the structure is a notable, rare, unique, early 
example or typical example of an architectural style, building type or construction 
techniques. Structures that are of particular merit because of the excellence and 
artistic value of the design, composition, craftsmanship and details should be 
identified whether or not they fall easily into a particular stylistic category (i.e., 
vernacular architecture). 
 

5. Functional merit: what is the functional quality of the resource? 
This criterion measures the functional merit of the structure apart from its aesthetic 
considerations. It takes into account the use or effectiveness of materials and 
method of construction. The criterion is also intended to provide a means of giving 
value to utilitarian structures, engineering works and industrial features that may not 
necessarily possess a strict “architectural” value. 
 
The evaluation should note whether the structure is a notable, rare, unique, typical 
or early example of a particular material or method of construction. 
 

6. Designer: what is the significance of this structure as an illustration of the work of an 
important designer? 
This criterion evaluates the importance of the building in a designer’s career. 
“Designer” may include architects, builders or engineers, either in private and public 
practice, or as individuals or professional firms. The evaluation will have to account 
for or describe whether or not a designer is important in terms of the impact that the 
person had on trends in building and activities in the community, province or nation 
before evaluating the importance of the specific structure in the designer’s career. 
Comparisons should focus on surviving examples of the designer's work. 
 

Integrity  
 
7. Location integrity: is the structure in its original location? 

The integrity of a resource relies in part on its relationship to its original site of 
construction. Original sites or locations of structures are benchmarks in the past 
physical, social, economic and cultural development of any area. The continued 
presence of heritage structures often contributes to a strong sense of place. Those 
features that have been moved from their original sites are considered to be of 
lesser cultural heritage value. 
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8. Built integrity: is the structure and its components parts all there? 

The integrity of a resource may affect the evaluation of the built heritage feature 
particularly where there have been either: 
 

• adverse alterations, such as the loss of significant or noteworthy building 
elements; or 

• unsympathetic additions, that obscure or detract from original building 
fabric. 

 
Properties that remain intact or that have been systematically and sensitively added 
to over a number of decades (such as farmhouses) are considered to have greater 
value than those that have experienced detrimental effects. Building ruins may 
warrant special consideration where there are other important cultural heritage 
values, e.g., “The Hermitage”, Ancaster. 
 

Environmental Context 
 
9. Landmark: is it a visually conspicuous feature in the area? 

This criterion addresses the physical importance of a structure to its community. The 
key physical characteristic of landmarks is their singularity, some aspect that is 
unique or memorable in its context. Significant landmarks can have a clear form, 
contrast with their background or have prominent locations. Landmarks are often 
used by people as reference points, markers or guides for moving or directing others 
through an area. 
 

10. Character: what is the influence of the structure on the present character of the 
area? 
This criterion measures the influence of the resource on its surroundings. The 
character of the immediate area must be established before the site’s contribution 
can be assessed. (In the case of complexes, “area” may be defined as the complex 
itself, e.g., hospital, university, industrial plant.) Areas can convey a sense of 
cohesion through the similarity and/or dissimilarity of their details. Cohesion can be 
established by examining such things as scale, height, proportion, siting, building 
materials, colours and relationships to other structures and spaces. 
 

11. Setting: what is the integrity of the historical relationship between the structure and 
its immediate surroundings? 

This criterion examines the degree to which the immediate environment enhances 
the structures physical value or prominence. It assesses the importance of the site in 
maintaining familiar edges, districts, paths, nodes and landmarks that assist in 
movement and orientation. Structures or sites may exhibit historic linkages such as 
those between a church and cemetery or a commercial block and service alleys. 
Other examples are original settings that provide the context for successive 
replacement of bridges at the same location or traditional relationships such as 
those between a station and hotel located next to a rail line. 
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Social Value 
 
12. Public perception: is the property or feature regarded as important within its area? 

This criterion measures the symbolic importance of a structure within its area to 
people within the community. “Community” should not solely reflect the heritage 
community but the views of people generally. Examination of tourist brochures, 
newspaper articles, postcards, souvenirs or community logos for the identification of 
a site as a prominent symbolic focal point is sometimes useful. 
 

4. Cultural Heritage Landscapes 
 

4.1. Introduction 
 

Prior to defining evaluation criteria, it is worthwhile to enumerate several general 
principles for understanding cultural heritage landscapes. The Provincial Policy 
Statement issued under the Planning Act states in 2.5.1, Cultural Heritage and 
Archaeological Resources that: 

 
Significant built heritage resources and cultural heritage landscapes will be 
conserved. 
 
“Cultural heritage landscape” is specifically defined to mean: 
  
a defined geographical area of heritage significance which has been modified by 
human activities. Such an area is valued by a community, and is of significance 
to the understanding of the history of a people or place. 

 
In addition, “Significant” is also more generally defined. It is assigned a specific meaning 
according to the subject matter or policy context, such as wetlands or ecologically 
important areas. As cultural heritage landscapes and built heritage resources may be 
considered an “other matter”, the following definition of “significant” applies: 
 

in regard to other matters, important in terms of amount, content, 
representation or effect. 
 

These formal quasi-legislative definitions are important in defining the scope and 
limitations of what constitutes a significant cultural heritage landscape. The word 
“culture” or “cultural” is used here and in the context of the policy statement to 
differentiate between those environmental features that are considered to originate in 
“nature” and have “natural” forms or attributes. The use of the word culture in this 
context should not be misconstrued to indicate a refined or developed understanding of 
the arts or civilization. 
 
