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2 : O EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

S COMPLETE . PUBLIC ENGAGEMENTS
é Four separate engagement sessions were planned for the Blockhouse Hill project to
WORKSHOP 1: WORKSHOP 2: WORKSHOP 3: - | WORKSHOP 4. ceen the oublic uodated on th et fesdback from th o it
eep the public updated on the process and get feedback from the community to inform
LISTENING VISIONING OPTIONS - | DIRECTION _ . .
the development options. Refer to opposite page for schedule of workshop sessions.
Thurs., Sept. 14th, 2023 Thurs., Oct. 19th, 2023 Thurs., Nov. 16th, 2023 Tues., Jan. 23rd, 2023
6:00pm - 8:00pm @ | 6:00pm - 9:00pm @ | 6:00pm - 9:00pm | 6:00pm PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT GOALS:
. ) . « That public engagement is conducted in an effective, inclusive and accessible
Lunenburg Fire Dept. Lunenburg Fire Dept. Lunenburg Fire Dept. | Lunenburg Town Hall
Community Room Community Room Community Room Council Chambers manner
25 Medway St 25 Medway St 25 Medway St | 119 Cumberiand St. « Toinform citizens of the objectives and goals of the development
| Lunenburg Lunenburg Lunenburg - | Lunenburg « To allow citizens to voice feedback, comments and concerns
| | @ @ @ ® I . . . .
OO Ry O SO (OO SORRTRRRRRRRRRRRRON HURRN (TR o 10 consult with citizens and obtain pub“c feedback on the 4 des|gn scenarios
g | s g B « To use language and visuals that clearly translate the firm and community’s ideas;
£z @ 3 HE g SE 23 to avoid jargon
g 5 £, B %% s £ 5 g, BE « To ensure that the community has participated in the outcome of the project
f;:% g% § f ;f% gg g;g_ gg % § « o discuss themes of heritage, housing density, affordability and open public space
s 28 58 =i == g2 28 =&

FORMAT OF WORKSHOPS:
The workshops were not broadcast live, instead all workshops were recorded and made

Schedule diagram for Blockhouse Hill Project.

available on the Town of Lunenburg’s website for those who could not attend in person to
stay informed and participate through an online version of some of the exercises. It was
the hope of the consultant team to have as many people present in person as possible

to encourage group discussion and gain a better understanding of differing opinions.

WLOI;I'(ESI\II-'IS? Exercises in workshops 1 and 2 were completed in groups but due to complaints and
WORKSHOP 3: OPTIONS WORKSHOP 4: DIRECTION poor group behaviour in the second workshop the design team decided the workshop 3
[EXERCISE 1+2] exercises would be individual.

Workshops 1 and 2 were designed to be a couple weeks apart, but due to conflicts

in scheduling they were more than a month apart. Feedback from the participants in

workshops 1 and 2 helped the consultants design options for development which were

WORKSHORP 2:
VISIONING | [EXERCISE 1+2] PTRgs\E,\'TEAOTLIJ?\:\éITLO presented in workshop 3 for feedback. Workshop 3 responses informed the design team
[EXERCISE 1] on how to refine the 4 development options to present to Town Council in Workshop 4:

Direction. At the time of this report, Workshops 1 through 3 have been completed.

Diagram illustrating process.

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT MACKAY-LYONS SWEETAPPLE ARCHITECTS 7




3 : O WORKSHOP 1: LISTENING

WORKSHOP 1 OVERVIEW

The focus of the first workshop with the public was to clarify project goals as well as
to better understand the community’s vision for the site. On September 14th, 2023,
Workshop 1 was held at the Lunenburg Fire Hall with around 150 participants spread
across 15 different tables.

The workshop began with brief presentations by the Town of Lunenburg which defined
the scope of this study, and Heritage Consultant Julian Smith regarding the relationship
between development and heritage in locations adjacent to UNESCO World Heritage

Sites. This was followed by Exercise 1: Listening, where each table of participants was
asked to collectively respond to the same 3 questions:

1. What are some elements that make a good community?

2. How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities that the consultant
team should be made aware of?

All the groups were given time to discuss amongst their groups and write answers on a
large paper provided. After about 45 minutes of discussion, each group was given the
opportunity to present their responses to the larger group. The tables in section C.2
show the transcribed responses to each questions from each group. For raw data from
the workshop including hand written responses from each group, see Appendix A1.

After a short break, Exercise 2: Cognitive Mapping commenced. All participants were
provided with a blank sheet of paper and asked to:

1. Draw a map of Lunenburg as it exists in your imagination.

The purpose of this exercise was to provide the consultant team with an idea of the
elements of the town, both physical and non-physical, that were most important to
local residents. Section C.3 provides further analysis of this exercise, and raw data
can be found in Appendix A2.

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT MACKAY-LYONS SWEETAPPLE ARCHITECTS 9




EXERCISE 1: LISTENING

Question 1: What are some
elements that make a good
community?

To analyze this data the team looked for similarities
amongst the groups and unique ideas which would add
value and enhance the project as a whole. The following
table provides a legend for themes seen throughout
the responses.

GUIDE

Expectations of People and Leaders
cohesive and involved community
clear and accurate communication

diversity - age
diversity - race
diversity - socioeconomic

Housing - for year long residents

Safety - emotional and physical

recreation - active

recreation -passive
recreation - gardens, green space, trees

history, architecture, and UNESCO

Industry - services, necessities, and transportation
Industry - tourism
Industry - fishing

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

3.1

Table What are some elements that make a good community?

1 respect and kindness
non-judgemental
safety

walking
communication

resilience

health care

Limit air BnB - need year round residences

Table What are some elements that make a good community?

variety of available services and ameneties, goods and
healthcare - walkability
feeling safe and secure

different types of transportation

|strong social network and community groups |

Table What are some elements that make a good community?
3 people that care and volunteer in the community...engaged
citizens

year round residents
public spaces where residents can come together

shared values
pride of place

|

Table What are some elements that make a good community?

4 A good community is not what I've seen over the past 8
months. Good communication is necessary between residents,
council and staff.

Trust and familiarity with your neighbours
caring/kindness and respect which isn't happening at the
moment.

Trust and caring for each other oustide of politics
No one should feel unsafe in their own community

physical/mental safety

3.0 WORKSHOP 1: LISTENING

EXERCISE 1: LISTENING

Table

What are some elements that make a good community?

Letting people speak/listening

climate action plan and utilized

responsive government

transparency

respect other opinions/knowledge
infastructure/arts/sports/education/health

Table

-

What are some elements that make a good community?

true, mixed, natural ecosystem especially to protect from
climate change

gathering places

retain historical and architectural values

effective local government responsive to consultant concerns
i.e. should we even develop BH Hill?

balance of industry (tourism) and community (residents)
room for all income levels

dog friendly

Table

What are some elements that make a good community?

commons are commons, not private
green space

health care
robust social services
less empty homes (more year-round occupancy

Table

[ e

What are some elements that make a good community?

green space, open public space

participation, ability to communicate among community
members

age range

more year round residents

historic preservation

walkability

|pub|ic transit to Bridgewater |
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Question 1: What are some
elements that make a good
community?

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Table

'What are some elements that make a good community?

shops, schools, services etc.

A good community needs all the essentials to live day to day.

Recreation - golf, curling, etc

scale - you know your neighbors

front porches - communication between neighbors - sidewalks
a walkable place

engagement - volunteer groups and volunteers. E.g. fire,
charities and broad involvement

acceptance, tolerance, respect - people get along and allow
each other to disagree

medical services, drug stores etc

Table

What are some elements that make a good community?

10

real park space you walk to and get lost in, not just green
space

good communication with council and people

two-way communication - hearing and responding

fresh air and safe place for children
infastructure, amenities, residents supporting

usable green space with walking
knowing when and when not to develop
reasonable use of tax money

culture, recreation, open spaces (natural)

Table

What are some elements that make a good community?

11

walkability

open/green spaces
safety

beauty: views - natural and built
feeling included
cooperation/open minded
passion!

good neighbours

connected spaces

Table

'What are some elements that make a good community?

12

who owns the land? Public land.

clarity of ownership
open discussion - "in it together"

people have confidence in the decision makers

residents are engaged in all aspects

all have comparable income and housing - equity
places to meet when walking around

walkability is extremely important
small scale, varied, diverse, colourful, walkable, sociable,

creative energy

elected people who function in public with respect

having a sense of pride and belonging

sustainability
authentic - not a DisneyWorld

not just dependent on tourism - keep the fishing heritage

all things that fill the senses - hearing, seeing, doing etc.

3.0 WORKSHOP 1: LISTENING

Table
13

'What are some elements that make a good community?

complete town (work, love, play, hospital, entertainment,
groceries)

communication

cohesiveness

loving, caring, and friendly
acceptance, tolerance, respect - people get along and allow
each other to disagree

lots of parkland

open spaces for the public to use

public involvement (engaged) and awareness
a supportive and listening government that takes account of
what is not devensive

walkability
physical beauty

public property that is appealiing and friendly

balances full time and part time residents

nicely paved roads and bike lanes

What are some elements that make a good community?

commitment to involvement in community (volunteerism)
have this be the primary residences, not vacant
neighbourhood off-season.

services for residents need to be available - not just focused on
tourists. (groceries, hardware stores, pharmacies)
fences don't always make good neighbors

public space (access to space variety activities) - sports, parks,
gathering, (fishing exhibitions in the past), dogwalking, picnic
tables, campground

loneliness in our neighborhoods

keep attracting more youth (businesses, activities, groups)

MACKAY-LYONS SWEETAPPLE ARCHITECTS 13



Question 2: How do you
envision using public open
space?

To analyze this data the team looked for similarities
amongst the groups and unique ideas which would add
value and enhance the project as a whole. The following
table provides a legend for themes seen throughout
the responses.

wildlife/nature sanctuary

recreation- passive

musc/arts/indoor venue
amenities

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Table How do you envision using public open space?
1
bird watching/nature
picnics
gathering spots/shading-emergencies
music/arts
Entertainment
Table How do you envision using public open space?
2
well planned public art spaces
places to sit - shaded
lots of trees
wildlife corridor
Table How do you envision using public open space?
3
play
cultural activity - concerts, markets, fairs
Table How do you envision using public open space?
4
importance of Folk Harbour Festival/community events.
Table How do you envision using public open space?
5 all season programs/venues

3.0 WORKSHOP 1: LISTENING

How do you envision using public open space?

Natural/Green Space - not used by people, protects
biodiversity, spaces that buffer from human habitation

Table

How do you envision using public open space?

trees and flowers

habitat for local fauna/wildlife
tempers effects of extreme weather

|gathering space - festivals, music
|space to play/to be

Table

How do you envision using public open space?

art, music

sales

benches and picnic tables

how to maintain a balance of public and private land
more parks

Table

How do you envision using public open space?

family get togethers, especially playgrounds (needs facilities,
washrooms, benches, picnic tables, shade trees, bike racks,
parking

How do you envision using public open space?

something visitors can use
a natural park area for bees, birds.

campground is a great use draw
Blockhouse Hill is perfect as it is

opportunity to enjoy natural space
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Question 2: How do you
envision using public open
space?

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

3.0 WORKSHOP 1: LISTENING

Table How do you envision using public open space?
11
benches and picnic tables
lighting
water (drink w/c)
trees/shade
litter/illegal dumping
Table How do you envision using public open space?
12

important for community gatherings and community
celebrations
wharfs are also public space in Lunenburg

animals, plants, insects, gardens, wilderness

take parking pressures away from public space

feature like better lighting, decent seating, maintained plants,
better poster billboards

telling people about events

Table How do you envision using public open space?
13
quiet space, natural environment, meditation
contiguous not parcels
more like Zwicker Wharf - place to relax
Table How do you envision using public open space?
14
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Question 3: What are
some challenges and/or
opportunities the consultant
team should be aware of?

To analyze this data the team looked for similarities
amongst the groups and unique ideas which would add
value and enhance the project as a whole. The following
table provides a legend for themes seen throughout
the responses.

GUIDE

slope and natural terrain for building
climate change

water

cost to taxpayers
housing affordability and availability

tourism
UNESCO

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Table

What are some challenges and/or opportunities the
consultant team should be aware of?

multiunit and single family homes

BIC to stay=Blockhouse

Can current water/sewer system handle?

NOT a hill for elite

ot as airbnbs

Table

What are some challenges and/or opportunities the
consultant team should be aware of?

ensure housing is affordable and available for local long term
employees of the community - especially young people

cost of building on the slope (and infastructure)

cost to factor in - climate change

opportunity to repurpose trailer park (camp ground) into co-

op housing

Maintain UNESCO

Table
3

What are some challenges and/or opportunities the
consultant team should be aware of?
designed for affordability

single home development on lower back part of hill, condos at
lower part overlooking harbour vs top of hill

Stay as is

Table

What are some challenges and/or opportunities the
consultant team should be aware of?

concerns that properties will be investment properties

once the hill is gone, it's gone. There are other places that
could be developed.

have alternative locations come to the table?

High value real esatate - opportunity and a challenge to get it
right

who is this development for?

can we not do both?

importance of UNESCO status

outdoor theatre

3.0 WORKSHOP 1: LISTENING

What are some challenges and/or opportunities the
Table consultant team should be aware of?
5 UNESCO designation!

Drainage! Natural systems cost!
Affordability

What are some challenges and/or opportunities the
Table consultant team should be aware of?

feasability of the space (economically? Environmentally?)

Disruption of neighbors during build

find a better location - Not Blockhouse Hill

historic significance vs desire for growth

opportunities to enhance UNESCO designation, the
outstanding universal value

could it be done better and cheaper elsewhere in town?

laws of economics (the economic environment will dictate the
future)

increase to tourism

empty houses in winter

how do you control who's living or buying the "new" homes

What are some challenges and/or opportunities the
Table consultant team should be aware of?
7 Challenge - losing UNESCO designation
Challenge - water run off
Challenge - climate change

Opportunity - demonstration of social cultural
evolution/design within a UNESCO WHS
Opportunity - affordable housing

What are some challenges and/or opportunities the
Table consultant team should be aware of?

8 more clarity on why development is needed on BHH
full articulation of pros and cons of each option - including a
do nothing option

need more time for discussion, why the rush?
challenge to build more affordable housing on BHH
so far hard to access information on BHH

hard to build on a hill

climate change

MACKAY-LYONS SWEETAPPLE ARCHITECTS 19



Question 3: What are
some challenges and/or
opportunities the consultant
team should be aware of?

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

What are some challenges and/or opportunities the
Table consultant team should be aware of?

Challenge - affordability - how does this project help young
people stay and work here

Challenge - development costs - multiple levels -
federal/provincial. Eg. Facilities like sewage, schools etc
Challenge - necessity - new places around town already
underway. Do we need this?

Opportunities - tourism - more common recreation facilities to
draw more tourists

Opportunities - tourism - need places for visitors to stay

Opportunities - housing which enables workers to live here

Opportui evenue - grow the tax base

If it's too expensive to build there, find another spot
how to maintain a tourist bureau location

Next time a wireless mic to facilitate discussion

What are some challenges and/or opportunities the
Table consultant team should be aware of?

10
a lot of people want option 4 - nothing

so much land that could be developed besides BHH
develop other sites

going back to 1994 letter around UNESCO, it seems very
difficult to develop BHH without threatening UNESCO
challenge - wind

challenge- erosion

very few people want it developed

common space is for all, it is not the town's place to develop

when will there be a plebisite?

how does option 4 (do nothing) get a fair hearing?

how is the town spending money?

why are the salaries not publicized?

why are there so many new hires? (increased greatly last 2
years)

What are some challenges and/or opportunities the
Table consultant team should be aware of?

11 Challenge - terrain/slope

challenge - funding/resources

challenge - misinformation

challenge - housing spectrum

NESCO markets recognition

What are some challenges and/or opportunities the
Table consultant team should be aware of?

_

challenge - housing availability and affordability

challenge - people leaving for more affordable towns

challenge - how can BHH development address the concern
that the housing will be affordable and accessible for all?

challenge - we don't know how other UNESCO sites address
issues without destroying what we have

opportunity - revisit Project Lunenburg
opportunity - land trust?
opportunity - cooperative housing

otential for bu g in old town. Eg second lots

3.0 WORKSHOP 1: LISTENING

What are some challenges and/or opportunities the
Table consultant team should be aware of?

-
w

only park in town of this size

have a vote first to determine whether the community fully
backs giving away what has always been parkland to
developers

lots of private land available

no guarantee that will follow through with affordability

the blue collars in town need housing - we need the working
class to be sustainable. BHH will not be something the working
class will be able to afford.

5-1000k mo? Not going to happen in today's development
costs

Population as it is is fine - organic growth

our current demographic is aging out as a population base and
homes will be built

need multi-apartment buildings for seniors with fixed incomes
in New Town

to date with know nothing. what we do know is that it was
protecting the new settlement from intrusion from
Abenaki/Mi'kmea/Acadien/and US Privateers

It is not a part of the history of settlement, not on signs

What are some challenges and/or opportunities the
Table consultant team should be aware of?

14 challenge - rocky terrain

challenge - water table
challenge - affordability for primary residents

opportunity - use potential tax base wisely to inform public
opportunity - tax bill and public info to know of costs/payback
to develop or not

opportunity - keep world class status
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BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

3.0 WORKSHOP 1: LISTENING

RESPONSE SUMMARY - EXERCISE 1
QUESTION 1: WHAT ARE SOME ELEMENTS THAT MAKE A GOOD COMMUNITY?

There were several common themes, both social and physical/spatial, that were apparent
among each of the different groups. These include:

« Clear and accurate communication between the town and residents.
o Aneed for trust in local government.

« Diversity of age, culture, religion and socioeconomic status.

o Inclusion / a desire for all to feel welcome in the community.

« Accessible and affordable housing for local long-term residents.
« Afriendly place that is emotionally and physically safe.

« Numerous and diverse recreation offerings and public spaces.

o Avibrant arts & culture scene.

« Beautiful landscape and architecture with a respect for history.
« Avariety of employment opportunities available year-round.

« Easily accessible services and healthcare.

o Robust and sustainable infrastructure.

« Climate responsive and future-focused.

QUESTION 2: HOW DO YOU ENVISION USING PUBLIC OPEN SPACE?

Responses to Question 2 were wide ranging, indicating a desire for open space that
facilitates a diversity of uses all year round. Common themes include:

« Experiencing the landscape and surroundings in each season.

« Leaving Blockhouse Hill as it currently is with no changes / development.

« Aneed for unstructured space for play/discovery.

« Ability to interact with local flora and fauna.

« Protection of local flora and fauna.

« Abundant trails and paths / places to walk dogs, hike, etc.

« Landscaped / maintained gardens (ie community garden plots, botanical gardens).
« Places for passive recreation (ie benches, picnic areas).

« Places for active recreation (ie rink, sports fields, playgrounds).

« Places for arts, culture, festivals and gathering (including Folk Harbour Festival).
« Proper amenities and infrastructure (ie parking, washrooms, pavilions).

o Accessible and inclusive design (ie lighting, grading).

« Educational and culturally engaged (ie an interpretive centre, historical plaques).

MACKAY-LYONS SWEETAPPLE ARCHITECTS 23



Theme 1: Natural Considerations

Theme 2: Local Government, Advocacy
and Accountability

QUESTION 3: WHAT ARE SOME CHALLENGES AND OPPORTUNITIES THAT THE
CONSULTANT TEAM SHOULD BE AWARE OF?

Each table provided extensive feedback on Question 3. This has been broken up into

common themes and sub-categories:

Challenges

« Aloss of town green space / should
any development occur?

« Need for a buffer between existing
residential areas and new.

« Protecting habitats for local flora and
fauna.

« Building anything new on a sloped
site.

« Maintaining the site’s treasured view
planes.

« Factoring climate change in any
future plan.

Challenges

o Alack of trust between the
community and Council.

o Issues of communication,
disinformation and exclusion.