Typically cultural heritage landscapes comprise many items or objects that have been 
made or modified by human hands. Importantly, cultural heritage landscapes reflect 
human activity (including both the intended and accidental results of development, 
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conservation and/or abandonment) and thus all landscape artifacts reflect “culture” in 
some way, shape or form. Accordingly, for the purposes of understanding a cultural 
landscape, most components of the landscape are usually equally important in giving 
some insight into the culture or historical past of an area (fields, farmsteads, treelines, 
woodlots, mill ponds, raceways, manufactories, etc.) Present landscapes that are 
inherited from the past typically represent the aspirations, value, technology and so on 
of previous generations. Many present-day cultural heritage landscapes are relics of a 
former age. Small towns and rural hamlets, for instance, often represent nineteenth 
century rural lifeways that are no longer being built. 
 
In order to understand the cultural heritage significance of a landscape it is important to 
understand not only the physiographic setting of an area but importantly the broader 
historical context of change. The role of technology and communications is particularly 
important at any given time as these often provided the physical artifacts or means 
available to permit change to occur within the landscape. 
 
In the evaluation of cultural landscapes for the purpose of heritage conservation, the 
establishment of criteria is essentially concerned with attempting to identify those 
landscapes that have particular meaning, value or importance and consequently require 
some form of active conservation management including informed municipal decision 
making through the designation process. Traditionally, “landscapes” have tended to be 
evaluated on the basis of some measure of scenic merit, particularly those considered 
to be views of “nature”, free from the effects of noticeable human activity. In identifying 
cultural heritage landscapes there is less a concern for assigning value based solely on 
scenic attributes. Attributes that address historical associations and social value are 
also equally important. The following criteria provide a broader base for evaluation. 

 
4.2. Applying the Evaluation Criteria 
 
The evaluation framework for cultural heritage landscapes is a set of criteria to be used 
in the assessment of cultural heritage landscapes throughout the City of Hamilton. 
These criteria are based on established precedents for the evaluation of heritage 
resources. It is anticipated that this framework will be applied to a broad range of 
landscapes in a consistent and systematic manner. It may be utilized either on a long-
term basis as part of continuing survey and assessment work or on an issue oriented 
case-by-case manner. The evaluation criteria are also to serve the purposes of 
determining cultural heritage value or interest for the purposes of designation under the 
Ontario Heritage Act. 
 
The criteria recognize the value and merit of all types of cultural heritage landscapes. If 
at any time it is proposed to undertake a comparative evaluation amongst many 
landscapes such comparative analysis should be used only to compare like or similar 
landscapes. An industrial landscape, for example must be assessed through 
comparison with other industrial landscapes, not with a townscape or rural landscape.  
The intent in applying the criteria is not to categorize or differentiate amongst different 
types of landscape based upon quality. In using and applying the criteria it is important 
that particular types of cultural heritage landscapes are each valued for their inherent 
character and are consistently evaluated and compared with similar or the same types. 

Appendix "E" to Report PED20044 
Page 60 of 102



APPENDIX 3: City of Hamilton Framework for Cultural Heritage Evaluation | Page 11 

4.3. The Evaluation Criteria for Cultural Heritage Landscapes 
 
Historical Associations 
 
1. Themes: how well does the cultural heritage landscape illustrate one or more 

historical themes representative of cultural processes in the development and/or use 
of land in the context of the community, province or nation? 
This criterion evaluates the cultural landscape in the context of the broad themes of 
the City’s history. In assessing the landscape, the evaluation should relate the 
landscape specifically to those themes, sub-themes and material heritage features, 
e.g., ports/industrial areas and cottage and resort communities. 

 
2. Event: is the cultural landscape associated with a specific event that has made a 

significant contribution to the community, province or nation? 

This criterion evaluates the cultural landscape’s direct association with an event, 
i.e., the event took place in the area. The significance of the event must be 
evaluated by explicit description and research such as the impact event had on 
future activities, the duration and scale of the event and the number of people 
involved. Battle sites and areas of natural disasters are recognized under this 
criterion. 

 
3. Person and/or Group: is the cultural landscape associated with the life or activities of 

a person, group, organization or institution that has made a significant contribution to 
the community, province or nation? 

This criterion evaluates the cultural landscape’s direct association with a person or 
group, i.e., ownership, use or development of the cultural landscape. The 
significance of the person or group must be considered in the context of impact, 
scale and duration of activities. Cultural landscapes resulting from resource based 
activities such as forestry, mining or quarrying, etc. may be identified with a 
particular corporate group. Conversely, individuals may play a pivotal role in the 
development of cultural landscapes such as a town site, industrial operation or resort 
complex. 

 
Scenic Amenity 
 
4. Sense of place: does the cultural heritage landscape provide the observer(s) with a 

strong sense of position or place? 

This criterion evaluates the sensory impact to an observer either viewing the cultural 
heritage landscape from within or from an exterior viewpoint. Such landscapes are 
recognizable as having a common, identifying character derived from buildings, 
structures, spaces and/or natural landscape elements, such as urban centres, ports, 
villages and cottage communities. 

 
5. Serial Vision: does the cultural heritage landscape provide the observer(s) with 

opportunities for serial vision along paths of pedestrian or vehicular movement? 
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This criterion measures the visual impact to an observer travelling through the 
cultural landscape. Sidewalks or streets in urban areas and roads or water routes in 
rural or beach areas often provide an observer with a series of views of the 
landscape beyond or anticipated to arrive within view. Such serial vision may be 
observed at a small scale in an urban area, moving from residential street to 
commercial area; or at a larger scale from urban to rural.  

 
6. Material Content: is the cultural heritage landscape visually satisfying or pleasing to 

the observer(s) in terms of colour, texture, style and scale? 