« General division in the community
over the future of Blockhouse Hill.

« Building/developing anything on the
site.

« The cost of developing the project
correctly.

« Could it be done cheaper elsewhere
in town?

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Opportunities

Creation of accessible/higher quality
parkland and housing.
o Multiple natural areas / parks
that define the boundaries of new
development.
«  Creation of new nature corridors and
native species gardens.
Using unique housing typologies
(ie built into hill with 2 ground floor
levels) to address this.
« Making views even more accessible /
framing key views.
Ability to design for resiliency and
create a climate-positive community.

Opportunities

Regaining public confidence through

open participatory processes.

« Implementing transparent and
accessible processes for community
awareness.

« All voices engaged in participatory
process, including Indigenous
consultation.

« The ability to use local knowledge

and feedback to drive the process.

Addition of a new tax base.

« Develop other sites.

Theme 3: Housing

Theme 4: Identity

Theme 5: Infrastructure

Challenges

« Ensuring housing is available to local
full-time residents.

« Ensuring new housing is affordable.

« Ensuring new housing is high quality
and sustainable.

o Local residents leaving town for
other, more affordable places.

« Housing people with varied economic
and employment backgrounds.

Challenges

o Ensuring visual compatibility with
historic Lunenburg.

« Anoverlooked Indigenous history.

« Creating a shared vision that all
agree with.

« Keeping residents connected to the
history of the place.

« Maintain a balance of tourists and
full-time residents.

« Development as a threat to UNESCO
status.

Challenges

« Not enough parking.
o Loss of the campground.

« Capacity of existing infrastructure
(roads, wastewater, hydro).

« Noise / nuisance of infrastructure
improvements.

3.0 WORKSHOP 1: LISTENING

Opportunities

« The creation of various new housing
types to accommodate a wide variety
of occupancies.

«  Seeking Provincial/Federal support

for larger numbers of affordable units

Binding design guidelines produced

during this process to direct any

future developer.

»  Creation of new housing units,

allowing more full-time residents.

A diversity of housing types to support

a variety of demographics.

Opportunities

Site design that enhances and

improves on the existing town

landscape.

« Ability to display and engage with

the Indigenous history of Lunenburg

(E’se’katik).

Ensuring public knowledge of site

constraints and considering all

viewpoints.

«  Creation of better visual and physical
markers of the town’s heritage.

« The creation of multi-purpose

development that serves both.

The opportunity to enhance the

town’s UNESCO designation and

prevent “Disneyfication”.

Opportunities

Creation of more/better sited parking.

Ability to create a better/larger site

elsewhere.

« Servicing cost covered by developer /
addition to existing tax base.

« Future-proof the town’s infrastructure

leading to fewer disturbances.
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3.0 WORKSHOP 1: LISTENING

3.2  ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 1: Listening RESPONSE SUMMARY - WORKSHOP 1 ONLINE ABSENTEE SURVEY

For all those unable to attend Workshop 1 in person, it was recorded and made available
to watch on the Town of Lunenburg’s website. The same three questions were asked in an
online survey through SurveyMonkey (opposite). As this survey was conducted individually,
with no group discussion, and there is no way of tracking if a person filled out the survey
more than once, the responses were summarized separately from the group work completed
at the workshop.

There were 106 responses to the online survey. The responses to each question were
organized into categories/themes similar to the group work exercise for analysis. See
Appendix A2 for surveys and organization of responses. The following observations were
noted:

3. How do you envision using public open space? . o _ . o
« Responses were highly similar to those seen in the in-person workshop, with significant

overlap between the themes seen in Section 3.1 and Appendix A2.

« Responses to Question 1 were focused on issues of government transparency, housing

affordability, inclusion, UNESCO status and the protection of green space.

« Responses to Question 2 identified the importance of both active and passive recreation
with varying degrees of desire for formal/designed public open space.

« Responses to Question 3 again addressed issues of trust between the community and
local government and opportunities to improve this.

3.3  EXERCISE 2: COGNITIVE MAP

RESPONSE SUMMARY - EXERCISE 2: COGNITIVE MAPPING

Participants were asked to draw quick maps of Lunenburg as it exists in their imagination.
These types of maps provide insight on what this place means to people who live here.
The 60 maps received were then analyzed to determine which elements appeared most
DONE frequently - the three most common of which include the Front Harbour, wharves and the
‘0ld Town’ Grid Plan. The secondary themes which showed up in several maps include the
Powered by Back Harbour, Blockhouse Hill, Lunenburg Academy, and various types of recreation

g SurveyMonkey-
facilities / natural areas. The tertiary themes are places that tend to show up on more

0 of 5 answered ¢

detailed maps of the town and highlight mainly specific events or favourite places within
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Figure 1

Figure 3

Figure 5
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Figure 6

3.0 WORKSHOP 1: LISTENING

the larger landscape of Lunenburg. These themes include ‘New Town’, churches, Tannery
Rd, the cemetery, people, coffee shops / restaurants / breweries, grocery stores, the
hospital, Folk Harbour Festival, the Farmer’s Market and the lighthouse.

Al maps can be found in Appendix A2. The maps to the left represent a wide array of
approaches to the exercise. Figure 1 is notable in that it differentiated from most maps in
terms of orientation - showing the Back Harbour at the base and Front Harbour at the top. It
also highlights social aspects including people, houses, a church, a dollar store, the farmer’s
market, Docs on the Dock and the paths of the sun and moon. Figure 2 presents weekly paths
of travel between the participant’s house and their friends / most used amenities. Featuring
both the Academy and Blockhouse Hill, it displays the intangible connection between Folk
Harbour Festival and Blockhouse Hill. Figure 3 best depicts the majority of maps received.
It features the main themes of the ‘Old Town' Grid Plan, Front Harbour, Blockhouse Hill,
Academy and the wharves. Figure 4 appears in the shape of a heart - possibly depicting
a love for the community, but also capturing the two topographical high points of the town,
Blockhouse Hill and the Academy. Figure 5 was included here due to its simplicity. With only a
few pencil lines it depicts the Town of Lunenburg and its key features - the Front Harbour and
the wharves that serve as a connection between the land and sea. Finally, Figure 6 presents
an important reminder about the process moving forward - that it should be respectful and
collaborative.

The outcome of the exercise is a clearer idea of how residents view the town. The relationship
to the Front Harbour in particular - the connection between the town and its waterfront -
primary. Within the town, the historic limits of the original grid still exist in people’s minds,
partly because there are identifiable boundaries. Almost everyone draws the slight changes
in character and geometry when you move into the adjacent areas. Outside this grid, the
two most important components appear to be the two high points of the Academy, with
open space around it, and the Blockhouse, with open space around it. Although these two
elements are not part of the UNESCO designation, it would seem that they deserve to remain
prominent both visually and functionally. At a more personal level, there are many more
intimate and special places not only within the Old Town but all around the Front Harbour,
east along the peninsula, north to the Back Harbour, and west to New Town and beyond.
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BLOCKHOUSE HILL
LUNENBURG TOWN SCALE
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i L
[LUNENBURG]

(World Heritage Tite

BACK HARBOUR

Above: Base map provided to each table
for Exercise 1.

Left: The 3D printed stencil provided to
each table to aid in the completion of
Exercise 1.

4 : O WORKSHOP 2: VISIONING

WORKSHOP 2 OVERVIEW - “VISIONING”

The second workshop took place on October 19th, 2023, at the Lunenburg Fire Hall with
around 120 participants at 14 different tables. The primary objective of the workshop
was to better understand the community’s vision for the site and possible forms of
development that could exist on Blockhouse Hill.

In response to feedback from Workshop 1, a wired microphone was used for all
presentations to ensure they could be heard clearly, and the design team attempted to
assign each participant to a different table on entry to help reduce excess ambient noise.
The workshop began with a presentation by the design team summarizing findings from
the previous workshop. The archeology team then presented preliminary findings from
their Archaeological Reconnaissance Study. This was followed by Exercise 1: Visioning.

Each table of participants was provided with a large site plan (left, top), as well as
a 3D printed stencil (left, bottom) that provided scaled dimensions of various urban
design elements, including roads, sidewalks, a typical Lunenburg block and house
footprints. Participants were then asked to work with their tables to visualize a possible
development on the site, identifying areas of roads, housing, and public open space.
Groups were given around 45 minutes to discuss and draw, which was followed by a
presentation, where each group was given the opportunity to describe what they had

drawn. Raw data from this exercise can be found in Appendix B1.

—
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Figure 5: Road Connections

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Figure 6: Road Connections

4.1

4.0 WORKSHOP 2: VISIONING

EXERCISE 1: SITE VISION

421 COMMON THEMES

Across all 14 tables/groups there were common themes discussed and presented. The
following summary highlights some of the common themes in the various groups and
how these ideas may translate into the 4 development options. For all maps produced
from each group/table, refer to Appendix B1.

“No Development”
Tables: 1,2 6, 8,9, 10

e (desire to keep the land as it is.

Development of Green Space Only
Tables: 1,2, 10

e extending the open green space from Sylvia Park and the campground further into the

currently forested area.

e making the current green space more accessible.

Green Corridor(s)
Tables: 7, 11, 13

e green corridors connecting the top of hill (Sylvia Park) to the bottom of the hill (walking trail)

Green Buffer Zone(s)

Tables: 11, 13

e top of hill, adjacent to Sylvia Park and extending from Kempt Rd. to Harbourview Haven.
Tables: 3, 8, 11

e bottom of hill, adjacent to walking trail.

Preserve/extend Sylvia Park
Tables: 3,4, 5, 6, 12, 14

e importance of preserving views from Sylvia Park.

e expand the existing Sylvia Park across Blockhouse Hill Rd.

Campground
Tables: 8, 14

e expand campground area west toward Kempt Rd.
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4.0 WORKSHOP 2: VISIONING

Tables: 7, 11, 13

e campground area to change to tiny houses.

e transform campground to mixed use

Road Connections

Tables: 4,5, 7, 13, 14

e base of hill connecting Oxner to Sawpit Rd.
Tables: 4, 5, 8, 11

e mid-hill connecting Creighton to Sawpit Rd.

Trails + Pedestrian Walkways
Tables: 6, 7, 10, 12, 13

e walking trails through the park and wooded areas.

e trails connecting Sylvia Park and the walking trail.

e accessible trails.

Block Development

Tables: 6, 7, 12, 14

e housing only at the bottom of the hill - blocks around a singular road.
Tables: 3,4, 5, 13

e housing occupying the bottom to middle of the hill - 2 road access.
Tables: 8

e full development of housing from the bottom to top of hill - 4 roads across the hill.

Housing Types + Clusters

Tables: 3, 6, 13

e single family houses to west of site - similar to Hopson Dr. houses stepping down the hill.
Tables: 7, 14

e tiny home development to the south/east of the site adjacent to campground and Harbourview

Haven.

Other notes:

e Dpoulevard neighbourhood design, similar to the Hydrostone in Halifax;

e C0-0p housing/alternative housing models;

Figure 11: Housing - Covering the Hill Figure 12: Housing Types and Clusters

e 1o “monster homes”.
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5 . O WORKSHOP 3: OPTIONS

(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 (Favourite)
Rank #2
Please Note: All 6 options listed
Rank #3 above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank #4 surveys cannot be used in this
study.
Rank #5
V
Rank #6 (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

WORKSHOP 3 OVERVIEW - “OPTIONS”

Workshop 3 took place on November 16th, 2023, at the Lunenburg Fire Hall with
around 120 participants at 14 different tables. The originally schedules date of Nov.
9th was moved to accommodate a conflict with the Town Councilors’ schedules. The
primary objective of the workshop was to provide initial site design options and generate
participant feedback to the proposed schemes.

The workshop began with a presentation by the design team summarizing common
themes observed in the previous workshop. The design team then presented options 1,
2, 3A, 3B, 4A, 4B and a tentative option 5. As a part of Exercise 1: Ranking Survey,
each participant was provided a ranking sheet (left), and instructed to rank the design
options based on their preference, and provide written feedback to help further clarify
their likes and dislikes. Option 5 was added as an experimental design relatively late in
the process, and was therefore not included in the ranking survey. However, participants
were instructed to note if this was their preferred option within the comments section
so that the design team could factor this into the options analysis. Participants were
instructed by the design team, as well as directly on the ranking survey, to include all
the options in their ranking in order to provide the design team with complete data for
analysis. Raw data from this exercise can be found in Appendix C1.

After a short break, the design team presented a series of slides detailing the site zoning
and types of housing that could be possible Blockhouse Hill. Following this, Exercise 2:
Build Your Own Block commenced. Each participant was provided with a tabloid sheet
(see Section 5.3), containing a typical Lunenburg block that had been broken into a grid,
and matching gridded areas of the housing types that were presented. Participants were
then asked to use the crayons provided to lay out their ideal block, including possible
community amenity spaces, and differentiated private and public green spaces.

Raw data from this exercise can be found in Appendix C3.
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OPTION 1: TOWN SQUARE

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

STREET

RN

BLOCK J STREET
120 ~

ROAD/SIDEWALK: 35%
PARK: 32%
BACKYARDS: 19%
TOTAL OPEN SPACE: 86%
HOUSES: 14%
| £ LOW DENSITY:
g 181 units
]
. MEDIUM DENSITY:
ﬂ 323 units
8. HIGH DENSITY:
e 465 units

5.1 EXERCISE 1

5.0 WORKSHOP 3: OPTIONS

- RANKING SURVEY

The following outlines the options presented during the workshop:

OPTION 2: OUT OF SIGHT

ROAD/SIDEWALK: 23%

PARK: 55%
BACKYARDS: 13%
TOTAL OPEN SPACE: 91%
HOUSES: 9%

STREET

: £ LOW DENSITY:
g 145 units
q
;qg N\
. S 1 MEDIUM DENSITY:
_ 2 287 units
;qg N\
“ N {  HIGH DENSITY:
- 429 units

RN

BLOCK J STREET
120° ™
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OPTION 3A: COMMONS CRESCENT
(DOUBLE LOADED)

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

STREET

RN

BLOCK J STREET
~

120"

ROAD/SIDEWALK: 11%
PARK: 72%
BACKYARDS: 10%
TOTAL OPEN SPACE: 93%
HOUSES: 7%
I g LOW DENSITY:
&' 96 units
]
8. MEDIUM DENSITY:
ﬂ 192 units
ﬁ{ HIGH DENSITY:
- 288 units

OPTION 3B: COMMONS CRESCENT
(SINGLE LOADED)

5.0 WORKSHOP 3: OPTIONS

STREET

RN

BLOCK J STREET
~

120"

ROAD/SIDEWALK:  11%
PARK: 80%
BACKYARDS: 5%
TOTAL OPEN SPACE:  96%
HOUSES: 4%
I £ LOW DENSITY:
2 60 units
|
TN
s 1 MEDIUM DENSITY:
_ e, 2 120 units
S 1 HIGH DENSITY:
- 2 180 units
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OPTION 4A: PARK (CURRENT)

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

ROAD/SIDEWALK: 0%
PARK: 100%
BACKYARDS: 0%
TOTAL OPEN SPACE: 100%
HOUSES: 0%
LOW DENSITY:
0 units
MEDIUM DENSITY:
0 units
HIGH DENSITY:
0 units

5.0 WORKSHOP 3: OPTIONS

OPTION 4B: PARK (DESIGNED)

ROAD/SIDEWALK: 0%
PARK: 100%
BACKYARDS: 0%
TOTAL OPEN SPACE: 100%
HOUSES: 0%

LOW DENSITY:
0 units

MEDIUM DENSITY:
0 units

HIGH DENSITY:
0 units

MACKAY-LYONS SWEETAPPLE ARCHITECTS 43



OPTION 5: LIVING IN A FOREST

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Although a preliminary version of Option 5 was presented, it
was not included in the ranking survey as it was not resolved
enough for comparison. Participants were encouraged to included
this option in their comments if it was one of their preferences.

5.0 WORKSHOP 3: OPTIONS

OPTIONS OPEN SPACE % UNIT COUNT RANGE
OPTION1: TOWN SQUARE 86% OPEN SPACE 181- 465 UNITS
14% HOUSES
OPTION 2:  OUT OF SIGHT 91% OPEN SPACE 145 - 429 UNITS
9% HOUSES
OPTION 3A: COMMONS CRESCENT 93% OPEN SPACE 96 - 288 UNITS
(DOUBLE LOADED) 7% HOUSES
OPTION 3B: COMMONS CRESCENT 96% OPEN SPACE 60 - 180 UNITS
(SINGLE LOADED) 4% HOUSES
100% OPEN SPACE
OPTION 4A: PARK (CURRENT) 0% HOUSES O UNITS
100% OPEN SPACE
OPTION 4B: PARK (DESIGNED) 0% HOUSES O UNITS
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Ranking Survey

1st RANK m2nd RANK m3rd RANK m4th RANK m5th RANK m6th RANK

OPTION 1: TOWN OPTION 2: OUT OF OPTION 3A: DOUBLE

120

100

8

o

6

o

4

o

20

SQUARE SIGHT LOADED

Completed Surveys in Workshop Ranking Survey Tally (98 in total)

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

5.0 WORKSHOP 3: OPTIONS

RESPONSE SUMMARY - EXERCISE 1: SURVEY RANKING

There were 109 participants that took part in the ranking survey exercise. Of this, 98
surveys were completed as requested and 11 were incomplete. To not exclude the
participants who made errors filling out the ranking survey, we summarized the data two
ways: the first includes only the 98 complete surveys and the second includes the total
109 surveys. This ranking survey was not meant to be a vote, it was simply used as a
tool to understand what participants in the workshops thought of the options presented
and their comfort level with the range of development densities presented.

The ranking surveys were first tallied and organized into summary tables.

FAVORITE LEAST
1st RANK | 2nd RANK | 3rd RANK | 4th RANK | 5th RANK | 6th RANK

OPTION 1: TOWN SQUARE

OPTION 2: OUT OF SIGHT

OPTION 3A: DOUBLE LOADED

OPTION 3B: SINGLE LOADED

OPTION 4A: PARK CURRENT

OPTION 4B: PARK DESIGNED

Summary Count of 98 completed ranking surveys during the workshop: The colours blue through red were used to highlight
the highest and lowest number counts. Red is the highest count and light blue is the lowest number

OPTION 1: TOWN SQUARE

OPTION 2: OUT OF SIGHT

OPTION 3A: DOUBLE LOADED

OPTION 3B: SINGLE LOADED

OPTION 4A: PARK CURRENT 275

OPTION 3B: SINGLE OPTION 4A: PARK OPTION 4B: PARK

OPTION 4B: PARK DESIGMNED 268

The bar graph, opposite page, tallies all the above ranking selections. The 1st choice
ranking is at the bottom of the bar in yellow and increases to the 6th choice ranking at
the top in green.

Another method we used to analyze the data was by applying a point system to the
rankings: 1st rank = 6pts, 2nd rank = bpts, 3rd rank = 4pts, 4th rank = 3pts, 5th rank
= 2pts, and 6th rank = 1pts. The table to the left summarizes the point ranking system
for the 98 complete surveys from the workshop. This one is challenging to compare as
people will note, Options 3A/3B and Options 4A/4B could be combined into one option
each due to their similarities which would give a higher count to these options. If we
isolate the data to only look at the 1st rank selections and combine the park Options 4A
and 4B, 28.5% of participants preferred park only, no housing.
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Ranking Survey

1st RANK m2nd RANK m3rd RANK m4th RANK m5th RANK m6th RANK

OPTION 1: TOWN OPTION 2: OUT OF OPTION 3A: DOUBLE OPTION 3B: SINGLE OPTION 4A: PARK OPTION 4B: PARK
SQUARE SIGHT LOADED LOADED CURRENT DESIGNED

140

120

100

8

o

6

o

4

o

20

All 109 surveys submitted in Workshop Ranking Survey Tally - this includes incorrectly filled out ranking surveys

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

5.0 WORKSHOP 3: OPTIONS

This ranking survey did not help clarify for Option 4 if participants prefer to leave the
current park as is (Option 4A) or to have a fully designed park (Option 4B). The results
show that 4A and 4B are almost equal for each ranking position. Participants did prefer
the Commons Crescent double loaded version (Option 3A) over the single loaded version
(Option 3B). Both Options 3A and 3B were more frequently ranked in the middle between
the second and forth ranking. The more polarizing selections were Options 1, 2, 4A, and
4B which all have higher ranking counts in the favourite and least favourite position with
very little in the middle.