This criterion attempts to evaluate the visual impact to an observer of the content of 
the cultural landscape in terms of its overall design and appearance, however 
formally or informally, consciously or unconsciously planned. Material content 
assesses whether the landscape is pleasing to look at regardless of historical 
completeness. 

 
Integrity 
 
7. Integrity: is it all there? 

The evaluation of the integrity of a cultural heritage landscape seeks to identify the 
degree to which adverse changes have occurred. Landscapes that have suffered 
severe alterations, such as the removal of character defining heritage features and 
the introduction of intrusive contemporary features, may be weaker in overall 
material content, serial vision and the resultant sense of place that it provides. 

 
Design 
 
8. Design: has the landscape been purposefully designed or planned? 

This criterion applies only to those landscapes that have been formally or 
purposefully designed or planned and includes examples such as “planned” 
communities, public parks, cemeteries, institutional grounds and the gardens of 
residences. Typically, they are scarce in comparison to evolving or relict landscapes. 
This criterion evaluates the importance of the landscape in the designer’s career. 
“Designer” may include surveyors, architects, or landscape architects, both private 
and public, either as individuals or as professional firms. The evaluation assesses 
whether or not a designer is important in terms of the impact on trends in landscape 
design before evaluating the importance of the specific landscape in the designer’s 
career. Comparisons should focus on surviving examples of the designer’s work. 

 
Social Value 
 
9. Public perception: is the landscape regarded as having importance within the City? 

This criterion measures the importance of the landscape as a cultural symbol. 
Examination of advertisements of the day, popular tourism literature and artifacts, 
public interviews and local contacts usually reveal potential landscapes of value. 
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APPENDIX 5: 
City of Hamilton Cultural Heritage Assessment Report Outline 

 
A Cultural Heritage Assessment report shall be prepared as part of a standard process 
that assists in determining the cultural heritage value of properties and their prospective 
merit for designation under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act. 
 
The report shall include nine sections: 
 
Section 1, Introduction, comprises an introduction to the report. 
 
Section 2, Property Location, briefly describes the physical location, legal description, 
and dimensions of the property. 
 
Section 3, Physiographic Context, contains a description of the physiographic region in 
which the subject property is located. 
 
Section 4, Settlement Context, contains a description of the broad historical 
development of the settlement in which the subject property is located as well as the 
development of the subject property itself. A range of secondary sources such as local 
histories and a variety of historical and topographical maps are used to describe 
settlement history and the subject property’s key heritage characteristics. 
 
Section 5, Property Description, describes the subject property including its heritage 
characteristics (attributes) providing the base information to be used in Section 6. 
 
Section 6, Cultural Heritage Evaluation, comprises a detailed evaluation of the subject 
property using the three evaluation categories: archaeology; built heritage; and, cultural 
heritage landscapes. The Cultural Heritage Evaluation shall be completed in 
accordance with the City of Hamilton’s criteria and the criteria outlined in Ontario 
Regulation 9/06. 
 
Section 7, Cultural Heritage Value: Conclusions and Recommendations, comprises a 
brief summary of the Cultural Heritage Evaluation and provides a list of those criteria 
that have been satisfied in determining cultural heritage value. This section shall contain 
a recommendation as to whether or not the subject property should be designated 
under the Ontario Heritage Act. If the property is recommended for designation, this 
section shall also include the accompanying statement of cultural heritage value or 
interest and list of heritage attributes. 
 
Section 8, Bibliography, comprises a list of sources used in the compilation of this 
report. 
 
Section 9, Qualifications, comprises a CV outlining the qualifications of the author of 
the report. 
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CITY OF HAMILTON 

BY-LAW NO. XX-XXX 

To Designate 

LAND LOCATED AT 24 MAIN STREET WEST, CITY OF HAMILTON 

As Property of 

CULTURAL HERITAGE VALUE 

 

WHEREAS the Council of the City of Hamilton did give notice of its intention to designate 
the property mentioned in section 1 of this by-law in accordance with subsection 29(3) of 
the Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.O. 1990, Chapter 0.18; 

AND WHEREAS no notice of objection was served on the City Clerk as required by 
subsection 29(5) of the said Act; 

AND WHEREAS it is desired to designate the property mentioned in section 1 of this by-
law in accordance with clause 29(6) (a) of the said Act. 

NOW THEREFORE the Council of the City of Hamilton enacts as follows: 

1. The property located at 24 Main Street West, Hamilton, Ontario and more 
particularly described in Schedule "A" hereto annexed and forming part of this by-
law, is hereby designated as property of cultural heritage value. 
 

2. The City Solicitor is hereby authorized and directed to cause a copy of this by-law, 
together with the statement of cultural heritage value or interest and description of 
heritage attributes set out in Schedule "B" hereto annexed and forming part of this 
by-law, to be registered against the property affected in the proper registry office. 
 

3. The City Clerk is hereby authorized and directed, 
 

a. to cause a copy of this by-law, together with reasons for the designation, to 
be served on The Ontario Heritage Trust by personal service or by 
registered mail; 
 

b. to publish a notice of this by-law once in a newspaper having general 
circulation in the City of Hamilton. 
 