Incorporating the incomplete or incorrectly completed ranking surveys was challenging,
as some participants only ranked one or two options and some repeated a single
option six times from their favorite to least favourite option. The results from this do not
summarize the data accurately, as totals do not add up.

FAVORITE LEAST
1st RANK | 2nd RANK | 3rd RANK | 4th RANK [ 5th RANK | 6th RANK
OPTION 1: TOWN SQUARE 10
OPTION 2: OUT OF SIGHT 8 3
OPTION 3A: DOUBLE LOADED 8
OPTION 3B: SINGLE LOADED 5 6
OPTION 4A: PARK CURRENT 7 10
OPTION 4B: PARK DESIGNED 2 10

Summary Count of all 109 ranking surveys during the workshop: The colours blue through red were used to highlight the
highest and lowest number counts. Red is the highest count and light blue is the lowest number

However, this exercise did show us an increase in the number of times Option 4A
(current park) was selected for all ranking positions versus a slight increase in Option
4B (designed park).
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Ranking Survey

1st RANK m2nd RANK m3rd RANK m4th RANK m5th RANK m6th RANK

35

3

o

2

(92}

2

o

[uny
(92}
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OPTION 1: TOWN OPTION 2: OUT OF OPTION 3A: DOUBLE
SQUARE SIGHT LOADED

Online Ranking Survey Tally

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

OPTION 3B: SINGLE
LOADED

OPTION 4A: PARK
CURRENT

| | |

OPTION 4B: PARK
DESIGNED

5.0 WORKSHOP 3: OPTIONS

At the bottom of the ranking survey we asked all participants to let us know what they
liked and disliked about the options presented. Highlighted below were some of the
common themes in the responses. These were helpful take-aways for the design team
now refining the 4 options to present to council;

1. UNESCO World Heritage Designation

« All 4 options presented must not put the UNESCO Designation at risk.

o There seems to be a misunderstanding that any development on Blockhouse Hill
will put the UNESCO World Heritage designation at risk — please see section 6 of
this report for a response to this from Heritage consultant for this project, Julian
Smith.

Views from top of Hill (Sylvia Park) must be maintained.

Concerns about the Town selling Blockhouse Hill.

Walking trails are an important part of the development.

o &~ DN

Concerns regarding ownership of the homes - need to be affordable, do not want to
see more seasonal homes or luxury homes.

5.2  ONLINE RANKING SURVEY

In total, 32 ranking surveys were completed online as of December 1st, 2023. The
results were similar to the workshop results. Options 3A and 3B remained the middle
ranking selections while Options 1, 2, 4A, and 4B had the most top and bottom ranking
counts. In contrast to the workshop, it did seem like there was more a preference toward
the current park (Option 4A) than the designed park (Option 4B). The most polarizing
option in the online survey was option 1 with primarily 1st and 6th rankings.

FAVORITE LEAST
1st RANK | 2nd RANK | 3rd RANK | 4th RANK [ 5th RANK | 6th RANK

OPTION 1: TOWN SQUARE 3 0 0 2
OPTION 2: OUT OF SIGHT 0 1
OPTION 3A: DOUBLE LOADED 0 2 0
OPTION 3B: SINGLE LOADED 0 2 0 0
OPTION 4A: PARK CURRENT 2 0 0
OPTION 4B: PARK DESIGNED 2

Summary Count of online ranking surveys: The colours blue through red were used to highlight the highest and lowest number
counts. Red is the highest count and light blue is the lowest number
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5.0 WORKSHOP 3: OPTIONS

EXERCISE 2:
5.3  BUILD YOUR OWN BLOCK

Exercise 2: Build Your Own Block (below) was designed to provide the consultant team
with a better understanding of the types of housing and the mix of green space that
participants desired on each block. The following pages summarize the presentation
given to participants regarding zoning and housing typologies before undertaking

Exercise 2.
LEGEND
UPPER STREET
SIDEWALK SINGLE DETACHED ACCESSORY DWELLING
16'X 32 16'X 24’
SEMI-DETACHED/ DUPLEX COMMUNITY AMENITY
(2)20'X 32 20'X 32
STACKED TOWNHOUSE
SIDEWALK (420X 32’
LOWER STREET []
PRIVATE GREEN SPACE
TYPICAL HISTORIC LUNENBURG BLOCK (120’ X 280") D 8'X 8'GRID .
PUBLIC GREEN SPACE
LOW RISE APARTMENT
BLOCKHOUSE HILL COMMUNITY ENGAGEMIENT foxse
BUILD YOUR OWN BLOCK
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RM - RESIDENTIAL MEDIUM ZONING TYPOLOGIES

1A. DETACHED HOUSES: 1 PER LOT

1A. SINGLE DETACHED HOUSES

S Possible
e Accessory
Dwelling

£F
AEEN
y \,
y: '\
/ X
N
N

e Dwelling Unit / Lot

On
One Accessory Dwelling

21% Lot Coverage
79% Open Space

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

8 Lots / Block
8 Dwelling Units / Block
8 Accessory Units Possible

Max Density: 16 Units

LUNENBURG/
L World Heritgge Tiee

5.0 WORKSHOP 3: OPTIONS

1B. DETACHED HOUSES: MULTIPLE PER LOT

1B. MULTIPLE DETACHED HOUSES

note: this would require a zoning amendment

| Dwelling

Three Dwelling Units / Lot
One Accessory Dwelling

37% Lot Coverage
63% Open Space

Possible
Accessory

8 Lots / Block
24 Dwelling Units / Block
8 Accessory Units Possible

Max Density: 32 Units

LUNENBURG/
L World Heritgge Tiee
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RM - RESIDENTIAL MEDIUM ZONING TYPOLOGIES

2. SEMI-DETACHED / DUPLEX HOUSING

2. SEMI-DETACHED/DUPLEXES

Possible

Accessory ys ‘ o B
Dwelling : ! =

Two Dwelling Units / Lot 8 Lots / Block

One Accessory Dwelling 16 Dwelling Units / Block
8 Accessory Units Possible

40% Lot Coverage

60% Open Space Max Density: 24 Units

LUNENBURG/
L World Heritgge Tiee

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

5.0 WORKSHOP 3: OPTIONS

3A. MULTI-UNIT / STACKED TOWNHOUSES

3A. MULTI-UNIT / STACKED TOWNHOUSES

Possible e 8 - T

p & .
Accessory o _ ~
Dwelling : ! e
y

Four Dwelling Units / Lot 8 Lots / Block

One Accessory Dwelling 32 Dwelling Units / Block
8 Accessory Units Possible

40% Lot Coverage

60% Open Space Max Density: 40 Units

LUNENBURG/
L World Heritgge Tiee
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RM - RESIDENTIAL MEDIUM ZONING TYPOLOGIES

3B. MULTI-UNIT / COURTYARD HOUSING

3B. MULTI-UNIT / COURTYARD HOUSES

Possible
Accessory
Dwelling

Four Dwelling Units / Lot 4 Lots / Block
One Accessory Dwelling 16 Dwelling Units / Block
4 Accessory Units Possible

29% Lot Coverage

3C. MULTI-UNIT / COURTYARD MICRO UNITS

3C. MULTI-UNIT / COURTYARD MICRO UNITS

Possible
Accessory
2 Dwelling

Four Dwelling Units / Lot 8 Lots / Block
One Accessory Dwelling

5.0 WORKSHOP 3: OPTIONS

32 Dwelling Units / Block

8 Accessory Units Possible

25% Lot Coverage

71% Open Space

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Max Density: 20 Units

LUNENBURG/
L World Heritgge Tiee

75% Open Space

Max Density: 40 Units

LUNENBURG/
L World Heritgge Tiee
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RH - RESIDENTIAL HIGH ZONING TYPOLOGIES

THIS ZONE INCLUDES ALL RM TYPOLOGIES IN ADDITION TO THE FOLLOWING:

1A. HIGH DENSITY ROW HOUSES

1. HIGH DENSITY ROW HOUSES

Thirteen Dwelling Units / Lot 2 Lots / Block

26 Dwelling Units / Block
37% Lot Coverage
63% Open Space

Max Density: 26 Units

LUNENBURG/
L World Heritgge Tiee

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

5.0 WORKSHOP 3: OPTIONS

1B. HIGH DENSITY ROW HOUSES (MICROUNIT STACK)

1. HIGH DENSITY ROW (MICROUNIT STACK)

L ! \
< <
(1/4 of Full Lo;i W% //,/
Twenty-Six Dwelling Units / Lot 2 Lots / Block

52 Dwelling Units / Block
37% Lot Coverage

63% Open Space ] .
Max Density: 52 Units

LUNENBURG/
L World Heritgge Tiee
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RH - RESIDENTIAL HIGH ZONING TYPOLOGIES

2A. HIGH DENSITY STACKED TOWNHOUSES (TWO STACK)

2. HIGH DENSITY STACKED TOWNHOUSES

Smalllot % >

Six to Ten Dwelling Units / Lot 6 Lots / Block
(two stack) 44 Dwelling Units (two stack) / Block

38% Lot Coverage

62% Open Space Max Density: 44 Units

LUNENBURG/
L World Heritgge Tiee
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5.0 WORKSHOP 3: OPTIONS

2B. HIGH DENSITY STACKED TOWNHOUSES (THREE STACK)

2. HIGH DENSITY STACKED TOWNHOUSES

Smalllot % >

Nine to Fifteen Dwelling Units / Lot 6 Lots / Block
(three stack) 66 Dwelling Units (three stack) / Block

38% Lot Coverage

62% Open Space Max Density: 66 Units

LUNENBURG/
L World Heritgge Tiee
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RH - RESIDENTIAL HIGH ZONING TYPOLOGIES

3. LOW-RISE APARTMENTS

3. LOW-RISE APARTMENTS

Twelve Dwelling Units / Lot 6 Lots / Block
72 Dwelling Units / Block
40% Lot Coverage

60% Open Space ] .
Max Density: 72 Units

LUNENBURG/

W orld Seeritgge Tie
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5.0 WORKSHOP 3: OPTIONS

RESPONSE SUMMARY - EXERCISE 2: BUILD YOUR OWN BLOCK

Atotal of 47 “Build Your Own Block” exercise sheets were submitted during the workshop.
The intention of the block exercise was to understand the type of housing people would
like to live in and how they would like this house to relate to the surrounding block. We
were interested to see what types of amenities other than housing would be included.
The block exercise response examples on the following page highlight the variation
in block layouts and housing types that were submitted during the workshop. For all
participant submissions refer to Appendix C3.

Common themes from this exercise included the following:

1. Parking: Concerns that street parking alone will not be enough parking spaces.
Many participants included dedicated parking spots within their blocks. Some
blocks included parking in front of the buildings, setting them back off the street
(see Figures 1 and 4, next page). Another common placement for parking was
behind buildings, as shown in Figures 1 and 2. The challenge with providing parking
in the “backyard” is that the slope of the Blockhouse Hill site does not allow for easy
access by vehicle to the middle of the block.

2. Housing types: The most commonly used building types on the block diagrams
were stacked townhouses and semi-detached houses. Approximately 75% of the
blocks submitted contained some townhouses, varying from townhouse-only blocks
to a single row of 4 townhouses. The second most commonly used housing type
was the semi-detached or duplex house. Figure 3 illustrates a block of primarily
semi-detached houses with mainly private green space, while Figure 5 used
a combination of semi-detached, keeping them all on one side of the street for
consistency. The apartment and single family home options were used the least
in this exercise, seen in approximately 36% of the blocks. Little to no accessory
dwelling units were included in the blocks submitted.

3. Trails: The use of accessible walking trails has been a common theme throughout
all the workshops. From descriptions in the first workshop, to site trails connecting
the park and walking trails in the second workshop, to this exercise at the block
scale. Participants are interested in shared pathways through the development.
These pathways were shown as multi-use trails for public walking and biking. Some
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Figure 6

5.0 WORKSHOP 3: OPTIONS

participants showed the pathways through the short direction of the block while
others kept the pathways in the backyard through the centre of the block. Refer to
Figure 3 for an example of pathways shown in both directions.

Public Green Space vs. Private Green Space: Most participants included a

combination of private yards and public green space. This was often divided by
public pathways taking a portion of the private lot or through a wider swath of green
space as illustrated in Figure 4. Some participants carved out space on their block
for playgrounds, refer to Figure 3 for example.

No Housing: Just under 20% of participants did not include any housing. These
blocks were covered with green space which varied from designed green space,

such as gardens, to forested areas with wildlife. Refer to Figure 6.

Community Amenities: Approximately half of the participants included some type of

community amenity program building on their block. As outlined in the presentation,
this type of building on the Blockhouse Hill site would require a zoning amendment.
When participants included the community amenity program it only accounted for
roughly 5% of the buildings on the block. Some participants illustrated this by
colouring half their buildings blue on the street side, refer to Figure 4. This would
indicate a store front perhaps at the street level with a residential unit behind
or above it. Another way this was incorporated into the blocks was on the street
corners, refer to Figure 5. Some of the examples of uses for the corner building
included: store, cafe, market, or pub. The third way in which we see the community
amenity program incorporated in the block was in the middle of the long or short
side, refer to Figure 2. Many of these examples identified the program as daycares.
Three schemes without housing did include a new public amenity space; one was
unidentified, another was a concert arena playhouse, and the third was a UNESCO
interpretive centre, refer to Figure 6.

Density: There were a few comments regarding density of the buildings. Some
participants felt it important to clarify that the townhouses would be stacked
townhouses, not just individual units. This would increase the number of units
available in the same space. Most of the blocks that did include housing showed a
high level of site coverage.
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6 : O QUESTIONS OF CLARIFICATION

2

WHY LUNENBURG RECEIVED A
WORLD HERITAGE SITE DESIGNATION:

The original nomination dossier and the evaluation/recommendation of
ICOMOS are critical to defining why Lunenburg was nominated.

At time of inscription the World Heritage Committee wrote:

“The committee concluded that Lunenburg Old Town is an outstanding example
of the planned European colonial settlement in North America, in terms of both
its conception and its remarkable level of conservation”.

Parks Canada and the Town compared Lunenburg with 20 other planned British colonial
settlements in North America.

What set Lunenburg apart was the lack of development on the
townsite’s common lands.
British planned colonial settlements shared four features:
1) grid-plan streets
2) central public squares
3) former locations of defensive works

4) surviving common lands

IF YOU TAKE AWAY THE SURVIVING OPEN COMMON
LANDS, YOU ARE NO LONGER AN OUTSTANDING
EXAMPLE OF A PLANNED COLONIAL SETTLEMENT.

OUR UNESCO DESIGNATION IS AT SERIOUS
RISK OF THREAT FOR BEING OVERTURNED.

Rocktovze 1l Neds 10 re RezOUEDd
Bk © PREsH Rec.,  ner
Ireeec

WE s tocas T Ao R A

Note handed to the consultant team during Workshop 3.

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

LUNENBURG AND UNESCO’S WORLD HERITAGE SITE DESIGNATION

The following is a response from Julian Smith, Heritage Consultant, to some of the
questions and concerns raised during the workshops, about the UNESCO World Heritage
Site designation. In addition to the comments added to the workshop exercise, there
were questions from people directly at the workshop, and a note was handed to the

consulting team during workshop 3, see opposite page.

1. UNESCO Designated Area:

The area designated by UNESCO is shown in the following map in yellow. It is 33.85
ha in area. It is the only area recognized by UNESCO as having Outstanding Universal
Value. As clearly stated in the UNESCO designation, “Within the boundaries of the 33.85
ha property are located all the elements necessary to express the Outstanding Universal

Value of Old Town Lunenburg.”
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The two primary qualities that sustain Lunenburg’s value, according to the designation,
are its original layout and its overall appearance. The original layout is characterized by
the rectangular grid pattern, characteristic of British colonial settlements, and the overall
appearance is characterized by a sustained vernacular tradition of wooden houses and
public buildings. Another characteristic noted in the designation is the importance of
the offshore Atlantic fishery, although UNESCO recognizes that the fishery is currently
undergoing irreversible change.

2. UNESCO Buffer Zone:
UNESCO has also identified a buffer zone around the designated property. The buffer
zone is shown in green in the map above. It includes Blockhouse Hill.

The buffer zone in Lunenburg is not identified by UNESCO as having any values supporting
the designation. Quite the opposite — UNESCO states that“the complete representation
of the features and processes that convey the property’s significance” is contained
within the designated area of Old Town (the yellow area on the map above).

In part this is because UNESCO is careful in limiting its designations to areas of high
integrity and authenticity. The common lands, which are in the buffer zone, do not retain
either the forms or functions of their original agricultural uses, nor the physical remains
of the original fortifications.

3. Implications for Blockhouse Hill:

The purpose of a buffer zone, as defined by UNESCO, is not to convey heritage value,
but “for the purposes of the effective protection of the nominated property”. This means
that any development of Blockhouse Hill should help protect the identified values —
particularly the original layout and the overall appearance — of Old Town Lunenburg.

The two most common concerns for UNESCO, when dealing with buffer zones, are visual
impact and functional impact.

In terms of visual impact, the most frequent item brought before the World Heritage
Committee is high-rise development adjacent to designated areas. This has caused
significant discussion in cities such as St. Petersburg and Vienna. The primary concern
is when the historic views are significantly impacted or entirely blocked by new buildings.

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

6.0 QUESTIONS OF CLARIFICATION

In terms of functional impact, the most frequent concern is the displacement of
traditional residents and community activities by increased tourism. This has caused
significant discussion, including threats to remove the UNESCO designation, in places
such as Venice.

The implications of these concerns for Blockhouse Hill include the following:

o In relation to visual impact, no new developments in Blockhouse Hill should
negatively affect the views within Old Town Lunenburg or towards the town from
the Front Harbour. The safest way to meet this criteria is to ensure that no new
buildings rise above Sylvia Park when viewed from the harbour, or are visible along
the primary street corridors of Old Town.

« Inrelation to functional impact, any new developments should help sustain a healthy
community. This includes addressing the impacts of tourism on the availability of
affordable housing and community services.

It is hoped that these comments will help clarify the discussion of the UNESCO
designation.

Note About the Author of Section 6.

Julian Smith was a founding member of ICOMOS Canada and is its current Past President.
He has led the Canadian delegation to a number of ICOMOS General Assemblies. He has
undertaken the evaluation of potential World Heritage Sites for ICOMOS, and has been
invited by ICOMOS Committees in a number of countries to advise on the treatment of
World Heritage Sites.