PASSED this _____ day of ________________, ______. 
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__________________________     __________________________ 

Deputy Mayor       City Clerk  
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Schedule "A" 

To 

By-law No. XX-XXX 

24 Main Street West 

Hamilton, Ontario 

 

 

PIN: 171660005 

ARN: 251802012100070 

Legal Description:  

LT 41 P. HAMILTON SURVEY CITY OF HAMILTON; PT LT 42 P. HAMILTON SURVEY 
CITY OF HAMILTON; PT LT 40 P. HAMILTON SURVEY CITY OF HAMILTON; PT LT 23 
P. HAMILTON SURVEY CITY OF HAMILTON (UNREGISTERED) BTN KING ST, 
JAMES ST, MAIN ST, MACNAB ST PT 2, 4 62R11805; CITY OF HAMILTON 
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Schedule "B" 

To 

By-law No. XX-XXX 

24 Main Street West 

Hamilton, Ontario 

 

STATEMENT OF CULTURAL HERITAGE VALUE OR INTEREST AND 

DESCRIPTION OF HERITAGE ATTRIBUTES 

 

Statement of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest 

Description of Historic Place 
The property at 24 Main Street West features a mid-19th century place of worship 
designed by architect A.H. Mills, in the Romanesque Revival style with Gothic influences, 
built by the Webber Brothers builders and Messrs Sharp Murison carpenters circa 1868. 
The place of worship (formerly the Centenary United, and prior to that, the Centenary 
Methodist Church) was named in memorial of the centennial anniversary of the first 
Methodist chapel in North America: Centenary Methodist Church.  

Centenary Methodist became Centenary United, with an increase in membership and 
commitment. During the last half of the 20th Century, changes to the population in the 
City core resulted in the closure of nearby churches – Wesley United amalgamated with 
Centenary in 1957 and in 1999, Livingston United – leaving Centenary as the most 
important of the United Churches in the downtown area of Hamilton.    

The place of worship at 24 Main Street West represents the oldest United Church in 
Hamilton’s downtown core. The property is located on the corner of MacNab Street South 
and Main Street West within the downtown central area of the City of Hamilton, on the 
north of Main Street West. The existing place of worship is oriented north-south with 
approximately 34 metres of frontage on Main Street West, built within close proximity to 
the southerly property line along Main Street West. 

The place of worship totals three-and-a-half storeys in height and has a front gable metal-
clad roof with a brick parapet, moulded stone courses and arched brick dentils. The 
projecting eaves have wooden soffits with paired brackets. Four brick pinnacles with brick 
buttresses and decorative stone finishes extend up from the front facade to separate the 
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three window bays. The gable roof front porch was added in 1896, including the double-
arch entrance, decorative transoms, segmental double doors, moulded stone trim, round 
columns, Corinthian capitals, quatrefoil windows, shaped parapet and decorative brick 
work. There is a blinded quatrefoil window below the centre gable. The upper-storey 
facades are composed of two-storey-high semi-circular window openings with a set of 
paired stacked stained glass windows, wood trim and shaped stone sills. The windows in 
the front façade have moulded stone hoods with decorative finishes and the side walls 
have brick voussoirs. The first storey has segmental windows and entrances with brick 
voussoirs. 

At one point, an addition for a Sunday school to the rear was constructed (circa 1891), 
but was demolished in the late-20th century after the severance and sale of the rear of 
the property. A new addition was constructed in 1992. The 1992 addition includes a rear 
wing and a one-storey addition to the west.  

A Parsonage for the Centenary Church, was constructed in 1875, just more than half a 
kilometre (500m) south from the subject property at 177 James Street South. The 
parsonage was demolished in 1931 for the construction of the Hamilton Medical Arts 
Building. 

Heritage Value 

The property at 24 Main Street West demonstrates design and physical value, historical 
and associative value, contextual value, social value, and has a high degree of integrity. 

Design Value or Physical Value: 

The place of worship at 24 Main Street West has design and physical value in that it is 
and early and representative example of the Romanesque Revival style with Gothic 
influences. The building displays of a high degree of craftsmanship through its variety of 
unique exterior and interior features. The Romanesque Revival style was often combined 
in institutional structures of the late 19th century, and is typically characterized by a 
massive heavy stone or brick construction, and by semi-circular arches as a motif. 
Romanesque architecture is closely related to Gothic Revival architecture which 
experienced a period of popularity in Ontario in the late 19th century. In churches, the 
style was characterized with a buttressed tower, arched windows, hood moulds, and 
lancet windows.  

The Romanesque influence on the Centenary Church is evidenced by the: moulded stone 
courses; arched brick dentils; projecting eaves with wooden soffits and paired brackets;; 
and the gable roof front porch with double-arch entrance, decorative transoms, segmental 
double doors, moulded stone trim, round columns, Corinthian capitals, quatrefoil 
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windows, shaped parapet and decorative brick work. The Gothic influence is seen in the 
stepped buttresses and four brick pinnacles with brick buttresses and decorative stone 
finishes and the consistent use of round-headed arches, especially the small arches on 
projecting stones, (arched corbels) that articulate the gable.  

Historical and Associative Value 

The place of worship at 24 Main Street West has historical and associative value through 
its association with the Methodist movement in Hamilton during the period of industrial 
development from 1850 to 1900. At the time of its construction, one fifth of all 
Hamiltonians were estimated to be Methodists, and construction of the Centenary Church 
served as a place of worship to the growing Methodist movement in Hamilton at the time. 
Given this, the property and church have the potential to yield information that contributes 
to an understanding of the religious, and specifically Methodist community, within the City 
of Hamilton. In addition, the church reflects the work or ideas of architect Albert Harvey 
Hills (1816-1878), who was a significant architect in the City of Hamilton renowned for his 
prowess in designing churches and commercial architecture throughout the City. 

Furthermore, the church also reflects the work of the Canadian organ building company 
Casavant Frères, through the existing pipe organ. The company (Casavant Frères) was 
founded in 1879, and is based out of in Saint-Hyacinthe, Quebec, founded by brothers 
Joseph-Claver (1855–1933) and Samuel-Marie (1859–1929). Casavant Frères is an 
internationally well-known and respected pipe organ builder.The Casavant Frères Organ 
consists of four manuals, 47 speaking stops, 3,000 pipes, 27 couplers, 25 automatic 
adjustable pistons, combination pedals and other mechanical accessories. As of January 
13, 1904, the Casavant Frères Organ would have been one of the largest and best 
equipped instruments in Canada. The wood work is made of quartered oak and the pipes 
have been artistically decorated in harmony with the architecture of the church. 

Contextual Value 

The place of worship at 24 Main Street West has contextual value for its status as a 
defining feature within the downtown core of the City of Hamilton. The property and church 
are located along Main Street, which since at least 1830, has existed as a prominent 
thoroughfare within the City. The mid-19th century marked a dramatic increase in 
Methodism, and as a resolution, lots were purchased on Main Street West to construct 
the church in 1868. The Centenary United Church has been identified as a Downtown 
Hamilton landmark due to its considerable impact on Hamilton's downtown core and its 
substantial contribution to the city's architectural identity. The building’s architectural 
distinctiveness as a Romanesque Revival building with Gothic Revival influences stands 
as an excellent example of Canadian 19th-century church architecture. The building is 
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reminiscent of Hamilton’s early religious roots within the downtown core. Located at the 
corner of MacNab Street South and Main Street West, the building is an important part of 
the streetscape, and a distinctive part of the historical core of the City. Other heritage 
properties in the area include: St. Paul's Presbyterian Church, the Sun Life Building, the 
Hamilton Carnegie Building, the former Bank of Montreal, and the Landed Banking and 
Loan Company Building. Its, contribution to the reinforcement of the Methodist movement 
in Hamilton, its scale, massing, building materials, architectural distinctiveness within the 
downtown core, and its proximity to other heritage properties, make the Centenary United 
Church a landmark of Hamilton’s downtown. 

Social Value 

The place of worship at 24 Main Street West has social value for its association with the 
Women's Missionary Society, and for its history in musical leadership. 

The Centenary Church was once home to the origin of the Woman’s Missionary Society. 
The Woman's Missionary Society was first organized in the Methodist Church in 1889, in 
response to an appeal from the Board of Missions, through their secretary, the late Dr. 
Sutherland, who put the question to the Christian women of the Church, as to what they 
could do for their sisters in foreign lands. The first auxiliary of the Woman’s Missionary 
Society was formed in the Centenary Church, Hamilton, on June 23, 1881. The most 
notable achievement of the Women's Missionary Society here, was when they sent the 
first female missionary, Martha Cartmell, to Japan in 1882. Ms. Cartmell went on to found 
the Tokyo Eiwa High School for girls in Tokyo and is revered by the Japanese for her 
work in revolutionizing education for Japanese women. 

The Centenary Church was originally design with music in mind. The place of worship’s 
first organ was constructed in the City specifically for the Church, under the supervision 
of Thomas White, a practical organ builder, and organist of the old “Stone Church”. The 
organ was considerably enlarged in 1881, and in 1903 was renewed and enlarged further 
under the supervision of organist W.H. Hewlett. The enlarged organ operated under the 
electro-pneumatic system, and was manufactured by the celebrated firm Casavant Frères 
(Casavant Brothers) of Saint-Hyacinthe, QC. 

To compliment the Organ, an advanced choir gallery was installed in the church in 1904, 
and the improved gallery was designed to seat over 50 people. The seats were designed 
(at the time) to be of the most improved kind in circular form, and so arranged that each 
member of the choir would be visible to the organist whether sitting or standing. The 
console of key-board and the organ, of oak exterior and mahogany interior, was placed 
immediately behind the minister’s seat and in front of the choir. The only connection 
between the key-board and the organ was a cable containing electric wires. 
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The excellence of the Casavant Frères organ combined with the interior seating capacity 
established the Centenary Church as a musical leader within the City. Many larger 
concerts were held over the years, which helped contribute to the church’s social value 
within the City. For example, on November 14, 1957 the Centenary United Church hosted 
musician Jean Madeira (a contralto) and the Medallion Chorus under the direction of Flora 
Webb, which was production by the Vienna State Metropolitan Opera. 

 

Description of Heritage Attributes 

Exterior attributes 
 

 Arched brick dentils; 
 Blinded quatrefoil window below the centre gable; 
 Corinthian capitals; 
 Cut stone dressings; 
 Decorative stone finishes which extend up from the front façade to separate the 

three window bays; 
 Decorative transoms; 
 Double-arched entrance with hinged wood doors with glass inserts; 
 First storey segmental windows and entrances with brick voussoirs; 
 Four (4) brick pinnacles with brick buttresses; 
 Front gable metal-clad roof with brick parapet; 
 Gable roof front porch;  
 Moulded stone courses; 
 Moulded stone trim and round columns;  
 Projecting eaves with wooden soffits with paired brackets; 
 Quatrefoil windows; 
 Red pressed brick masonry; 
 Romanesque Revival style; 
 Segmental double doors; 
 Shaped parapet and decorative brick work; and 
 Upper-storey facades composed of two-storey-high semi-circular window 

openings with a set of paired stacked stained glass windows, wood trim and 
shaped stone sills. 
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OntarioG Ministry of Tourism, 
Culture and Sport 

Programs & Services Branch 
401 Bay Street, Suite 1700 
Toronto ON M7A OA7 

Criteria for Evaluating Potential 
for Built Heritage Resources and 
Cultural Heritage Landscapes 

The purpose of the checklist is to determine: 

if a property(ies) or project area: 

is a recognized heritage property 

may be of cultural heritage value 

A Checklist for the Non-Specialist 

it includes all areas that may be impacted by project activities, including - but not limited to: 

the main project area 

temporary storage 

staging and working areas 

temporary roads and detours 

Processes covered under this checklist, such as: 

Planning Act 

Environmental Assessment Act 

Aggregates Resources Act 

Ontario Heritage Act- Standards and Guidelines for Conservation of Provincial Heritage Properties 

Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report (CHER) 

If you are not sure how to answer one or more of the questions on the checkl ist, you may want to hire a qualified person(s) 
(see page 5 for definitions) to undertake a cultural heritage evaluation report (CHER). 