For UNESCO, Julian Smith was a co-author of UNESCO'’s Recommendation on the Historic
Urban Landscape. He was also lead author for UNESCO’s North American Report on
Culture, Heritage and Sustainability, part of the lead-up to the UN Habitat lll conference
in Quito in 2016. As Director of Willowbank, Julian established a Memoranaum of
Understanding with the World Heritage Centre of UNESCO, to allow academic exchange
and the provision of consulting services.
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WORKSHOP 1: LISTENING

AT EXERCISE T RAW DATA
A2 ONLINE SURVEY DATA
A3 EXERCISE 2 RAW DATA
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APPENDIX A: WORKSHOP 1

BLOCKHOUSE HILL

Workshop 1: Listening

Thursday, September 14th, 2023
6:00pm - 8:00pm
Lunenburg Fire Dept. Community Room

25 Medway St, Lunenburg Meciay-Lyons Swestappe

Architects Limited
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APPENDIX A1: WORKSHOP 1 / EXERCISE 1 RAW DATA

TABLE 1 - QUESTION 1: What are some elements that make a good community?
TABLE 1 - QUESTION 2: How do you envision using public open space?
TABLE 1 - QUESTION 3: What are some challenges and/or opportunities the consultant team should be aware of? TABLE 2 - QUESTION 1: What are some elements that make a good community?

f
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APPENDIX A1: WORKSHOP 1 / EXERCISE 1 RAW DATA

TABLE 2 - QUESTION 2: How do you envision using public open space? TABLE 3 - QUESTION 3: What are some challenges and/or opportunities the consultant team should be aware of?
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APPENDIX A1: WORKSHOP 1 / EXERCISE 1 RAW DATA

TABLE 3 - QUESTION 1: What are some elements that make a good community? TABLE 3 - QUESTION 2: How do you envision using public open space?
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APPENDIX A1: WORKSHOP 1 / EXERCISE 1 RAW DATA

TABLE 3 - QUESTION 3: What are some challenges and/or opportunities the consultant team should be aware of? TABLE 4 - QUESTION 1: What are some elements that make a good community?
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APPENDIX A1: WORKSHOP 1 / EXERCISE 1 RAW DATA

TABLE 4 - QUESTION 2: How do you envision using public open space? TABLE 4 - QUESTION 3: What are some challenges and/or opportunities the consultant team should be aware of?
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APPENDIX A1: WORKSHOP 1 / EXERCISE 1 RAW DATA

TABLE 5 - QUESTION 1: What are some elements that make a good community?
TABLE 5 - QUESTION 2: How do you envision using public open space? TABLE 6 - QUESTION 1: What are some elements that make a good community?
TABLE 5 - QUESTION 3: What are some challenges and/or opportunities the consultant team should be aware of? TABLE 6 - QUESTION 2: How do you envision using public open space?
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APPENDIX A1: WORKSHOP 1 / EXERCISE 1 RAW DATA

TABLE 6 - QUESTION 3: What are some challenges and/or opportunities the consultant team should be aware of? TABLE 7 - QUESTION 1: What are some elements that make a good community?
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APPENDIX A1: WORKSHOP 1 / EXERCISE 1 RAW DATA

TABLE 7 - QUESTION 2: How do you envision using public open space? TABLE 7 - QUESTION 3: What are some challenges and/or opportunities the consultant team should be aware of?
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APPENDIX A1: WORKSHOP 1 / EXERCISE 1 RAW DATA

TABLE 8 - QUESTION 1: What are some elements that make a good community? TABLE 9 - QUESTION 1: What are some elements that make a good community?
TABLE 8 - QUESTION 2: How do you envision using public open space? TABLE 9 - QUESTION 2: How do you envision using public open space?
TABLE 8 - QUESTION 3: What are some challenges and/or opportunities the consultant team should be aware of? TABLE 9 - QUESTION 3: What are some challenges and/or opportunities the consultant team should be aware of?
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TABLE 9 - ADDITIONAL COMMENTS

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

APPENDIX A1: WORKSHOP 1 / EXERCISE 1 RAW DATA

TABLE 10 - QUESTION 1: What are some elements that make a good community?
TABLE 10 - QUESTION 2: How do you envision using public open space?
TABLE 10 - QUESTION 3: What are some challenges and/or opportunities the consultant team should be aware of?
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APPENDIX A1: WORKSHOP 1 / EXERCISE 1 RAW DATA

TABLE 10 - ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TABLE 11 - QUESTION 1: What are some elements that make a good community?
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APPENDIX A1: WORKSHOP 1 / EXERCISE 1 RAW DATA

TABLE 11 - QUESTION 2: How do you envision using public open space? TABLE 11 - QUESTION 3: What are some challenges and/or opportunities the consultant team should be aware of?
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APPENDIX A1: WORKSHOP 1 / EXERCISE 1 RAW DATA

TABLE 12 - QUESTION 1: What are some elements that make a good community? TABLE 12 - QUESTION 2: How do you envision using public open space?
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APPENDIX A1: WORKSHOP 1 / EXERCISE 1 RAW DATA

TABLE 12 - QUESTION 3: What are some challenges and/or opportunities the consultant team should be aware of? TABLE 13 - QUESTION 1: What are some elements that make a good community?
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APPENDIX A1: WORKSHOP 1 / EXERCISE 1 RAW DATA

TABLE 13 - QUESTION 2: How do you envision using public open space? TABLE 13 - QUESTION 3: What are some challenges and/or opportunities the consultant team should be aware of?
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TABLE 14 - QUESTION 1: What are some elements that make a good community?
TABLE 14 - QUESTION 2: How do you envision using public open space?
TABLE 14 - QUESTION 3: What are some challenges and/or opportunities the consultant team should be aware of?
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TABLE 15 - QUESTION 1: What are some elements that make a good community?
TABLE 15 - QUESTION 2: How do you envision using public open space?
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APPENDIX A1: WORKSHOP 1 / EXERCISE 1 RAW DATA

TABLE 15 - QUESTION 3: What are some challenges and/or opportunities the consultant team should be aware of?
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ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

Question 1: What are some
elements that make a good
community?

To analyze this data the team looked for similarities
amongst the groups and unique ideas which would add
value and enhance the project as a whole. The following
table provides a legend for themes seen throughout
the responses.

GUIDE

Expectations of People and Leaders
cohesive and involved community
clear and accurate communication

diversity - age
diversity - race
diversity - socioeconomic

Housing - for year long residents

Safety - emotional and physical

recreation -passive
recreation - gardens, green space, trees

history, architecture, and UNESCO

Industry - services, necessities, and transportation
Industry - tourism
Industry - fishing

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

APPENDIX A2: WORKSHOP 1 / ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

People willing to help each other, kindness, inclusive, welcoming to others, progressive, open minded
Enhancing what you have and not creating what you don't need.

opportunities to participate in community breakfasts, events

cohesive, safe, confident, shared prosperity (businesses put back in the community and community puts back
into the businesses, and a happy place where residents feel comfortable and tourists want to come.

Town puts into the community and community puts into the Town

social offerings, openness, aesthetics, education, and basic services.

Members of a community care about each other

shares education about the community, its past, present and future in a non-threatening or divisive way - a way
in which people can learn from it.

| find this exercise somewhat soft and fuzzy and not very helpful.

Primarily, a community where residents feel “good”.

good community services,
Inclusivity of diverse peoples, an age range where young families can engage with seniors,

Walkable streets including schools within walking distance.

Pride and preservation of historic/ heritage resources (and a local tax program that encourages stewardship of
heritage properties)

multiple Third Places

In-town Public Parks

Access to Open Space, Greenways, Passive Recreation

Access to Pedestrian Paths

good and well-maintained infrastructure
a community and local government that maintains and nurtures an environment conducive to private sector
good schools

a local government (including elected officials) that recognize the economic value of Lunenburg's World Heritage
Site designation and governs accordingly

Green open space

Councillors that listen and respect the opinions of the town'’s residents

no development on Blockhouse Hill

Having a council that is willing to listen to the people. Having a council that works for the people and answer's
our pleas to speak with them is where we need to start. Paid sessions with Sweet Apple is not the answer.
Council has created so much unrest, anxiety, and division amongst the town's people. They continue to offend us
and feed into the lack of trust they have created. We will never have a "good community" as long as they

Caring and Sharing

Listening and learning
Lots of green space for the enjoyment of residents and visitors alike
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community cooperation
local government who listens to their constituents

having a town council that listens

community connections

mutual respect

ability to hear each others opinion
cohesion
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community space

green space

This question is extremely broad and it's difficult to see how this directly ties into the discussion around the
potential for developing Blockhouse Hill.

Several areas of open green space for residents to enjoy views, walk on, sit on benches etc.

Preservation of land areas with historical significance.

Mutual respect and mutual aid, assisting those who have less than you.

clean air and water
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Engagement, kindness to others

Ways for townspeople to express their opinion regarding projects that will have a large influence on the

informal meeting spaces

green space

Elected representatives that act with transparency and respect their constituents.

public space, third spaces where people can meet outside their homes.

We have a great community now with lots of services for the citizens.

Concil that listens to voters

One of the single most important elements of a good community is ensuring the will of the majority is respected.
On the topic of Blockhouse Hill, the majority has spoken several times, and has been ignored by current town
A Council that represents and works FOR its constituents instead of using an architect & his company as a
front/to hide behind in order to push an agenda not supported by the majority.

healthy balance of residential, commercial and green spaces

a Town council that actively listens to and engages its constituents

Green public space.

Heritage celebration
Respect
Cooperation

Not developing green space

where the local government/town council are responsive to resident's concerns

When major changes are considered, the council should take an even handed approach and not pit elements of
the town against each other.

Not move ahead with projects in seemingly underhanded actions

Where residents have trust in their government

walkable

amenities
green space
shared vision that supports growth of a town, it's businesses and it's residents.

the ability to progress and survive without changing is what makes this place special.
beign able to succeed at any age

trees

strong local government and people who vote
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effective public health and safety
excellent schools at multiple levels

Quality communities would have minimum 6 month-long residents who can then participate in community

no opportunity for investors to buy any properties for short term rentals,

basic shopping like groceries, etc within walking distance
green space for people and creatures

infilling that is sensitive to the historic UNESCO town and within hertiage planning guidelines (so not so huge
swathes of new housing built on heritage buffer zones or nature corridors)

The ability to progress and survive without changing is what makes this place special.

transit for the less mobile
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Question 1: What are some
elements that make a good
community?

GUIDE

Expectations of People and Leaders
cohesive and involved community
clear and accurate communication

diversity - age
diversity - race
diversity - socioeconomic

Housing - for year long residents

Safety - emotional and physical

recreation -passive
recreation - gardens, green space, trees

history, architecture, and UNESCO

Industry - services, necessities, and transportation
Industry - tourism
Industry - fishing

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT
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growth and forward thinking!
kindness

connection

walk ability to amenities
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having a sense of common history and heritage that is protected

having areas of commerce, worship, leisure

we moved here specifically because we like the history, heritage, peaceful natural areas
elect leaders that standby community values and will represent those values of .

protect heritage and celebrate traditions

prioritize a mix of communication with a goal to engage the public
well thought out decisions that represent values and heritage
open dialogue

caring residents
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do not develop BH Hill or King St Extension

Green space

interconnectedness between people and nature

listening ot the people who's land we steward - the Mi'kmaq
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lots of green space, lots of open space

understanding that not all green space should be accessible to humans
respecting open, untouches spaces that are free from house lights
humility to not impose human vision on all parts of a town.

effective communication between the council and community
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leaders/councillors that openly engage with the town residents.
Transparency and openness by all
nothing worse than secrets and things being done behind your back.

health care
educational opportunities

a focus on the community's history

organic growth from within, not growth imposed by planners and developers
coming together as a community without dividion amongst town folk
sidewalks
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places to remember and cherish the past

not just endless houses (which we need) but places to pause and enjoy too.
Green space

leadership that listens
mixed age population
easy access to shopping restaurants, parks, the waterfront

APPENDIX A2: WORKSHOP 1 / ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

that people are heard
when the governing civic body listens to the citizens it represents
history and heritage

green space - the wild kind. Not manicured parks

involving these people in major decisions that affect these facilities

having a campground accessible to travelers of different means is unique to Lunenburg - it It's a TOURIST town
after all. It's sheer idiocy to sell it for a quick profit. It brings in income for the community, restaurants, gift
shops, etc. Plus film crew base, used in recent flood emergency etc. Lose it, you lose a community asset.

A council that cares about its constituents and listens.

A great place to raise families.
A town council that listens to its constituents
compromising, kindness, empathy, teamwork

Good green space of which there is very little.
Collaborating and kindness

Transparency and openness by all
looks inviting
good education facilities

engagement
access to healthcare

wild greenspaces to accommodate birds, bees, rabbits, deer, foxes, squirrels, chipmunks, and adventurous hikers
schools

playgrounds
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Having a council that listens to what the citizens are saying.

Having a council who does not turn its back on its citizens and , instead , acknowledges their wishes.
If the council is still not sure what the citizens want, hold a plebiscite.

Being able to voice our love and concerns and being heard

people
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houses close together

a common interest in what constitutes the common good
PARKS AND GREEN SPACES

good governance - a council that represents their constituents and remembers that their job is to represent us
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less short term rentals
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friendly, kind people who have a vision of how the community can support all people
a governing body that listens and respects the people

open space for citizens to use

protected sufficient undeveloped green spaces
healthy respect for community history

Trust,

Teamwork

Transparency and openness by all

shared community green space
all stakeholders listening to one another with open and clear communication

everyone working together to make the community a better place
consulting, listening, good communication
respect

cleanliness

compassionate neighbors

green initatives

individuality

amenities

green space and public access to trails, water etc

a community that has adequate facilities to service the population. Ex. Doctors, daycare, schools, recreation etc.

accessible spaces such as trails, parks, gardens, public washrooms and small businesses offering variety of

Collaboration

communication
welcoming

heritage

openness

public parks in high value places. le Point Pleasant. Public Gardens. Central Park NYC, Victoria Park Truro,
Woodlands Park Bridgewater

Green space
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Question 2: How do you
envision using public open
space?

To analyze this data the team looked for similarities
amongst the groups and unique ideas which would add
value and enhance the project as a whole. The following
table provides a legend for themes seen throughout
the responses.

wildlife/nature sanctuary

recreation- passive

musc/arts/indoor venue
amenities

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

APPENDIX A2: WORKSHOP 1 / ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

all things for the public to be used by the public while paying strict attention to climate change

culture events

places of encounter and can facilitate political mobilization, stimulate action, and help prevent crime by being

present health benefits, both physical and mental: people feel better and tend to be more active in attractive
Central park is a terrific example of a public open space - having grown up there, | can honestly say that as achild
| learned more in CP than in the classroom. | learned about a black community that was obliterated in order to
create CP. | learned about politics, attended informal and formal concerts and theatre events, and learned about
nature and climate change more intensely and intimately than any school or university. NY is overrun with

Playgrounds differ from picnic areas

a good community would offer a variety of public spaces

contempletive space (based on the community development theorem that if a space is attractive to locals, it will
passive recreation - walking, hiking, non-motorized travel

well integrated into the daily lives of citizens

zoned appropriately to be preserved (and maintained) in perpetuity

leaving the Lunenburg green open space as green open space

enjoying the wild growth and animal habitats as they are.

no development on Blockhouse Hill

functional for outdoor community and cultural gatherings
leave it as public open space

gardens, benches, space

see above

space for more activity and more passive enjoyment

by leaving it as public open space and not selling it to the highest bidder in a blatant kick-back deal
music, art

family and group activities

quiet space to reflect and enjoy nature

Blockhouse Hill should remain as it is, as it already provides many of the uses of open space
social gatherings

outdoor dining

nature appreciation

environmental conservatism

as public open space
parks/recreation
a healthy balance of public use and residental without the vision of 6 story buildings

as a carbon sink, to protect its biodiversity
a book-basking-education

not developing green space

see #5

sitting

tasteful Development with respect to its surroundings
creating living units to supply external demand while giving the next generation who have been locals their
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mediate
permanent benches, seating/tables

many areas in new town that can be developed for housing

depends which public space is being discussed. In town, or town outskirts - very different neefs.

parks

picnic areas
parks

festivals etc.

picnicking
events
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attending community events
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playgrounds
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child friendly with playground items

accessible structures

already present in the space being proposed for housing

an inexpensive area for campers etc to be able to stay within walking distance of the town

an historic buffer zone, imperative for UNESCO designation

Community gatherings
children's play areas
outdoor activiies

preserved as park land

chatting, relaxing
cultural stuff like music, art shows, theatre, buskers, markets

for community use

I’'m not sure what "open space" means here. But let me say that | support building new housing in Blockhouse

bird watching

lots of grass

community and family events
also to be used as a venue for festivals and cultural/artistic events
and prosperous community. Public open space to boost community engagement

as a means of connecting with nature

staging useful community events and gatherings
Do not develop Blockhouse Hill or King St Extension
| often use public space

well-being

observing nature

space and green space are not the same thing. Green space should be for other creatures and plants of our
planet. It's important that we don't infringe on animal habitat to avoid unwanted encounters and to give animals
the space they need. Our perception of beauty is irrelevant to the value of woodlandsScrub brush or bramble

and buildings

places for people to sit and take in the air and views for those with mobiility issues.
to have space to breathe

for the rest of "public open space" in this town, leave it as it is. People move here and live here because they like
To enjoy family days,
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Question 2: How do you
envision using public open
space?

wildlife/nature sanctuary

recreation- passive

musc/arts/indoor venue
amenities

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

APPENDIX A2: WORKSHOP 1 / ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

nature

the question is how much public space does a town of 2300 people require in 4km squared.
Public space for community, gatherings

family activities
public events
music

there's ample wild "green space" for dog walking etc, in and all around the town, | really don’t' believe we need
encourage use

maintaining and improving our common spaces
not using them for profit driven development

public open space is just that - for the public. It should not be used for housing. Our only public open space in
| have nothing against development in our town. And there are parcels of land that a developer could put
for community events

Christmas events

tourism events
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Using it in the way the majority of residents want, i.e. leave Blockhouse Hill as it is.
Sanitized area

profit

preserved for nature

houses for rich folk

as a location where both are evident
parks

art installations

housing

places for community outdoor events (level areas)

a campground to house visitors (tents, trailers, motorhomes)
buildings or open areas to house displays of industries on which the community was founded
venue for concerts

preservation of green space
sense of well being
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the combination of an RV campsite and community shared space is ideal
using green space with friends and family
preserving all habitats for wildlife
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appreciation of nature

creative space (amphitheatre)

public clean washrooms
year round access
gathering with friends

playing with children

working with what is already there, enhancing it instead of replacing it. Open spaces are hard to come by with a

picnics
opportunities to gather/meet

performing arts

opportunities to engage with nature

mindfulness

parks

Leaving it alone! It's common land and townspeople don't give developers the right to it. Check the recent
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Question 3: What are
some challenges and/or
opportunities the consultant
team should be aware of?

To analyze this data the team looked for similarities
amongst the groups and unique ideas which would add
value and enhance the project as a whole. The following
table provides a legend for themes seen throughout
the responses.

GUIDE

slope and natural terrain for building
climate change

water

cost to taxpayers
housing affordability and availability

tourism
UNESCO

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

APPENDIX A2: WORKSHOP 1 / ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

BHH, the towns lungs, is public land and should not be given away or sold
people want affordable housing which can be put elsewhere in town

challenge - there is no other publicly owned space in the TOL that provides the opportunity for a world-class park
that recognizes pre-British settlement and supports the UNESCO story of settlement to expand and include
Indigenous and Acadian understandings

challenge - in understanding what will be lost forever
opportunity - develop a better understanding of climate change

challenge - a loss of institutional knowledge and commitment ot Lunenburg's World Heritage designation - how
it came to be, the importance of the Buffer Zone to its nomination and acceptance to the World Heritage list, its
economic impact on the community, the importance of managing it competently

opportunity - to approach this design project from the perspective of appropriate treatment of a heritage
landscape - re-establishing Blockhouse Hill to its rightful place in the Buffer Zone "for the protection of the World
Heritage property" either by - choosing the no-build option leavin gthe HIll as is, or - recommending it become a
heritage park -- restored/rehabilitated to the strategic position it held at the time of the British settlement in
Lunenburg, its period of peak historic significance (and, importantly, placed in the context of prior indigenous
settiment and use) -- based upon historical documentation -- and adapted for passive recreation with
interpretive trails and key vantage points visually highlighting the Hill's historic importance.

residents of Lunenburg DO NOT want blockhouse hill developed into housing

no development on Blockhouse Hill

Blockhouse Hil should be kept free of new housing except for revocationing of Harbour View Haven buildings
once they are vacated.