The CHER will help you: 

identify, evaluate and protect cultural h~ritage resources on your property or project area 

reduce potential delays and risks to a project 

Other checklists 

Please use a separate checklist for your project, if: 

you are seeking a Renewable Energy Approval under Ontario Regulation 359/09 - separate checklist 

your Parent Class EA document has an approved screening criteria (as referenced in Question 1) 

Please refer to the Instructions pages for more detailed information and when completing this form . 
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Project or Property Name 

Cultural Heritage Assessment for Potential Designation under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act 
Project or Property Location (upper and lower or single tier municipality) 

24 Main Street West, City of Hamilton, Ontario, Canada 
Proponent Name 

City of Hamilton 
Proponent Contact Information 

Chelsey Tyers, Cultural Heritage Planner, chelsey.tyers@hamilton.ca, 905.546.2424 x1202 

Screer'/ing Questions 

1 . Is there a pre-approved screening checklist, methodology or process in place? 

If Yes, please follow the pre-approved screening checklist, methodology or process. 

If No, continue to Question 2. 

art A: Screening for known (or recognized) Cultural Heritage Value 
- --------

2. Has the property (or project area) been evaluated before and found not to be of cultural heritage value? 

If Yes, do not complete the rest of the checklist. 

The proponent, property owner and/or approval authority will: 

summarize the previous evaluation and 

add this checklist to the project file, with the appropriate documents that demonstrate a cultural hentage 
evaluation was undertaken 

The summary and appropriate documentation may be: 

submitted as part of a report requirement 

maintained by the property owner, proponent or approval authority 

If No, continue to Question 3. 

3. Is the property (or project area): 

Yes No 

D 

Yes No 

D 

Yes No 

a. identified, designated or otherwise protected under the Ontario Heritage Act as being of cultural heritage D 0 
value? 

b. a National Historic Site (or part of)? D 0 
c. designated under the Heritage Railway Stations Protection Act? D 0 
d. designated under the Heritage Lighthouse Protection Act? D 0 
e. identified as a Federal Heritage Building by the Federal Heritage Buildings Review Office (FHBRO)? D 0 
f. located within a United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO) World D 0 

Heritage Site? 

If Yes to any of the above questions, you need to hire a qualified person(s) to undertake: 

a Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report, if a Statement of Cultural Heritage Value has not previously been 
prepared or the statement needs to be updated 

If a Statement of Cultural Heritage Value has been prepared previously and 1f alterations or development are 
proposed, you need to h1re a qualified person(s) to undertake: 

a Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) - the report will assess and avo1d, ehmmate or mitigate impacts 

If No, continue to Question 4. 
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art B: Screening for Potential Cultural Heritage Value 

4. Does the property (or project area) contain a parcel of land that: 

a. is the subject of a municipal, provincial or federal commemorative or interpretive plaque? 

b. has or is adjacent to a known burial site and/or cemetery? 

c. is in a Canadian Heritage River watershed? 

d. contains buildings or structures that are 40 or more years old? 

Part C: Other Considerations 

5. Is there local or Aboriginal knowledge or accessible documentation suggesting that the property (or project area): 

Yes No 

D 
D 
D 
0 

0 
0 
0 
D 

Yes No 

a. is considered a landmark in the local community or contains any structures or sites that are important in 0 D 
defining the character of the area? 

b. has a special association with a community, person or historical event? 0 D 
c. contains or is part of a cultural heritage landscape? D 0 

If Yes to one or more of the above questions (Part Band C), there is potential for cultural heritage resources on the 
property or within the project area. 

You need to hire a qualified person(s) to undertake: 

a Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report (CHER) 

If the property is determined to be of cultural heritage value and alterations or development is proposed, you need to 
hire a qualified person(s) to undertake: 

a Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA)- the report will assess and avoid, eliminate or mitigate impacts 

If No to all of the above questions, there is low potential for built heritage or cultural heritage landscape on the 
property. 

The proponent, property owner and/or approval authority will: 

summarize the conclusion 

add this checklist with the appropriate documentation to the project file 

The summary and appropriate documentation may be: 

0500E (2016/11) 
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Instructions 

Please have the following available, when requesting information related to the screening questions below: 

a clear map showing the location and boundary of the property or project area 

large scale and small scale showing nearby township names for context purposes 

the municipal addresses of all properties within the project area 

the lot(s), concession(s), and parcel number(s) of all properties within a project area 

For more information, see the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport's Ontario Heritage Toolkit or Standards and Guidelines for 
Conservation of Provincial Heritage Properties. 

In this context, the following definitions apply: 

qualified person(s) means individuals- professional engineers, architects, archaeologists, etc. - having relevant, 
recent experience in the conservation of cultural heritage resources. 

proponent means a person, agency, group or organization that carries out or proposes to carry out an undertaking 
or is the owner or person having charge, management or control of an undertaking. 

1. Is there a pre-approved screening checklist, methodology or process in place? 

An existing checklist, methodology or process may already be in place for identifying potential cultural heritage resources, 
including: 

one endorsed by a municipality 

an environmental assessment process e.g. screening checklist for municipal bridges 

one that is approved by the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) under the Ontario government's 
Standards & Guidelines for Conservation of Provincial Heritage Properties [s.B.2.] 

art A: Screening for known (or recognized) Cultural Heritage Value 

2. Has the property (or project area) been evaluated before and found not to be of cultural heritage value? 

Respond 'yes' to this question, if all of the following are true: 

A property can be considered not to be of cultural heritage value if: 

a Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report (CHER) - or equivalent - has been prepared for the property with the advice of 
a qualified person and it has been determined not to be of cultural heritage value and/or 

the municipal heritage committee has evaluated the property for its cultural heritage value or interest and determined 
that the property is not of cultural heritage value or interest 

A property may need to be re-evaluated, if: 

there is evidence that its heritage attributes may have changed 

new information is available 

the existing Statement of Cultural Heritage Value does not provide the information necessary to manage the property 

the evaluation took place after 2005 and did not use the criteria in Regulations 9/06 and 1 0/06 

Note: Ontario government ministries and public bodies [prescribed under Regulation 157/1 0] may continue to use their existing 
evaluation processes, until the evaluation process required under section 8.2 of the Standards & Guidelines for Conservation of 
Provincial Heritage Properties has been developed and approved by MTCS. 

To determine if your property or project area has been evaluated, contact: 

the approval authority 

the proponent 

the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport 

3a. Is the property (or project area) identified, designated or otherwise protected under the Ontario Heritage Act as 
being of cultural heritage value e.g.: 

i. designated under the Ontario Heritage Act 

individual designation (Part IV) 

part of a heritage conservation district (Part V) 
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Individual Designation- Part IV 

A property that is designated: 

by a municipal by-law as being of cultural heritage value or interest [s.29 of the Ontario Heritage Act] 

by order of the Minister of Tourism, Culture and Sport as being of cultural heritage value or interest of provincial 
significance [s.34.5]. Note: To date, no properties have been designated by the Minister. 

Heritage Conservation District - Part V 

A property or project area that is located within an area designated by a municipal by-law as a heritage conservation district [s. 41 
of the Ontario Heritage Act]. 

For more information on Parts IV and V, contact: 

municipal clerk 

Ontario Heritage Trust 

local land registry office (for a title search) 

ii. subject of an agreement, covenant or easement entered into under Parts II or IV of the Ontario Heritage Act 

An agreement, covenant or easement is usually between the owner of a property and a conservation body or level of 
government. It is usually registered on title. 

The primary purpose of the agreement is to: 

preserve, conserve, and maintain a cultural heritage resource 

prevent its destruction, demolition or loss 

For more information, contact: 

Ontario Heritage Trust - for an agreement, covenant or easement [clause 10 (1) (c) of the Ontario Heritage Act] 

• municipal clerk- for a property that is the subject of an easement or a covenant [s.37 of the Ontario Heritage Act] 

local land registry office (for a title search) 

iii. listed on a register of heritage properties maintained by the municipality 

Municipal registers are the official lists- or record -of cultural heritage properties identified as being important to the community. 

Registers include: 

all properties that are designated under the Ontario Heritage Act (Part IV or V) 

properties that have not been formally designated, but have been identified as having cultural heritage value or 
interest to the community 

For more information, contact: 

municipal clerk 

• municipal heritage planning staff 

municipal heritage committee 

iv. subject to a notice of: 

intention to designate (under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act) 

a Heritage Conservation District study area bylaw (under Part V of the Ontario Heritage Act) 

A property that is subject to a notice of intention to designate as a property of cultural heritage value or interest and the notice 
is in accordance with: 

section 29 of the Ontario Heritage Act 

• section 34.6 of the Ontario Heritage Act. Note: To date, the only applicable property is Meldrum Bay Inn, Manitoulin 
Island. [s.34.6] 

An area designated by a municipal by-law made under section 40.1 of the Ontario Heritage Act as a heritage conservation 
district study area. 

For more information, contact: 

0500E (2016/11) 
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v. included in the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport's list of provincial heritage properties 

Provincial heritage properties are properties the Government of Ontario owns or controls that have cultural heritage value or 
interest. 

The Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport (MTCS) maintains a list of all provincial heritage properties based on information 
provided by ministries and prescribed public bodies. As they are identified, MTCS adds properties to the list of provincial heritage 
properties. 

For more information, contact the MTCS Registrar at registrar@ontario.ca. 

3b. Is the property (or project area) a National Historic Site (or part of)? 

National Historic Sites are properties or districts of national historic significance that are designated by the Federal Minister of the 
Environment, under the Canada National Parks Act, based on the advice of the Historic Sites and Monuments Board of Canada. 

For more information, see the National Historic Sites website . 

3c. Is the property (or project area) designated under the Heritage Railway Stations Protection Act? 

The Heritage Railway Stations Protection Act protects heritage railway stations that are owned by a railway company under 
federal jurisdiction. Designated railway stations that pass from federal ownership may continue to have cultural heritage value. 

For more information, see the Directory of Designated Heritage Railway Stations. 

3d. Is the property (or project area) designated under the Heritage Lighthouse Protection Act? 

The Heritage Lighthouse Protection Act helps preserve historically significant Canadian lighthouses. The Act sets up a public 
nomination process and includes heritage building conservation standards for lighthouses which are officially designated. 