That nobody appears to have thought this through, that developing the area could cause Lunenburg to
lose its UNESCO designation, and that could have devastating economic repercussions. | think that the
consultant team would also be well-advised to consider the reputational repercussions to themselves.
Most of the town is vehemently opposed to the development of Blockhouse Hill

Blockhouse Hill is a historical space that the people of Lunenburg & those of us who live outside town
limits enjoy & want to continue to enjoy...as it is now.

this "project”. Not to mention the UNESCO designation peril that comes with developing the land. In
addition, if the town decides to sell this land, that decision will almost certainly be litigated, so the
consultant team should consider their own liability, and the legal costs the town will incur in litigating the
sale.

That they are not welcome and that their manipulation is apparent to most.

affordability (not just for the mean or median earners)

retaining UNESCO status

Preservation of the UNESCO WORLD HERITAGE Status.

The community doesn’t need luxury condos. It needs housing for single moms who work at the
Independent. Many of the people who grew up in or work retail in Lunenburg cannot afford to live there.
We don't want green spaces developed

See #5

Opportunities would be to create smaller affordable units as a major employer (highliner foods) is minutes from
Blockhouse Hill.

there are significant costs the town might need to incur to upgrade the infrastructure. This might far exceed the
profits from the sale of the land.

Not endangering UNESCO, our business depends on it.

Endangering your UNESCO statis by developing the buffer zone.

many people don't want development on Blockhouse Hill
be an option.

cost of infastructure

heritage designation

how can site be shared by the community

community wishes

UNESCO designation

the need for truly public space for now and for the future

who elected consultants again?

specific to what?

developing plans for housing on land areas that are not on steep hills.

opportunity - show the residents of town the potential in this site and that it doesn't have to be "ruined.
Explain the importance of the "missing middle" of housing and show that it can be in and of itself a new, active,
beautiful neighborhood.

opportunity - replace the RV park with something of value to the broader community...be it a variety of housing
the status quo is not a good option for the community

affordable housing
maintaining/enhancing UNESCo designation

Our community requires affordable housing for community residents to include all ages and incomes. A
village within a town is a concept which includes a variety of housing types within a neighbourhood.
Affective Residential housing requires determinants to prevent ownerships for AirB&B or 2nd homes for
vacationers, for instance limiting ownership to residents of 6 months or longer also requiring AirB&B's to
be similar to boarding lets, as a part of the resident's home.

development, as it doesn’t address the true needs of the town in a sustainable way. Yes, we need more
housing, but it can’t be all in one place. The most successful solutions, from what | have read
happening in other cities and towns world wide, is infilling, and self build for affordable, sustainable
housing that doesn't require a big footprint and the use of buffer zones and already well established
green space for building. So | suggest you come up with a solution that uses the buildable pockets of
land that the town owns throughout Lunenburg, and that includes the possibly proposed to be vacant
nursing home property (though that may not be owned by town it is best solution and a deal should be
struck to make it an affordable property for development), if the nursing home is successful in buying
the Hall St property. And that the planners, developers, town population, all support that transition. You
could be the first Nova Scotian developer to build an affordable sustainable passiv haus nursing home!
And passiv haus affordable, historically sensitive housing! Wouldn't that be a thing for Lunenburg to

Opportunity to lead the way and make small (actually) affordable housing for those on lower incomes. Eg. Small
homes (not tiny homes). Funded by not for profit companies. Not rented to short term leases. Only available to
rent. Taking the wealthy from away out of the picture for buying to let on air b&b. Follow the lead of some
progressive places that care about their community and make the short term rental units only apply to those
linked to the dwelling of the owner and not people's 2nd/3rd/4th property

The majority of Lunenburg residents do not want this development.

The majority of townspeople do not want the hill developed.

we skew old and retired. and cause we're old we have aches and pains and it makes us grumpy. we need more
young working people.

need more housing, and a mix of housing

have a pretty big contingent of people who think the UNESCO designation means somehow freezing the design
of the town at some arbitrary historical date. Like colonial Williamsburg or the Disney Villages, or Venice. Again
nice to visit but who wants to live there. We need more people to live and work here. Not just for tourism but
Maybe that's good for us and people will visit us instead. But maybe not. Attracting more remote knowledge
workers would be good.

All of this is beyond your scope of work, but we need a mix of housing for these different groups.

Environmental Impact

If building overlooking the Back Harbour, water run-off, soil erosion, destruction of natural habitat
protection of historical areas
heritage/historical signage
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Question 3: What are
some challenges and/or
opportunities the consultant
team should be aware of?

GUIDE

slope and natural terrain for building
climate change

water

cost to taxpayers
housing affordability and availability

tourism
UNESCO
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providing accessibility

Do not develop Blockhouse Hill or King St Extension

priority also lies in housing affordable to those who make minimum wages and who are unhoused, not to those
who can afford whatever is being proposed on that site
The land at Blockhouse Hill is in a UNESCO town and buffer zone - you can lose UNESCO designation

Can the care home not be expanded in this space? Give our elderly a space that's gorgeous as they live their last
challenge - climate chage and erosion and rising sea levels

technical challenges, such as the providion of sewer and water to any new development

There is a lot of talk on the subject of insurance companies refusing to insure new builds with basements so any
new builds should not have basements

There are no bylaws in Lunenburg that require a new build to protect their neighbours from the precipitation run
off from their properties , especially roofs . Where will all this water go in torrential downpours ? The natural
nature of the hill simply sucks it up now . Will it run into the sewer system which is strained now or into the back
harbour (is that even legal? ) Maybe it will pit neighbours against each other .

There are two experts on UNESCO just as qualified as your expert who have done hours of research that debunk
your claim that our UNESCO status is not at risk by building in our (previously common land) buffer zone . Over
1000 people have expressed concern about this by joining a group "Friends of Blockhouse Hill" | urge your
people to join it to understand our concerns

"Challenges"? not sure what you mean by that. Just leave Blockhouse Hill alone !!

The challenges | see are separating the needs of those people that live within the 4 km? that is a
Lunenburg and pay taxes and those people who are extraneous to the community

There's an opportunity here to show that new builds can and will improve and support the community.

There are only so many jobs in Lunenburg. There is no need to over-build in a small historic town.
Bridgewater is close by - heed what they are doing in terms of affordable housing.

UNESCO HERITAGE DESIGNATION IS IMPORTANT TO THE COMMUNITY, TO NOVA SCOTIA,
AND TO CANADA. MANY CITIZENS WORKED HARD TO ACHIEVE THIS GOAL. DON'T LOOSE IT.

The opportunity to create and improve upon our common lands will ultimately encourage development in other

We Lunenburgers aren't against developing, but choose another parcel of land to develop
Blockhouse Hill is in the UNESCO part of Lunenburg

It's history. We don't want it disturbed. It's been a historical part of Lunenburg since 1753 when Lunenburg was
purchase and take in the sights whether it be a sail on the iconic Bluenose, a tour by horse and buggy, a walking
tour

Lunenburg's Blockhouse Hill needs to be left alone and another site chosen to develop

Of course we need housing but with harbor view moving do a land swap and use the current property for
conversion to affordable housing.

Keep at least half of the campgrounds open to tourists. If we convert that to properties the business will not get
the same summer bump. It will mean a significant change to the business models. With Wheelhouse motel and
the campgrounds closed the town is loosing overnight revenue. No late night ice cream, grocery trips, and
especially restaurants. People tend to not stay as late if they have to drive out further. Let us encourage them to
linger and use a few other options to increase housing such as harbor view.

Also, are there options coming into town? Where we might build mini versions of Lunenburg houses and sell for
less allowing seniors and young families to buy mini houses that fit the old town architecture but are more
affordable for a small footprint? Build close together like a scaled down version of the town with brightly colored
houses and even a pop up shop or two. Instead of the two faux houses use that land for little Lunenburg to greet
new folks. Make it either rentals or purchase with stipulations it must be full yr residence.

The opportunity to develop the housing is immense

The opposition to selling off Blockhouse Hill is huge. The implications for losing Unesco status. Maybe
find another location in the town. The area already serves a purpose.

The opposition to the overall plan

financial constraints

Blockhouse Hill not utilized to full potential

to not dispose of any area which would force UNESCO to withdraw it's designation

People cant afford outrageous price tags,indirectly & directly.More housing needed but not at the expense of
being expensive and unaffordable to the masses.

Feel very strongly that the charm of Lunenburg hangs in the balance. Please don't dismiss the
residents’ wishes. This is not the right thing to do. Once it's gone it's gone and it's a slippery slope to
the piecemeal decay of the town. It's a mistake to believe the town’s success depends on anill
conceived, ineffectual housing project. Please do not develop Blockhouse Hill.

Downtown is already compact built. Why not choosing other areas of new town or change the industrial
zoning to a constructible one to transfer the plans to another place?

A bunch of entitled, white boomers who are trying to stop progress that would allow families and
younger people have access to living in town

low income housing important (not affordable - it doesn't exist!)

I'm not yet on board with full development unitl | hear, see and understand the design

The land should be a park. Highest value land should belong to the people of Lunenburg.
You know the challenges. Public support
Opportunity is to leave the space as is.

Building on a hill in a town already seemingly stretched seems unwise. More rainwater run off, less trees, and
less easily accessible (ie can walk to) green space offers less amenity to the residents of Lunenburg who work
hard and spend a lot of money to maintain their homes/usually do not have big yards
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APPENDIX B: WORKSHOP 2

BLOCKHOUSE HILL

Workshop 2: Visioning

Thursday, October 19th, 2023
6:00pm - 9:00pm
Lunenburg Fire Dept. Community Room

25 Medway St, Lunenburg Meciay-Lyons Swestappe

Architects Limited
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TABLE 1
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TABLE 4
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APPENDIX C: WORKSHOP 3

BLOCKHOUSE HILL

Workshop 3: Options

Thursday, November 16th, 2023
6:00pm - 9:00pm
Lunenburg Fire Dept. Community Room

LOERs0RG)
25 Medway St, Lunenburg Meciay-Lyons Swestapple

Architects Limited
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Option 3A: Commons Crescent
(Double Loaded)

Option 3B: Commons Crescent
(Single Loaded)

Option 2: Out of Sight

Option 4A: Park

(Current)

Option 4B: Park
(Designed)

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3A: Commons Crescent
{Double Loaded)

Option 4A: Park
(Current)
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What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used fo fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.
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Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used fo fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.
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Option 3A: Commons Crescent
(Double Loaded)

Option 4A: Park
(Current)
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Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
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M : Bl S
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must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.
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study.
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Option 3A: Commons Crescent
(Double Loaded)

Option 2: Ou of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent

Option 4A: Park
(Current)
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Option 1: Town Square Option 3A: Commons Crescent
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Option 4A; Park
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study.
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study.
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Optlon 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A; Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park

Option 2: Out of Sight
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Optlon 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)
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Option 2: Out of Sight

Option 3B: Commons Crescent
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Option 4A: Park
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Option 4B: Park
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APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 4A: Park
(Current)

= o = 4 ] T s =
Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent
(Single Loaded) (Designed) (Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 i i
[ 36 seume scaacq | Fowne o [ 2 ] e
Rank#2 [ 9 oy of sigw | Rank#2 | 34 |
Please Note: Al 6 options listed Please Note: All 6 options listed
Rank #3 - . above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, +4B) Rank #3 above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 44, + 4B)
L 3 B - commons  cre scent —I must be used to il the ranking I | | must be used to fill the ranking
Rank #4 - boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete _ boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
HA - cur ent j surveys cannot be used in this Rank #4 L 35 I surveys cannot be used in this
Rank #5 1 - XownN Sq{U\ Q‘rc | sn’dy' Rank #5 l l“A StUdy'
A4 N
Rank #6 L"\ B - pox¥ | (Least Favourite) Rank #6 l V‘B | (Least Favourite)
What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options? What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
“Would iK€ an exXension OF Yempl ST YO eveare Onother adjd@nt \cop #7 (Od— g’?ﬁk) w—ﬁﬂ.. M M lﬁu{m '(ﬁn_ Uneed
- \wWomd Wee opon foy small \M\'\Sd\\ows as an ophien Mstead o¢ u3 A 6 " "

o \ouses s ( u?’,;ﬁu bk meéf:aw
#3&%-3 ﬁam,uﬁ& o 2 buidhn su amed wadi ks,
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\. Option 2: Out of Sight

~» .Option 3A: Commons Crescent
(Double Loaded)

Option 3B: Commons Crescent
(Single Loaded)

Option 4A: Park

(Current)

Option 4B: Park
(Designed)

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Slght Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)

Rank#1 [Qp o # Z-

Rank #2 Igwﬂ" 2A

Rank #3 |®w 1“4’/\‘

Rank #4 Ll S,B .
Rank#5 | 7 ]
Rank #6 D #%B

|
|
|
|
|
|

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

(Favourite)

A4
(Least Favourite)

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, +4B)
must be used fo fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Rank #1 L, 8

Rank#2 | op }
et [ -
Rank#4 | 2 ]
Rank#5 | WA |
Rank#6 | | ]

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary optlons7

(Favourite)
Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.

v
(Least Favourite)

N pks The Aoles Z
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APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

i ! Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park (Double Loaded) (Current)

(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Cqmmons Crescent Option 4B: Park (Single Loaded) (Designed)
(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 " \ 3 (Favourite)
Rank #1 lg,élﬁ | (Favourite) La Out &ﬁ“ %-\55@\:& |
; Rank #2 \ — \
fRankifa l_ﬁ /A ] | oumn S =, Srgmuain l Please Note: All 6 options fisted
L Please Note: All 6 options listed above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, +4B)
R k o f 1 & 'y d ]
Rank #3 Lﬁj ﬁ' | abozcz(t 2 3’? ?ﬁ :A‘ +48) ank#3 | 3 6 Com Lk O(-e SO—L must be used to fill the ranking
must be used to fill the ranking 5 ] boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank #4 J 3 g T boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete Rank #4 ‘ % A Comnmenwn CN‘%T surveys cannot be used in this
surveys cannot be used in this study.
Rank #5 4 ’ St Rank #5 If\% — P&X‘k_Wd I
A4
A4 Rank #6 (Least Favourite)
Rank #6 L I | (Least Favourite) l A‘ 75( |

What do you like and disike about the prlminar optons?, What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
- 7 3\\&9_/—\’5&?0\1&/\,01 \*OOdUOUJ—»i {5;0
\c o @/ W IRV S
W%m o S Lwn e
VMUM-Q.’ L8,
“”U"S é M\,\/\O\D\*\.O\/\
DA OAAAJ; O- W®uuwt Ttoum
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Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A; Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B; Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)

Rank #1 L WL@ q_ 5 I (Favourite)

Rank #2 [ OPT 27 ﬁ ‘ Please Note: All 6 options listed
Rankts | 0PT U4A | it 50 50 h kg
Rk | 0P 3k 1 Suveyscomat o st s
Rank #5 L of1 1 —’ =

Rank #6 L (ol al I (Lea?tT:avourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

Hard So¢ me 4o i4ualize |n7r’e’75 and 24 r%s traftic

@p%oms W}ap ON 0{&/\5;4;1 w,>1‘wns ,%f/(; i

@thf) (v poheet and “:5\[2} ff\o \Ces

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

(Favourite)

Rank #2 L R e g U O
Renk#3 | DPTL~ 3

|

|

|

Rank #4 ’ 0?\"*‘]"( "{ |

Rank#ts | oPTiel 1A | J

Rank #6 L o\ g —’ (Least'l:avourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.
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Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Sight Optlon 3B: Commons Crescent Optlon 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
{Double Loaded) (Current)

Optlon 2: Out of Slght Option 3B: Commons Crescent Optlon 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)

Rank #1 @ Double (oaded (vwang (resapd;  (Favourite)

Rank #2 Lz out of Sight [
Please Note: All 6 options listed

Rank 43 . ud above (1, 2, 34, 3B, 4A, +4B)
‘ 38 Sirgle loacs ] must be used to fill the ranking

boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete

Rank #4 ‘ 1 TOWV‘ jqfum’@ I surveys cannot be used in this
Rank#5 | 48 Pavic Designed | A study.

4
Rank #6 ﬁA Pork O‘*VW’V“{' —' (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

-k awaont of Aoy 1n 3R wuld ik € o Hype of oty vy
WAS  mave  pied .

- ¢ m“‘ | dF ﬁﬂ/ «@ <
" mf@?%{ f’:if@ ’ l:; ;ah 1 would ZPQMM Hoan B0 1t cpprt

:L}L’Q o Mails + cd}nmchw{-j
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Rank #1 Lophm 1

Rank#2 {900 1

Rank#3 | oghon 3 4

Rank #4 [Ophbn 3B

Rank #5 ’ Ophon B

|
?
|
|
Rank #6 lOphon 4 A —'

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

(Favourite)
Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.

Vv
(Least Favourite)
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7
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APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

— 2 - - Option 1: Town Square Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A; Park
Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park (Double Loaded) (Current)
(Double Loaded) (Current) | _ i : = .

: " = . Option 2: Out of Sight OptlonSB: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park (Single Loaded) (Designed)
(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 l é( 4 g) ’ (Favourite)
Rank#t [ ¢ Ughs / (Favourite) AR,
1on
L T Rank #2 - |)
Rank #2 1 /0 ) 7 0’&/ | a— LMM@E}—@Q Please Note: All 6 options listed
frpllro2 Please Note: All 6 options listed Rank #3 L U U ( 'L above (1,2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
Rank #3 L@ 7‘—r%/ é 7% I above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4?) 5 S'\ ) must be used to fill the ranking
/0 : Lnust b;e :;,sed tg t(iill tlhe ranklmiq Rank #4 | ;L e 5 b ] boxes 1 through 6. Incomplefe
oxes 1 through 6. Incomplete . v ' surveys cannot be used in this
Rank #4 [ QQW g~ j— 5_4 ’ surveys cannot be used in this [ l Tz 3& J studyy
stuay. Rank #5 QLo
Rank #5 | Option. 1 B ] J a4k e | v
Rank #6 Least Favourite
Rank #6 l 007‘;‘9-7,_ ‘f'—)ﬂ’/ T (Least Favourite) e v | )
What d i :j ot d - Hane? What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
at do you like and dislike about the preliminary options’
— i , Do nor Cons et OFNER LINTONE.
’ s 0 e ) OUSER —
T like KT oF P T s (s TUE-Weono (Zacs ToDevewp, [ae
T ohsite Hhe Conce” oy Tiny homes o Bt s o Berme Suoer
e = 1slike e onCep & /“; 7! )/ . R BU 0P ) EAJT -
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Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 1: Town Square Option 3A: Commons Crescent
(Double Loaded)

Optlon 2 Out of Slght Option 3B: Commons Crescent
(Single Loaded)

Option 4A: Park
(Current)

Optlon 4B: Park
(Designed)

(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 l A0 PARY (/Uﬂﬁﬁ\ﬂ/ 1 (Favourite)
Rank #2 ) Sy
o I—ALB PPI{LK pE_')ICtNED —l Please Note: All 6 options listed

above (1,2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used to fill the ranking

Rk | A COMoNy CRE (CNa¥] |
Rank#4 | J% 001 (OF SGHT | Suveys camet b usad s
Ranks | 34 CouoNs OREcctNT (pf) e

Renk#6 | 1. TOWN S0 ARE - | ko

(Least Favourite)
What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

LIKE VARIETN CF ook
MU KE: LA GF COMMONS CRES . aPTDN
IMAGIN )odl

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Rank #1 |[, TE(’UN SQUARE
Rank#2 | 5, quT GESICHT

Rank#th | 2 (3. ComMING peScEnT
Rank #5 | HPr Desened PARK

\

|
|
Rank #3 ] A, CorrmOoNS cp GS("@\,ﬂ
|
|
|

Rank #6 | “9A. {AF\!‘-ZK

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

/

(Favourite)

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used fo fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.