For more information, see the Heritage Lighthouses of Canada website . 

3e. Is the property (or project area) identified as a Federal Heritage Building by the Federal Heritage Buildings Review 
Office? 

The role of the Federal Heritage Buildings Review Office (FHBRO) is to help the federal government protect the heritage 
buildings it owns. The policy applies to all federal government departments that administer real property, but not to federal Crown 
Corporations. 

For more information, contact the Federal Heritage Buildings Review Office. 

See a directory of all federal heritage designations. 

3f. Is the property (or project area) located within a United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization 
(UNESCO) World Heritage Site? 

A UNESCO World Heritage Site is a place listed by UNESCO as having outstanding universal value to humanity under the 
Convention Concerning the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage. In order to retain the status of a World Heritage 
Site, each site must maintain its character defining features. 

Currently, the Rideau Canal is the only World Heritage Site in Ontario. 

For more information, see Parks Canada- World Heritage Site website. 

art B: Screening for potential Cultural Heritage Value 

4a. Does the property (or project area) contain a parcel of land that has a municipal, provincial or federal 
commemorative or interpretive plaque? 

Heritage resources are often recognized with formal plaques or markers. 

Plaques are prepared by: 

0500E (2016/11) 

municipalities 

provincial ministries or agencies 
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For more information, contact: 

municipal heritage committees or local heritage organizations - for information on the location of plaques in their 
community 

Ontario Historical Society's Heritage directory - for a list of historical societies and heritage organizations 

Ontario Heritage Trust- for a list of plagues commemorating Ontario's history 

Historic Sites and Monuments Board of Canada- for a list of plagues commemorating Canada's history 

4b. Does the property (or project area) contain a parcel of land that has or is adjacent to a known burial site and/or 
cemetery? 

For more information on known cemeteries and/or burial sites, see: 

Cemeteries Regulations, Ontario Ministry of Consumer Services- for a database of registered cemeteries 

Ontario Genealogical Society (OGS) -to locate records of Ontario cemeteries, both currently and no longer in 
existence; cairns, family plots and burial registers 

Canadian County Atlas Digital Project- to locate early cemeteries 

In this context, adjacent means contiguous or as otherwise defined in a municipal official plan . 

4c. Does the property (or project area) contain a parcel of land that is in a Canadian Heritage River watershed? 

The Canadian Heritage River System is a national river conservation program that promotes, protects and enhances the best 
examples of Canada's river heritage. 

Canadian Heritage Rivers must have, and maintain, outstanding natural, cultural and/or recreational values, and a high level of 
public support. 

For more information, contact the Canadian Heritage River System. 

If you have questions regarding the boundaries of a watershed, please contact: 

your conservation authority 

municipal staff 

4d. Does the property (or project area) contain a parcel of land that contains buildings or structures that are 40 or more 
years old? 

A 40 year 'rule of thumb' is typically used to indicate the potential of a site to be of cultural heritage value. The approximate age 
of build ings and/or structures may be estimated based on: 

history of the development of the area 

fire insurance maps 

architectural style 

building methods 

Property owners may have information on the age of any buildings or structures on their property. The municipality, local land 
registry office or library may also have background information on the property. 

Note: 40+ year old buildings or structure do not necessarily hold cultural heritage value or interest; their age simply indicates a 
higher potential. 

A building or structure can include: 

residential structure 

farm building or outbuilding 

industrial, commercial , or institutional building 

remnant or ru in 

engineering work such as a bridge, canal, dams, etc. 

For more information on researching the age of buildings or properties, see the Ontario Heritage Tool Kit Guide Heritage 
Property Evaluation. 
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art C: Other Considerations 

Sa. Is there local or Aboriginal knowledge or accessible documentation suggesting that the property (or project area) is 
considered a landmark in the local community or contains any structures or sites that are important to defining the 
character of the area? 

Local or Aboriginal knowledge may reveal that the project location is situated on a parcel of land that has potential landmarks or 
defining structures and sites, for instance: 

buildings or landscape features accessible to the public or readily noticeable and widely known 

complexes of buildings 

monuments 

ruins 

5b. Is there local or Aboriginal knowledge or accessible documentation suggesting that the property (or project area) 
has a special association with a community, person or historical event? 

Local or Aboriginal knowledge may reveal that the project location is situated on a parcel of land that has a special association 
with a community, person or event of historic interest, for instance: 

Aboriginal sacred site 

traditional-use area 

battlefield 

birthplace of an individual of importance to the community 

5c. Is there local or Aboriginal knowledge or accessible documentation suggesting that the property (or project area) 
contains or is part of a cultural heritage landscape? 

Landscapes (which may include a combination of archaeological resources, built heritage resources and landscape elements) 
may be of cultural heritage value or interest to a community. 

For example, an Aboriginal trail, historic road or rail corridor may have been established as a key transportation or trade route 
and may have been important to the early settlement of an area. Parks, designed gardens or unique landforms such as 
waterfalls, rock faces, caverns, or mounds are areas that may have connections to a particular event, group or belief. 

For more information on Questions 5.a., 5.b. and 5.c., contact: 

Elders in Aboriginal Communities or community researchers who may have information on potential cultural heritage 
resources. Please note that Aboriginal traditional knowledge may be considered sensitive. 

municipal heritage committees or local heritage organizations 

Ontario Historical Society's "Heritage Directory" -for a list of historical societies and heritage organizations in the 
province 

An internet search may find helpful resources, including: 

historical maps 

historical walking tours 

municipal heritage management plans 

cultural heritage landscape studies 

municipal cultural plans 

Information specific to trails may be obtained through Ontario Trails. 
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