(Least Favourite)

e \LOUL e dea &Q cCoNVLL
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Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A; Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)

Option 2: Out of Sight

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Optlon 3A: Commons Crescent Optlon 4A; Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 3B: Commons Crescent Optlon 4B: Park

Rank #1 L ‘ (Favourite)
Rank #2
[ \ ] Please Note: All 6 options listed

above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)

AT | 3) A —’ must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete

Rank #4 l 2‘) &) —I surveys cannot be used in this
study.

Rank #5 I 8 64 l J

- 4
Rank #6 L 4 A I (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
2 )y ke ViEW Qla‘\f\

reen Spated qreat
@ c\,C\ don! ¥ want+ Yo sce &lL ‘acd‘—t.

VA YRS S poee.
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G 2

(Single Loaded) (Designed)
(Favourite)

Rank #2 ICD‘\*.m \

Please Note: All 6 options listed

Rank #3 I ajhm 3&

above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used to fill the ranking

|
|
|

‘i boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this

Rank #4 Igpthm 3b

Rank#5 | 1N Y

| stuay.

Rank #6 | Cphen H2

W
I (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

s of greod Crdies and glad af Counc |
Nas \Gmawf posed o o anead.
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Option 3A: Commons Crescent
(Double Loaded)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent
(Single Loaded)

Option 4A: Park

(Current)

Option 4B: Park
(Designed)

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

(Double Loaded)

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Optlon 4A: Park

{Current)

Option 2: Out of Slght Optlon 3B: Commons Crescent Optlon 4B: Park

(Single Loaded)

(Designed)

sl ‘ Towr Soand
Renk#2 | o, o F SIGHT
Renk#3 | A 4

Rank #4 [3@

Rank #5 I 4 0

Rank #6 | 1A

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

.

(Favourite)

A4
(Least Favourite)

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1,2, 3A, 3B, 4A, +4B)
must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.

REdy €u (/'oé, TUE PET Gy Koty M) //Dd..)ﬁ-/;

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Rank #1 l \TC)N‘\/\ S)HAO‘(\Q— l (Favourite)
wor [0 Lok ]
Rank #3 | g\ﬂ\ c ’
Rkt | 2 © |
Rank #5 LQF \Ai 1
WV
Rank #6 [ \‘\ _V) ’ (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used fo fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.

Rease @\ea%& \D\e_aﬁﬁ male
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X0 \)U\a\)&& osk ol oy u\_(S/\ as Possie,
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Ul | VO | oot
Option 1: Town Square Option 3A: Commons Crescent
{Double Loaded)

LMl [

Option 4A; Park
(Current)

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

L Fiabadl | P i ="
Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

o

.......

N/ & ek | P e A ka1 P
Option 2: Out of Sigh Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 l 2. | (Favourite)
Rank #2
I 36 l Please Note: All 6 options listed
Rank #3 ' 1 ] above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used to fill the ranking
Rank #4 I 28 ] boxes 1 through 6. Incorpplgte
surveys cannot be used in this
’ fudy.
Rank #5 | 48 ‘ —
\'4
Rank #6 | 48 } (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

> @ rE SEVL views (roen vh Yo

= (ke Wm‘an alcess o Luycharboui

-3/ dortset this oS a wiony fo  (ncreasd S‘\Y\S\(qu; (efrnched kov&‘«r\jsh)c,gj o‘o ﬁ'Dr\‘i.
WO bt Imome artv= ¢ bue 1 e S;,Sm Mu;ny el W dattd o dopleves.,

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

a . 5 1 & L. ks
Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 IiA ’ (Favourite)
Rank #2 L | |
Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
Rank #3 ’ 9\ ’ must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank #4 | /3 A I surveys cannot be used in this
study.
Renk#5 | 3 | L
WV
Rank #6 ‘:!' 6 | (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

Deuel,emtni shonld be fcnstd on ofblr toun-awned [agds fhat can be mere atbocdalfe
anJ‘hi:)'m»Jmllj withad NG 3o conctnS - (£ g have & va!f-s fhe fand Cove: dos 4,
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Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A; Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of S|ght Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

v Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A. Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Rank #1 M T J/__MW \ . 7 (Favoure)

Rank #2 k.
an [A-Q ‘_PML — XS I‘f—» . ' Please Note: All 6 options listed

. above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 44, +4B)
RANED | 3A C;M'JV:»DK)&L LZ A ' must be used to fill the ranking

boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank #4 ] 2D Cresee %" 6 uujt& SBI surveys cannot be used in this
study.
Rank #5 [ = OU_L e §’\tz 2—[ J
-~ d
Rank#6 | | 3 | (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
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BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

N fe }-e-pccn:éJQ.
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s

Optlon 2: Out of Slght v Option 3B: Commons Crescent Optlon 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 l 2, % ] (Favourite)
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
Rankik I % A'A— must be used to fill the ranking

boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete

Rank #2. l_g ﬁ —|| Please Note: All 6 options fisted
|
|
l

Rank #4 ‘ 4% surveys cannot be used in this
tudy.
Rank s | A 2 —
N/
Rank #6 | ‘ (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
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Optlon 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Sigh Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park

Option 3A: Commons Crescent.
(Double Loaded) (Current)

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 4A: Park

Option 3B: Commons Crescent Optlon 4B: Park

(Single Loaded) (Designed)

(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 L oot 3 A | (Favourite)
Rank #2 ~
[ oerro 36 ' Please Note: All 6 options listed

above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)

Ry ‘ o27IoA Z [ must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete

Rank #4 ‘ ofmenN \ surveys cannot be used in this
study.

Rank #5 l Oomom 4 1% I b

Rank #6 L Olriond YA ’ (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
Lte¥ Low Ceby (Jrvsmit

Rank #3 T ‘MWSA/ Ut b i X 7
Rank #4 I — u’q /ﬁg/pgq r\/
4

Renk#5 | Aq 3
Rank#s | L\,c)@@,\adﬁ,aﬁm (

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

(Favourite)

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1,2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.

A4
(Least Favourite)
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Optron 3A: Commons Crescent
(Double Loaded)

Option 2: Out of Srght Option 3B: Commons Crescent

Option 4A:; Park

(Current)

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Optton 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Optron 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 l 7. (Favourite)
Rank #2
' 3 '4 Please Note: All 6 options listed

Rank#3 | Y7 |

Rank #4 [éf/ (,f H»

Rank#s |4 (5

Rank# | Z(2

|
|
|
|
|
|

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

\’4
(Least Favourite)

above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)

must be used fo fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.

jcoc/ Jreen Sfcr .

MPorrferd Fo High mboct e C&(owr“\ H

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent 7 Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 | 9 - oud U‘A— u&xj Q(/d. ] (Favourite)
7] Ll
Rank #2 2
I 5 A - LomMonsd CMQ&) | Please Note: All 6 options listed

above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)

Rank #3 —
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study.
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Option 1: Town Square Option 3A: Commons Crescent
(Double Loaded)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent
(Single Loaded)

Option 4A: Park
(Current)

Option 4B: Park
(Designed)

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park

Rank #1 '_Lt A~ P s ® (. M_d; (Favourite)
Rank#2 | 48 - Porle - Dy oicined)
Rank #3 & a0
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Rank #5 { A~ Dut o gfs.?tﬁ:"

v

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, +4B)
must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.

Rank #6 L I (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
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Option 2: Out of Sight
(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 ‘ ey | (Favourite)
Rank #2 ’
[ 56 ’ Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
Rank #3 l D\ | must be used fo fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
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What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
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Opt|on 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Slght Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)

Rank #1 L 4 @
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Rank #2 f
‘ A J Please Note: All 6 ophions listed
Rank #3 l "76 | above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 44, + 4B)
2 must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank #4 | ?‘) & I surveys cannot be used in this
tudy.
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APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2 Out of S|ght Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 ‘ 1: TOWN SQUARE | (Favourite)
Rank #2 . Comvmonp
[ 2A° Cuscoril J Please Note: All 6 options listed
R \ L above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
ank #3 | L outl of segit I must be used to fill the ranking
. 7 4 boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank #4 1 58\ lommord OUAM J surveys cannot be used in this
study.
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Option 3A: Commons

Crescent Option 4A: Park

(Double Loaded) (Current)

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3A: Commons Crescent
(Double Loaded)

Option 2: Out of Slght Option 3B: Commons Crescent
(Single Loaded)

Option 4A: Park
(Current)

Optlon 4B: Park
(Designed)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 L 3 A l (Favourite)
Rank #2 ‘ 5B |
Please Note: All 6 options listed
Rank #3 | R G 2 1 above (1, 2, 34, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
= must be used fo fill the ranking
Rank #4 ; boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
L @ Lt B ‘I surveys cannot be used in this
Rank #5 L(’/ A | sty
| N\ 4
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What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
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Yo,

Rank #1 | MM 1_% _Q;ng © ‘ (Favourite)

Rk 2 | (g —=uely St |
Rk b‘o"hwk%ﬂs ~Comsvnar (SEEL
Rank #4135~ it S cftelhada
Renkts | Joton YA —C oo |

b4

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.
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What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
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Option 3A: Commons Crescent
(Double Loaded)

L" '
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Option 2: Qut of Sigh Option 3B: Commons Crescent

Option 4A: Park
(Current)

Option 4B: Park

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 1: Town Square Option 3A: Commons Crescent
(Double Loaded)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent

1 I S
Option 4A: Park
(Current)

(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 LZ [ (Favourite)
Rank #2
| 3’4 | Please Note: All 6 options listed
Rank #3 I 3 & —J above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4?)
£ must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank #4 [ / | surveys cannot be used in this
study.
Rank#5 | < /5 ] d
| %

(Least Favourite)

Rank #6 [ '?LA—
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What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, +4B)
must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.
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Option 1: Town Square Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
' (Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Optlon 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 1: Town Square Option 3A: Commons Crescent
(Double Loaded)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent
(Single Loaded)

Option 4A: Park
(Current)

Option 4B: Park 3
(Designed)
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What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

(Favourite)

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.
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Optron 3A: Commons Crescent
{Double Loaded)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 38 Commons Crescent
(Single Loaded)

Option 4A: Park

(Current)

Option 4B: Park
(Designed)

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Rank #1 W(Oﬂ & @ET% 0+ 6 p QH‘| (Favourite)
Rerk 42 L(onhon -Tp <Marw |

Rank #3 0 -
Rank #4 “’_D’h()ift 2@ 5¢ “Q&LOW
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Rank #6 ’_OMrOVl a k

What do you like and dislike about the prehmrnary options?

W
[ (Least Favourite)

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, +4B)
must be used fo fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.
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Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 I /_L [ (Favourite)
Rank#2 | 7 ]
Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1,2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
s [ m T must be used fo fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank #4 Ij 6 [ surveys cannot be used in this
study.
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Option 1: Town Square Option 3A: Commons Crescent

(Double Loaded)

| O

Option 4A: Park
(Current)

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park

Option 2: Out of Sight
(Single Loaded) (Designed)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #2 1
| @? 2A Please Note: All 6 options listed
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Rank #5 iiE ]

Rank #6 l 4A —|

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
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above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)

must be used fo fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this

study.
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Rank #1
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What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
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APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 1: Town Square Option 3A: Commons Crescent Optlon 4A: Park

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

(Double Loaded) (Current)

Opiion}?: Outf Sight S Option 38: qmmons Crescen Option 4B: Park | Option 2: Out of Slgh l. Optio 3B: mmonsrescent Optlon-4B. Park
(Single Loaded) {Designed) (Single Loaded) {Designed)
Rank #1 J @G_;hbn G ..i?-,.ﬂ‘ gg‘hm % "‘”ff (Favourite) Rank #1 [ sk o) o) [ (Favourite)
<
Renki2 | Ot 150 A | Please Note: All 6 options listed Rank #2. | @?h ov | | Please Note: All 6 options listed
Renkts | Opfion A | it o usod 0l e g Rark#d | Ofion, 2T | oo usod 0l i ranking
Rank# | Option 4 | suneys camot 5 usog 115 Rankt# | (Bohon 3O | Sunoys canot b 1o 1 15
IRaGE2 LOpﬁor\ 3B ’ = Rank #5 ‘ i | =
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APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)' .

(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed) (Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 | 2 ouwtaf glq_ o ’ (Favourite) Rank #1 l ‘ﬁ.‘: 2 (Favourite)
Rank #2 Rank #2 ;
| DA . ba“J" ke Lo adet ] Please Note: All 6 options listed l # 3 A Please Note: All 6 options listed

Rank #3 QW‘I-F‘b“"*C )

Rank #4 l 36 Commms S:—mqk Loadeﬂ

above (1,2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)

must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.
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A8 esigned Patic |

(Least Favourite)
hat do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
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Rank# | 4 43
Rank #5 L# 1/,4*

Rank#s | #E |

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

v
(Least Favourite)

|
|
Renk#3 | & 3 B J
|
|
|

above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)

must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.
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APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Common Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed) (Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 | ,2 | {Favourite) Rank #1 L 2, | {Favourite)
Rank #2 Rank #2 4
| f ’ Please Note: All 6 options listed I l Please Note: All 6 options listed
Rank #3 [ 3 | above (1, 2, 34, 38, 4A, + 4B) Rank #3 l 20 | above (1, 2, 34, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used fo fill the ranking must be used fo fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank #4 ' A'g { surveys cannot be used in this Rank #4 I 2% ' surveys cannot be used in this
; tudy.
Rank #5 |£A ‘ study Rank #5 ‘ 4 B 1 =
- v v
Rank #6 I j B J (Least Favourite) Rank #6 l 47L\ I (Least Favourite)
What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options? What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
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Option 3A: Commons Crescent
(Double Loaded)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B; Commons Crescent

Option 4A: Park
(Current)

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

vof)tion 3A: Commons Crescent
(Double Loaded)

\/Gptlon 2: Out of Slght Option 3B: Commons Crescent
(Single Loaded)

@ption 4A: Park
(Current)

Option 4B: Park
\V (Designed)

Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 Llf.g | (Favourite)
Rank #2
1 W A J Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1,2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
Renk 3 | 554 3 B | must be used to fl the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank #4 | 3 /-\ ] surveys cannot be used in this
study.
Rank #5 | XL '
A4
Rank #6 [ | l (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
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BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Rank #1 [ Ot J\: Siand (o?rwﬁ*ajl (Favourite)
Rank #2 A D uhl ; ,5

Rank#3 | . . = D [

Rank #4 ,anr\ ggzlume COY'T D l
Renk#5 | [l Desigerd Corc8) ]

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.
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What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
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APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 1: Town Square Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park J
(Double Loaded) (Current) |

Optlon 2: Out of S|ght Option 3B: Commons Crescent Opt|on 4B: Park

Option 2: Ot of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park .
(Single Loaded) (Designed) (Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank#1 | 7 i
Rank #1 1 O non 2. ! (Favourite) | a —I (aveurts)
Rank#2 | ¢ ' 0 | Renk#2 | | |
an (i — Please Note: All 6 options listed
OP ‘\h avat ) Please Note: All 6 options listed Rank #3 liﬁ /\ ] above (1, 2, 34, 3B, 44, + 48)
Rank #3 JQ D {_7 87 "2, p) | abmﬁ’(t 2 3’? ?il?t: A + :B) must be used to fill the ranking
] bmot)l;:s :t‘;frzugz 6 Inmp;gfe Rank #4 | 3 E ’ boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank # | &) ({)“]‘fby\ : | l surveys cannot be used in this T zgjr;;ys e usediinidis
Rank#s | O pon Y1 | study. Rank#s | L N j -
an p \ A N/
[ Rank #6 ' L/ B T (Least Favourite)

Rank #6 [ QP\QOV\ HA

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
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What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
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APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

= % 3 /2 === Option 3A: Commons Crescent Optlon 4A: Park
Option 1: Town Square Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park (Double Loaded) (Current)

(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Slght Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park )
(Single Loaded) (Designed) (Single Loaded) (Designed)
. © .
Rank#1 | A7) {0 n 2. | (Favourite) e l | ! (Favourite)
= Rank #2

Rank #2 J /C?jq@ R J —— [ Z ] Please Note: All 6 options fisted

k —& 5 ptions listed

Rank #3 | 2A above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
Rank #3 | L- ‘3) a l ?nt:;(?sﬁgbszég?é ;ft: :r;z% must be used fo fill the ranking
— L : b | boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete Rank #4 LEB I boxes 1 fhfougthbﬁ- lncomt;ﬁ_fe
an e ")) surveys cannot be used in this 1 q ] :;ﬁ;;ys cannot e used in this
study. Rank #5 e '

Rank #5 i

o - | M

‘ Rank #6 L} E | (Least Favourite)

(Least Favourite)

Rank #6 | "‘/ R
What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
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Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)

uLﬁ&«{;ﬂchxﬁQw;\p

Rank #1 I | b Wit mQCQA,LLw\ JQDS‘ct{ ,{»O‘t%nte)

Rank #2 >
I 'Q I Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
RADK(ES ‘ must be used to fill the ranking
; boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank #4 { 5 P) | surveys cannot be used in this
; study.
Rank #5 | 4B |
N/
Rank #6 I ’ (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

gy l»b?.\f\ i
\ o dbacke w choQ.aJC
Ry vy fﬁ&i i iy SR

—one o guaat but wii /w&ghf@j WM

-

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park

(Single Loaded) (Designed)
P
Rank #1 - - S(‘ . (Favourite)
Rank #2 ' ‘
.l = - Please Note: All 6 options listed
Rank #3 t \ e above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
= 1§ must be used fo fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank #4 ‘ Q\ﬂ 1""\" %\3 - ém&l \e \wl{ﬁﬂl surveys cannot be used in this
) stuay.
Rank #5 - n—
N

Rank #6 | ‘O{ll—.m- ’{'b, - &esc‘;g,wd (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
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Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 1: Town Square Optlon 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park

(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 /]5' ar (Favourite)
Rank #2 5
’ Oux o8 35 ‘é_,\-x- ! Please Note: All 6 options listed
Rank #3 above (1, 2,3A 3B, 4A, + 4B)
| 34 Double L°°-l‘-‘9' J must be used to fil the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank #4 l 3% S""&\-" Lug__J surveys cannot be used in this
study.
Rank #5 ‘ ?Q,\L I 1 |
A4
Rank #6 ? S Nes; (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

OPJ\Q-\-\\ ul‘.\.iv.cs M\'\s loond -\5 g«.\\uL ?‘A"‘\‘“’\

qg "Téwn EC.own v\-u'L ug“ra\- wt )\ MV\’WPP"‘-\
(o) \\0\33-3 o - S wer¥a c.C-C-’u-L

Optim 2 = Com line wW b #1 G0\ W mesd

Alvers weeds.
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(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 ’ 2 - J (Favourite)
Rank#2 | =R
o ' | Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
ek | 2z | must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank #4 ’ 4' A J surveys cannot be used in this
study.
Rank#5 | | B
A4
Rank #6 | 4’ B | (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
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Option 3A: Commons Crescent
(Double Loaded)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent
(Single Loaded)

Optlon 4A: Park

(Current)

Option 4B: Park
(Designed)

Rkt | | Towo ) sQuage |
Renk#2 | 2 oo OF St |

Rank #3 L w
s 52 3 7
Rank#5 | 4P [
Rank#6 |~ [

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

(Favourite)

v

(Least Favourite)

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, +4B)
must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.
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APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Sight Optlon 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)

Rank#1 | 2 -Dletod SiHhT

|
Renk#2 |/ ~7pivn sgprcre I
Rank#3 | $4-~ Db/ tormmomso |
|
|
|

Rak# | 3B  Single Commano

Rank#5 | 4/ - Attt
Rank #6 I%q ok, conend

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

(Favourite)

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.

v
(Least Favourite)
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APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Optlon 4A: Park

o L aean i
Option 1: Town Square Opt|on 3A: Commons Crescent Opt|on 4A: Park (Double Loaded) (Current)
uble Loa

(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Slght . Optlon 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed) (Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 ‘ CQ J (Favourite) Rank #1 | Ga PR LRgeur J {Favourite)
Rank #2 g
SR D —l Please Note: All 6 options listed ‘ l*— B Ml Dty | Please Note: All 6 options listed
| above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)

Rank#3 | 73 | above f1, 2, 34, 35, 44, + 45) Renk#3 | %4 gougus bt SMUE | must be used to il the ranking

must be used to fill the ranking | boes 1 through 6. Incomplete

boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete Rank #4 ' C)ette ' in thi
Rank #4 l L'Il ’ surveys cannot be used in this L(b B Bowmony, Llegren Soalle. z;ﬁ;}eys cannot be used in this
Rank#5 | £ ] } = Rank#5 | pPrlonZ | J '

4
[ Rank #6 [ OPfIoi) | fpwn) Gquire- | (Least Favourite)

Rank #6 UO

What do you like and dislike about the prefiminary options?

Re/%)'reme,ﬂL— @Pylg[;snj ‘(ﬂ if /, ZW g

{Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

’
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Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

oA

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park

(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)

ke
Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 I Op) 2 | (Favourite)
Rank #2
| ZA ' Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
N ' 5 B ‘ must be used fo fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank #4 i \ | surveys cannot be used in this
study.
Rank #5 | 73 |
A4
Rank #6 ‘ oA j {Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Rank #1 Lj‘,gu,\ Sq var e ] (Favourite)

Rank #2 ‘ Ot < 5./:‘ /ﬂb | Please Note: All 6 options listed
Rak#s | Option _SA | st o i anking

Rk | Option 33 | sunys comet o s 115
Rank #5 | LA ] el

Rank #6 J Lf’B | (Lea:tT:avourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
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Option 3A: Commons Crescent

Option 3B: Commons Crescent
(Single Loaded)

Option 4A: Park

(Current)

Option 4B: Park
(Designed)

Rank #1

Rank #2

Rank #3

Rank #4

Rank #5

Rank #6

I j (Favourite)

2|

3 A

W # |

%/’fjJ

T

LN) j (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

y/

Option 2: Out of Sight

[, T

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3B; Commons Crescent

Option 4A: Park

E=—x

(Current)

Option 4B: Park

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1,2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.

MQ&T /La(/e, gﬂT /Cac.‘/;f{“€>
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(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 I 1}7,%14 wd Pa}d( (Favourite)
]
Rank #2
' W'U\U’\Jf PMJ“ Please Note: All 6 options listed
. above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
Rank #3. | Sindle. Loaded must be used to fl the ranking

Rank #4

Rank #5

Rank #6

| Dowele LOadyd.

[ Qutof) Siqht

|
|
|
|
|
|

[ Town f)q\vm.%e .

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

N

(Least Favourite)

boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.
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Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 1: Town Square Option 3A: Commons Crescent VO/ption 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

J Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)

Rank #1 I(ﬁDLm 7 ((0 1 A,/K(,ub )T (Favourite)

Rank #2 /
| 4| ) /L e f ‘é_]: wn / g u ﬂ'-b | Please Note: All 6 options listed
Rank #3 'l / above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
Lo j L must be used to fill the ranking
7/ ] boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank #4 ] surveys cannot be used in this
7 ' study.
Rank #5 [ (J(]ﬂ!;m §//}L /’hu//f,uu i) |
/, 1 P = v

Rank #6 (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about'the preliminafy/options?

- \LICQ./C/'“A,CJ/L}AL//J(Z w%f%z&w,«/fjau .

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Rank #1 l wa' b7, 54417’* Ml\/{//m‘/ K 1 {Favourite)

Rank #2 .
| (QM o ! " Hp Qf are | Please Note: All 6 options listed
Ld above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
Rank #3 l O,‘Of o~ 34 Dbl ‘7!'04 2 ‘ must be used to fill the ranking

wanctt | Dol 38 Jingle domed| fas’ o et
Rank #5 Lﬁ?p{:)aﬁ k{,;:} = pﬂé@ % fl@djl ¢ study.

n > P’fg 'a’,l 4s éJMCMW
Rank #6 | Heww —> D&S/?aLé;gﬁm.(/gl

(Least Favourlte)
What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
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B CPnnit S inat dz ,,g 2 Rirte. Ao usanss
/,fm./é[/g( Cls NU’/ LLo Jave m Jl-{f%& a5 Well

Jove e spren }Loua/wj —> Jir i sthuetion<,
mb?’:rm
Ut s00n C’m we 7&/’&&@7&( Z

MACKAY-LYONS SWEETAPPLE ARCHITECTS 267



Option 3A: Commons Crescent
(Double Loaded)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent
(Single Loaded)

Option 4A: Park

(Current)

Option 4B; Park
(Designed)

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)

Rank #1 | Ophion 2 Oufoggw | (Favourite
Rank#2. | O()Jnon AA Vark&urrﬁmj
Rnk#3 | 2R Deouble }oadec))l
Rank 84 @gi@d@e_cu
Rank #5 [ /’)nqjmnl lown&“ar%L

WV

Rank #6 fﬁ on 4B PQ]k! ] gﬁigmﬂu (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary opiions?

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.

- high  value acedm\ reen
~ethhol
- halls

oCCessS
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ace

N
Town

on & M]g .

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

- ndusion © {.:ar n\cj o sites
~

Rank #1 | Tt Spose, ’
Rank#2 | @,%MQS o |
Rank#3 | a,,m_mﬂc s T J
Rank#4 | (77, ; e /
Rank #5 |¢//@//M%J r ‘
Rank #6 L// // / 7 4/4%/7#6?/) }

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

(Favourite)
Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.

A4
(Least Favourite)

— Az V5 iy ize 75 /zf/ﬁ,{_?

o2 G/ o
= G Ca A 7

‘”C)m’/' S S zeo/f; ﬂ@//ﬂ

N W A
— v £ / @/fﬂo/() e fez was /é/ ‘g/) /%

,”P/}é !ﬁﬂ// r"e“/ ;/_ /z?' /0

o 1’4// 7€W

i

MACKAY-LYONS SWEETAPPLE ARCHITECTS 269



Option 3A: Commons Crescent
(Double Loaded)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent
(Single Loaded)

Option 4A: Park
(Current)

Ll
Option 4B: Park
(Designed)

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Optlon 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)

Rank #1 I OPTION 2. OUT DF SIEHT {Favourite)

|
Rank#2 | pprion 3A cowmans (poume) |
Renk#3 [spron) 3B Commans [SINGe) |
Renk# [peTioN L Jaw Soupe |

f

Rank#5 | OPTIoN A B PARY. DEcienen
Rank#6 | GPTION A A QALY CuRPEnT

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

v

(Least Favourite)

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this

study.

o SIBHT UNES

o ONNECTIoN OF PARK SPACE Td eReeN SPhee

:ﬁrréwnm, » MVE Rot | of i) T ANOTHER.
LESS Hugn: 4¢ A /5 THa T HAD  eay2eD

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Rank #1 l cotion Q2 |
Rank #2 LOW,'@A DR —[
|
|
|

Rank#3 | OPTion |

Rank#4 | 0PN 2P

Rank#5 | Oplon) 716

Rark#6 | Option Hf |

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

(Favourite)

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used fo fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.

A4
(Least Favourite)
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(Double Loaded)

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park

(Current)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park

(Single Loaded)

(Designed)

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Opt|on 1: Town Square Option 3A: Commons Crescent
(Double Loaded)

Option 2: Out of Slght Option 3B: Commons Crescent

Option 4A: Park

(Current)

Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)

Rank #1 ch\ Dot 0}: S ‘ (Favourite)
Renki2 | [ Touw) Spueees
Rank#3 | 44 |
Rank #4 ( 24 1
Rank #5 ‘ 2> ’
J A\
Rank #6 LLZL /5’ | (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the prefiminary options?

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used fo fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.

/7T Wi/ Cosr mode M@A/;f[']_@f&)

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Rank #2 léA
Rank #3 I_L

Rank #4 l 3B

Rank#5 | 4/ 4 B g

Rank #1 | 4 j (Favourite)
|
l
l

4

Rank #6 |14 A 7 (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.
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APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 4A: Park

Option 1: Town Square
(Current)

! B Pkl || P / 2 b, || 90 o ¥ (ks 2 ,
Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed) (Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 i Rank #1 . i
3 | (Favourie) Opben |- Taon e | (Favoure)
Rank #2 | Rank #2 ;
L } Please Note: All 6 options listed | O:” bn 2. OX o4 o Jade J Please Note: All 6 options listed
Rank #3 L I ] above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B) Rk | o ( (Ot above (1, 2, 3A, 38, 44, + 48)
must be used fo fill the ranking A . must be used to fill the ranking
‘ boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete &P , boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank #4 [ \)3 S‘S | surveys cannot be used in this Rank #4 l ()?J’ en 36 Comors / S, Je ) l surveys cannot be used in this
study. study.
Rank #5 J L’t Vji‘ ! Rank #5 |_C22|‘lon Li')\: . Pafl’ CLUN‘U\"\—) —!
Vv - W
Rank #6 B % ’ (Least Favourite) Rank #6 C-’)ip{-;m 4B 1 (urle /Oem“m] ! l (Least Favourite)
<J 4

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
- T Mslte Gy dqs'ﬂv\ wHt e ot
- Z e Oleq,:)ur Ao Moy N Yoy ft’_a(‘(’,
Clenz b millengds « ohence. ok MGWSLIF & 7oL

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

| like ogtion & s W's equa) Y\oustnicmd green gfiace,
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e

O )

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park

(Double Loaded)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park

(Single Loaded)

(Current)

(Designed)

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park

Rank #1 U

Rank#2 |

Rank#3 | 3 A

Rank#4 |27/

Rank #5 Eﬁc

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used fo fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.

Rank #6 Wg

(Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 (Favourite)
B0ut of gt |
Rank#2 |&F
J 3h  Compa Cree X Double [ Please Note: All 6 options listed
3% above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, +4B)
-
Renkd |~ | L. Sgusre | must be used to fil the ranking
o > boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank #4 L‘/’ 5 Pote Des e wu{ _I surveys cannot be used in this
B2 study.
Rank #5 L Bg C° M sy C(C)LW‘T { g Ir
W = L A4
Rank #6 | A el Lovsidh l (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
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. d@\/\/l,(l/‘l'y ()‘l‘ui‘rd,'AJX
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Optlon 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons C

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

rescent Option 4B: Park

(Single Loaded) (Designed)

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Optlon 2: Out of Slght Option 3B: Commans Crescent Option 4B: Park

(Single Loaded) (Designed)

Rank#1 |50 1i6™ 2 ¢ oot oF 16t |
Rank#2 [0 Tiov! D Acom ar( CUO])’
Rank#3 | OPTloN 26 7 com i [“iaf
Rank#t (O TIoN T- Toon] o) 1
Rank#5 | QPN 4B ; (ol Dol |
Rank#6 | P iaN A ;’%A@Cm;alr [

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

(Favourite)

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete

surveys cannot be used in this

study.

v
(Least Favourite)

T (ke Jeud O~ 2. hao Heo
(1\) [,yj’é F(jb ﬂa«’ £

SHll o ocl 1 Wf( (1

-

<

5\} U\mm \\@q/L C rgﬂﬁ}

;ff@um )

‘ {\Qf-’é) 2 ’w&w ;,Q l‘.\fNﬁﬂ\I

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Rank #1 L(? wtion 2 | (Favourie)
Rank #2 Z
‘ﬁ SA l Please Note: All 6 options listed

above (1,2, 34, 3B, 4A, + 4B)

Rk ‘ } 22 ' must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete

Rank #4 J "/71’? | surveys cannot be used in this
study.

Rank#5 | -/ |

W
Rank #6 [ ’ j (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

T JMee He ldea of creatre. Oaus 4o
wbillze Hee e bl avea, ’(‘%/“‘C 7 oeshon g
peeded aveA j# done. correctiy could e Jres
_/é/ /Ctia/C O'/ %‘m«;m y
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Option 3A: Commons Crescent
(Double Loaded)

=

Option 4A: Park

(Current)

Option 2: Out of Sight - Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park

(Single Loaded)

(Designed)

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 1: Town Square Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

p, = af e >
Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)

s P e A
Option 2: Out of Sight

et ‘_QA Doo\e, comton € '(r,‘S—I (Favourite)
Rank #2 L?. out o S{Q‘\r\, ‘
i [0 M
Rank#4 | 40, l
Rank#5 | -\ ] d

Rk [ AD - ] emtFarurt

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.

T Wke Yo green spaces  and would be
some  green Space developee|

nlze +o See

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Rank #2 L oPMlom 2.
b Please Note: All 6 options listed

above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)

must be used fo fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this

Rank# | opriom T

Rank #4 '@;aml 3

Rank #1 lﬁm@‘d i —J (Favourite)
|
|
|

tudy
Rank #5 |Wﬂm} 40 ‘I Sty
A4
Rank#6 |#00mY Ak | (esst Favourte)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
— L o Com P @G kBoul-Hon) « B Pum T Tar. gt Puince

o e, it ( /
nME b &l Y Mo
- WRNT plMEWS At Db A FRRAE ot S (Guiteul
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Optron 3A: Commons Crescent
(Double Loaded)

Option 2: Out of Slght Option 3B: Commons Crescent
(Single Loaded)

Option 4A: Park
(Current)

Option 4B: Park
(Designed)

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3A: Commons Crescent
(Double Loaded)

Option 3B: Commons Crescent

Option 4A: Park '
(Current)

Option 4B: Park

Rank #1 [ Y il i (Favounte)
R | 4% st AN
Rank#d | % | oN
Rankitd | Dl |

Rank#s | 0 |

Rank#6 | | | (east Favourie

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.

(Single Loaded) {Designed)
Rank #1 l DPTon 2 I (Favourite)
Rank #2 | 0 Prion 34 [
Please Note: All 6 options listed
Rank #3 J OPTion 3R | above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used to fill the ranking
PTION boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank #4 LO ! 1 6 ] surveys cannot be used in this
= : tudy.
Rank#s | OP 710N 4 A | Sl
A\
—
Rank #6 ‘ ofPon | J (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

T hill FRALY ocheve Sgfon T

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

OVHMWSM@WWV%(AW

i Tha owb‘(

o €3>

LIKE CcomdtNki0N  pp vy e AoDd
Maan THN TG Vlew PR 200k Wovse HILL+ COUP Gowd
THE CuoL-< ~Src$S  ARC LoNa R uT  Guove BT

ADD WAKNG [BIKke PaTHS BETWEEA ThE New SiReels

IN BPTION L T [INCREASE mshichy

A 1N We Gt v Moty AND Adiss 1D VRAIL
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INCOMPLETE RESPONSE

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
{Double Loaded) (Current)

Optlon 2: Out of Slght Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)

Rank #1 A}-ﬁ A } (Favourite)
|

Rank#2 | 4K
above (1, 2, 34, 38, 4A, + 4B)

rkis | Y
ank [ ‘| must be used to fill the ranking
" Rank #4 %ig ; —! boxes 1 through G.WG

Please Note: All 6 options listed

ﬂ ~Sltidy—
Rank #5 d(
Rank #6 @ (Least Favourite)
What do you like an.d dislike about the ‘preliminary options?
OPTIOO. YA + FB Resper WORID #eR
IO, SHovts 31' <+ 12%
NoT  Resmesrral - m % “oun
Nt oonal

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

INCOMPLETE RESPONSE

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Optlon 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) {Designed)

(Favourite)

Renk#1 [ G/

Rank #2

| Please Note: All 6 options listed
J above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, +4B)

Rank #3
.y must be used fo fill the ranking

K75
| &
rkis | & € ] plebein 114
Yy
LU

| study.

N

] (Least Favourite)

Rank #5

Rank #6

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

Lo DEVELOPHIEIIT O Rty
- \
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INCOMPLETE RESPONSE

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park

(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 lif/@' ﬂ/}?ﬂé/w/ (Favourite)

Rank #2 A/
l \\ Please Note: All 6 options listed
Rank #3 above (1,2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
L \\ / must be used to fill the ranking

boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank #4 [ ><\ surveys cannot be used in this

SR N R
s [/ N

(Least Favourite)
What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options’\

Gorion# ;5 — THE LAdies QLT PEcian

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

INCOMPLETE RESPONSE

Optlon 1: Town Square Option 3A: Commons Crescent Optlon 4A: Park
| (Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Optlon 4B: Park

(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 | Z ‘ (Favourite)
Rank #2
| 5A | Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1,2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
ok ‘ 3 B | must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank #4 J 4/’4 [ surveys cannot be used in this
study.
Rank #5 Li | 4
Vg
Ranki#ts | A\ | (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

{ //ée,-{fte onsidercdtion gud o{-‘@r@ﬂd—kwﬂs &f housin
units. The Jown needs people fo thew. L can be doi

W
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INCOMPLETE RESPONSE

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park

(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Creren
Rank #1 l L\ o I (Favourite) rave .
Rank #2
L L{ QX —l Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, +4B)
Renki# I L(' Q, ’ must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank #4 | L‘ & \ surveys cannot be used in this
study.
Rank#5 | 4 o | ]
4
Rank #6 L Ll- a - l (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
Ny in -quaur (QJ ony hevoing . TR Morwm om s
& ‘ke"i P\?-& 4’5[ iy ﬁvwo\’\'IOV\ Nane, &'\\m Z&h\\f\c\ C}‘ﬂr\ .

P\ansbc)\vecs\‘ e oo Mwoﬁa&% UNESED l’U‘fQY\’\'
S, eypd o readin |

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

INCOMPLETE RESPONSE

o 3
&7

ption 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Optlon 2: Out of Slght Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)

(Favourite)

Rank #1 L%J AT [
]
Rank#2 ||\ 7 ;‘Zﬁbw A7 | Please Note: All 6 opfions listed
renkis [ 5 2] ] et b s 0 g
|

b 1 through 6. | let
Rank #4 Ld )m)v % v sz:::ys car::ti be u:::zﬁ;se
Rank#5 | (0 ,@’émv w4 =
Rank #6 J DM%LA
/

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

A4
{Least Favourite)
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INCOMPLETE RESPONSE

Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
(Double Loaded) (Current)

Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)
P Rank #1 | OUT OF sleHT I (Favourite)
Rank#2 |-+ Pad o=
¥ I_f OWN SBUARE } Please Note: Al 6 options listed
Rank#3 el manh B above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, +4B)
anigHS ' (HE SHIRE | must be used to fil the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank #4 L l surveys cannot be used in this
tudy.
Rank #5 L J —
v
Rank #6 l —' {Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

Coun ik HAS BONE AN AIMA ZING TOR) EY0g BT (WOEL
Wkﬂ(‘LM/Lgor\JS DWEET AP | |

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

INCOMPLETE RESPONSE

G Bk » : d Lkl | PO
Option 1 : Town Square Option 3A: Commons Crescent Option 4A: Park
. (Double Loaded) (Current)

| PR | ¥ L A ¥ | I |
Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 } (Favourite)
Rank #2 |
Please Note: All 6 options listed
RAE must be used to fil the ranking

boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
study.

Rank #4

Rank #5

N
Least Favourite)

1 —

] above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
|

|

|«

Rank #6

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

L Wowtd Thipr ERCY O P77on Lot D
HAVE B P1ssir 1/ cosrr

LERG 1upy
RO To F Clemy
7 /7 OFPTION Wy po ¢
/\{ﬂ)ﬂa‘/’;//i/é: TUE — 7/ C( /
G CCsT ok Bl I PT
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INCOMPLETE RESPONSE

Option 3A: Commons Crescent
(Double Loaded)

Option 3B: Commons Crescent
(Single Loaded)

Option 2: Out of Slght

Option 4A: Park

(Current)

Optlon 4B: Park
(Designed)

(Favourite)

Rank #1 | l/ﬁ Ctarnent }
Rank #2 LG)’S Sinqle Loadd '

Rank #3 L}p& Co rmmpvan CAcss j

Rank #4 | B
f

Rank #5 l

v

Rank #6 | (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

Please Note: Al 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used fo fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
surveys cannot be used in this
Study.

(ese A moee.

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

INCOMPLETE RESPONSE

‘ Option 1: Town Square

Optlon 2: Out of Sight

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1

Option 3A: Commons Crescent
(Double Loaded)

Option 3B: Commons Crescent

Option 4A: Park

(Current)

Option 4B: Park

(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 1 Par. D LGN Ui | (Favourite)
]
Rank #2
{&‘}W’ C/L{'WM ] Please Note: All 6 options listed

above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)

Rankis Ijé ] must be used to fill the ranking
boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete

Rank #4 l ¥ ‘ surveys cannot be used in this
study.

Rank #5 J 3\( I y

v
Rank #6 ’ ¥ ] (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

" .
Consider me 'de(,l'm‘lﬂj Lk balot " 25 \n an

election .
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INCOMPLETE RESPONSE

‘ (s | P |
Option 4A: Park
(Current)

Option 1: Town Square

W fii, =T ¥
Option 2: Out of Sight Option 3B: Commons Crescent Option 4B: Park
(Single Loaded) (Designed)
Rank #1 | TR Dosied (Favourite)

Rae Tpm CURRE N

Rank #3 L

Please Note: All 6 options listed
above (1, 2, 3A, 3B, 4A, + 4B)
must be used fo fill the ranking

|

|

|

|

l Vv
7

boxes 1 through 6. Incomplete
Rank #4 [ surveys cannot be used in this
study.
Rank #5 |
Rank #6 , (Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

_ Ag Spheee PRE @ LY Bo‘#cw's Cshady ot ek d, O(evoﬁa?md'
?L“ &memq Floin @kw«)%%v’\?m% o &W
&w %I&w‘\/o_ uﬁuzu,&xi wrade w tReisfon o

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

APPENDIX C1: WORKSHOP 3 / EXERCISE 1
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Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preli

#1

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, November 23, 2023 1:05:36 PM
Last Modified: Thursday, November 23, 2023 1:13:34 PM
Time Spent: 00:07:58

IP Address: 134.41.33.128

Page 2

Q1

Name:

Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference fi
Option 1: Town Square

Option 2: Out of Sight

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded)

Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded)

Option 4a: Park (Current)

Option 4b: Park (Designed)

Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

minary Options Ranking Survey

rom #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).

#6 Rank (Least Preferred)
#5 Rank

#4 Rank

#3 Rank

#1 Rank (Preferred)

#2 Rank

Respondent skipped this question

APPENDIX C2: WORKSHOP 3 / ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

#H2

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, November 23, 2023 1:34:22 PM
Last Modified: Thursday, November 23, 2023 1:38:45 PM
Time Spent: 00:04:23

IP Address: 217.149.165.159

Page 2

Q1

Name:

Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).

Option 1: Town Square

Option 2: Out of Sight

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded)
Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded)
Option 4a: Park (Current)

Option 4b: Park (Designed)

Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

| dislike the development of Blockhouse Hill.

#6 Rank (Least Preferred)

#1 Rank (Preferred)
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#3

Collector:
Started:

Last Modified:
Time Spent:
IP Address:

Page 2

Q1

Name:

Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).

Option 1: Town Square

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Thursday, November 23, 2023 1:37:49 PM
Thursday, November 23, 2023 1:39:20 PM
00:01:31

142.162.249.239

#6 Rank (Least Preferred)

Option 2: Out of Sight #5 Rank
Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded) #4 Rank
Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded) #3 Rank

Option 4a: Park (Current)

#1 Rank (Preferred)

Option 4b: Park (Designed) #2 Rank

Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

Leave Blockhouse Hill alone. Stop wasting our tax money!

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

APPENDIX C2: WORKSHOP 3 / ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

#4

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, November 23, 2023 1:39:52 PM

Last Modified: Thursday, November 23, 2023 1:46:49 PM

Time Spent: 00:06:56

IP Address: 217.149.165.159

Page 2

Q1

Name:

Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).
Option 1: Town Square #6 Rank (Least Preferred)
Option 2: Out of Sight #5 Rank

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded) #4 Rank

Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded) #3 Rank

Option 4a: Park (Current) #1 Rank (Preferred)
Option 4b: Park (Designed) #2 Rank

Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

| wsnt the “keep it as is” option keeping the RV park and green area. | do not want to see additional housing of any sort. There are

other places in the greater Lunenburg area that are better suited for development.
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APPENDIX C2: WORKSHOP 3 / ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

#5 #6

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link) Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, November 23, 2023 2:10:28 PM Started: Thursday, November 23, 2023 2:23:55 PM

Last Modified: Thursday, November 23, 2023 2:12:41 PM Last Modified: Thursday, November 23, 2023 2:36:22 PM

Time Spent: 00:02:12 Time Spent: 00:12:27

IP Address: 47.54.37.213 IP Address: 134.41.186.69

Page 2 Page 2

Q1 Q1

Name: Name:

Q2 Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option). Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).
Option 1: Town Square #6 Rank (Least Preferred) Option 1: Town Square #6 Rank (Least Preferred)

Option 2: Out of Sight #5 Rank Option 2: Out of Sight #5 Rank

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded) #4 Rank Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded) #4 Rank

Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded) #3 Rank Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded) #3 Rank

Option 4a: Park (Current) #1 Rank (Preferred) Option 4a: Park (Current) #2 Rank

Option 4b: Park (Designed) #2 Rank Option 4b: Park (Designed) #1 Rank (Preferred)

Q3 Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options? What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

I'm worried about traffic in old town with increased number of residents. The number of units is high for some of the options and wonder Realistically, #1 is totally not an option at all as the housing is too dense. #4a while ideal, would be better with some design, therefore
where all the residents will park especially in winter. Will the units have off street parking? #4b is our first choice. If #2 had a fewer houses and it was indeed "Out Of Sight", it could work.
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#/

Collector:
Started:

Last Modified:
Time Spent:
IP Address:

Page 2

Q1

Name:

Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).

Option 1: Town Square

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Thursday, November 23, 2023 3:31:47 PM
Thursday, November 23, 2023 3:36:29 PM
00:04:42

38.39.202.159

#6 Rank (Least Preferred)

Option 2: Out of Sight #5 Rank
Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded) #4 Rank
Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded) #3 Rank
Option 4a: Park (Current) #2 Rank
Option 4b: Park (Designed) #1 Rank (Preferred)

Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

| dislike all the options which have housing. The town infrastructure cannot support this additional housing.
| very much like the two options that have 100% green space and no houses.
I like our UNESCO designation

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

APPENDIX C2:

WORKSHOP 3 / ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

#8

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, November 23, 2023 5:56:30 PM
Last Modified: Thursday, November 23, 2023 5:57:29 PM
Time Spent: 00:00:59

IP Address: 134.41.30.111

Page 2

Q1

Name:

Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference f

Option 1: Town Square

Option 2: Out of Sight

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded)
Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded)
Option 4a: Park (Current)

Option 4b: Park (Designed)

Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

rom #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).

#2 Rank

#1 Rank (Preferred)

#3 Rank

#4 Rank

#6 Rank (Least Preferred)
#5 Rank

Respondent skipped this question
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#9

Collector:
Started:

Last Modified:
Time Spent:
IP Address:

Page 2

Q1

Name:

Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).

Option 1: Town Square

Option 2: Out of Sight

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Thursday, November 23, 2023 8:21:47 PM
Thursday, November 23, 2023 8:26:16 PM
00:04:28

142.68.24.46

#2 Rank

#1 Rank (Preferred)

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded) #3 Rank
Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded) #4 Rank
Option 4a: Park (Current) #5 Rank
Option 4b: Park (Designed) #6 Rank (Least Preferred)

Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

All great ideas. | like option two the most as you can still increase the housing that we need while
Keeping some green space.

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

APPENDIX C2: WORKSHOP 3 / ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

#10

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, November 23, 2023 12:08:25 PM

Last Modified: Thursday, November 23, 2023 8:32:18 PM

Time Spent: 08:23:52

IP Address: 24.114.94.200

Page 2

Q1

Name:

Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).
Option 1: Town Square #6 Rank (Least Preferred)
Option 2: Out of Sight #5 Rank

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded) #4 Rank

Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded) #3 Rank

Option 4a: Park (Current) #1 Rank (Preferred)
Option 4b: Park (Designed) #2 Rank

Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

My preference is Option 4a: Current. There is very little open green space in the town of Lunenburg. The area should be left as it is.

New residential development can be located in other areas of town.
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Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

#11

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Thursday, November 23, 2023 8:49:20 PM

Last Modified: Thursday, November 23, 2023 8:52:54 PM

Time Spent: 00:03:34

IP Address: 198.90.80.28

Page 2

Q1

Name:

Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).
Option 1: Town Square #1 Rank (Preferred)
Option 2: Out of Sight #2 Rank

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded) #3 Rank

Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded) #4 Rank

Option 4a: Park (Current) #6 Rank (Least Preferred)
Option 4b: Park (Designed) #5 Rank

Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

Good to build as many small efficient units as we can accommodate, we don't need more big houses in Lunenburg. Some units to buy,
some to rent long term. No str

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

APPENDIX C2: WORKSHOP 3 / ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

#12

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, November 24, 2023 8:33:13 AM
Last Modified: Friday, November 24, 2023 8:35:37 AM
Time Spent: 00:02:23

IP Address: 134.41.165.231

Page 2

Q1

Name:

Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).

Option 1: Town Square

Option 2: Out of Sight

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded)
Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded)
Option 4a: Park (Current)

Option 4b: Park (Designed)

Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

#5 Rank

#1 Rank (Preferred)

#2 Rank

#3 Rank

#6 Rank (Least Preferred)

#4 Rank

Respondent skipped this question
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#13

Collector:
Started:

Last Modified:
Time Spent:
IP Address:

Page 2

Q1

Name:

Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).

Option 1: Town Square

Option 2: Out of Sight

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Thursday, November 23, 2023 1:22:32 PM
Friday, November 24, 2023 9:04:18 AM
19:41:46

38.39.196.184

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded)

Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded)

Option 4a: Park (Current)

Option 4b: Park (Designed)

Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

#1 Rank (Preferred)
#2 Rank
#3 Rank
#4 Rank
#5 Rank

#6 Rank (Least Preferred)

Respondent skipped this question

#14

Collector:
Started:

Last Modified:
Time Spent:
IP Address:

Page 2

Q1

Name:

Q2

APPENDIX C2: WORKSHOP 3 / ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Friday, November 24, 2023 10:17:33 AM
Friday, November 24, 2023 10:21:39 AM
00:04:06

47.54.87.148

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).

Option 1: Town Square

Option 2: Out of Sight

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded)

Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded)

Option 4a: Park (Current)

Option 4b: Park (Designed)

Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

On the whole want to make sure that any particular housing designs are thoroughly AFFORDABLE for people NEEDING housing, not

upmarket spaces.

#6 Rank (Least Preferred)
#5 Rank

#3 Rank

#2 Rank

#1 Rank (Preferred)

#4 Rank
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Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

#15

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, November 24, 2023 1:01:30 PM
Last Modified: Friday, November 24, 2023 1:02:22 PM
Time Spent: 00:00:52

IP Address: 98.233.14.25

Page 2

Q1

Name:

<

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).

Option 1: Town Square

Option 2: Out of Sight

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded)
Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded)
Option 4a: Park (Current)

Option 4b: Park (Designed)

Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Respondent skipped this question

#1 Rank (Preferred)
#2 Rank
#3 Rank
#4 Rank
#5 Rank

#6 Rank (Least Preferred)

Respondent skipped this question

APPENDIX C2: WORKSHOP 3 / ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

#16

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, November 24, 2023 1:57:00 PM

Last Modified: Friday, November 24, 2023 1:58:36 PM

Time Spent: 00:01:36

IP Address: 96.70.230.73

Page 2

Q1

Name:

Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).
Option 1: Town Square #1 Rank (Preferred)
Option 2: Out of Sight #2 Rank

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded) #3 Rank

Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded) #4 Rank

Option 4a: Park (Current) #5 Rank

Option 4b: Park (Designed) #6 Rank (Least Preferred)
Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

Housing and taxable revenue were the major reasons the town indicated was the reason for this asset disposition
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Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

#17

APPENDIX C2: WORKSHOP 3 / ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

#18

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, November 24, 2023 3:44:42 PM

Last Modified: Friday, November 24, 2023 3:56:44 PM

Time Spent: 00:12:02

IP Address: 134.41.18.0

Page 2

Q1

Name:

Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).
Option 1: Town Square #6 Rank (Least Preferred)
Option 2: Out of Sight #5 Rank

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded) #4 Rank

Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded) #3 Rank

Option 4a: Park (Current)

#1 Rank (Preferred)

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, November 24, 2023 4:59:27 PM

Last Modified: Friday, November 24, 2023 5:01:29 PM

Time Spent: 00:02:02

IP Address: 24.215.94.39

Page 2

Q1

Name:

Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).
Option 1: Town Square #6 Rank (Least Preferred)
Option 2: Out of Sight #5 Rank

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded) #3 Rank

Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded) #4 Rank

Option 4a: Park (Current)

#1 Rank (Preferred)

Option 4b: Park (Designed) #2 Rank

Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

Parking wasn't addressed fully , it was suggested parking would be available on the roads . What happens when there is snow
removal, fire or ambulance needs ?. No sidewalks were shown. No power / phone/ etc lines were shown . Green spaces were shown
as yards where granny flats could be built . The buildings were ugly and don't fit in with the town . They look like bad lego .

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Option 4b: Park (Designed) #2 Rank

Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

| don't like ANY option that threatens the UNESCO status of the Town of Lunenburg
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Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

#19

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, November 24, 2023 6:42:38 PM

Last Modified: Friday, November 24, 2023 6:55:31 PM

Time Spent: 00:12:52

IP Address: 163.120.103.57

Page 2

Q1

Name:

Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).
Option 1: Town Square #1 Rank (Preferred)
Option 2: Out of Sight #2 Rank

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded) #3 Rank

Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded) #4 Rank

Option 4a: Park (Current) #5 Rank

Option 4b: Park (Designed) #6 Rank (Least Preferred)
Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

It is hard to assess the best design without understanding what the process for subdivision, development and ownership will be. Who
is going to market this ? Who are the desired buyers ? ...the Town needs a fuller road map to their desired outcome before painting
themselves into a box with very prescriptive design decisions. Thank you

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

APPENDIX C2: WORKSHOP 3 / ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

#20

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, November 24, 2023 6:55:01 PM

Last Modified: Friday, November 24, 2023 6:57:02 PM

Time Spent: 00:02:00

IP Address: 163.120.103.57

Page 2

Q1

Name:

Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).
Option 1: Town Square #1 Rank (Preferred)
Option 2: Out of Sight #2 Rank

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded) #3 Rank

Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded) #4 Rank

Option 4a: Park (Current) #5 Rank

Option 4b: Park (Designed) #6 Rank (Least Preferred)
Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

I like the choices but dislike the fact that | don’t know who will pay for them
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#21

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Friday, November 24, 2023 10:49:25 PM
Last Modified: Friday, November 24, 2023 10:53:59 PM
Time Spent: 00:04:33

IP Address: 174.114.254.198

Page 2

Q1

Name:

Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).

Option 1: Town Square

Option 2: Out of Sight

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded)
Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded)
Option 4a: Park (Current)

Option 4b: Park (Designed)

Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

#6 Rank (Least Preferred)
#5 Rank

#4 Rank

#3 Rank

#1 Rank (Preferred)

#2 Rank

Nobody has done a proper analysis on the impact of this on the Town. This whole exercise is a waste of taxpayers money, whose
purpose is only to feed the ego of the CAO, who wants to be in the media with his “Oscars of Development”. It is the tail wagging the

dog and not at all in the best interest of the people of this town.

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

APPENDIX C2: WORKSHOP 3 / ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

#H22

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Saturday, November 25, 2023 10:36:14 AM
Last Modified: Saturday, November 25, 2023 10:41:33 AM
Time Spent: 00:05:19

IP Address: 134.41.55.147

Page 2

Q1

Name:

Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).

Option 1: Town Square

Option 2: Out of Sight

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded)
Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded)
Option 4a: Park (Current)

Option 4b: Park (Designed)

Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

1 and 2 the mix of housing and the number of units

#1 Rank (Preferred)

#2 Rank

#3 Rank

#4 Rank

#6 Rank (Least Preferred)
#5 Rank

3 and 4 the type of housing and the quantity given the limited footprint

5 and 6 | like the accessibility aspect but dislike the lake of housing
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APPENDIX C2: WORKSHOP 3 / ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

#23 #24

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link) Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Saturday, November 25, 2023 12:30:54 PM Started: Sunday, November 26, 2023 1:44:18 AM

Last Modified: Saturday, November 25, 2023 12:33:10 PM Last Modified: Sunday, November 26, 2023 1:53:50 AM

Time Spent: 00:02:16 Time Spent: 00:09:31

IP Address: 24.215.80.112 IP Address: 24.17.89.163

Page 2 Page 2

Q1 Q1

Name: Name:

Q2 Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option). Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).
Option 1: Town Square #1 Rank (Preferred) Option 1: Town Square #1 Rank (Preferred)

Option 2: Out of Sight #2 Rank Option 2: Out of Sight #2 Rank

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded) #3 Rank Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded) #3 Rank

Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded) #4 Rank Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded) #4 Rank

Option 4a: Park (Current) #6 Rank (Least Preferred) Option 4a: Park (Current) #6 Rank (Least Preferred)

Option 4b: Park (Designed) #5 Rank Option 4b: Park (Designed) #5 Rank

Q3 Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options? What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

They look great and honour the green space. Development is an inevitable and necessary fact of life IMO. People need places to live and Lunenburg needs income. Unesco status

does not appear threatened and, again IMO, Blockhouse Hill as it stands is an unattractive and underutilized space as it currently
stands. Development done right is something we can all be proud of and this is an opportunity to do something special in a special
place
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APPENDIX C2: WORKSHOP 3 / ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

#25 #26

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link) Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Sunday, November 26, 2023 9:53:22 AM Started: Sunday, November 26, 2023 2:25:13 PM

Last Modified: Sunday, November 26, 2023 10:00:58 AM Last Modified: Sunday, November 26, 2023 2:39:22 PM

Time Spent: 00:07:36 Time Spent: 00:14:09

IP Address: 24.142.32.198 IP Address: 134.41.42.254

Page 2 Page 2

Q1 Q1

Name: Name:

Q2 Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option). Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).
Option 1: Town Square #1 Rank (Preferred) Option 1: Town Square #6 Rank (Least Preferred)
Option 2: Out of Sight #2 Rank Option 2: Out of Sight #5 Rank

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded) #3 Rank Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded) #4 Rank

Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded) #4 Rank Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded) #3 Rank

Option 4a: Park (Current)
Option 4b: Park (Designed)

Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

#6 Rank (Least Preferred)
#5 Rank

If you're looking at providing housing number one is the preferred option. Great looking community.

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Option 4a: Park (Current)
Option 4b: Park (Designed)

Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

#1 Rank (Preferred)

#2 Rank

The need to rank options that | do not want in order to have my views recorded dictates acceptance of some development options.

This is manipulation of the "Dirty Pool" variety
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Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

#H27

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, November 27, 2023 7:54:28 AM
Last Modified: Monday, November 27, 2023 7:55:47 AM
Time Spent: 00:01:19

IP Address: 24.142.58.68

Page 2

Q1

Name:

<

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).

Option 1: Town Square

Option 2: Out of Sight

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded)
Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded)
Option 4a: Park (Current)

Option 4b: Park (Designed)

Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Respondent skipped this question

#6 Rank (Least Preferred)
#5 Rank

#4 Rank

#3 Rank

#1 Rank (Preferred)

#2 Rank

Respondent skipped this question

APPENDIX C2: WORKSHOP 3 / ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

#28

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, November 27, 2023 8:39:01 AM
Last Modified: Monday, November 27, 2023 8:40:32 AM
Time Spent: 00:01:31

IP Address: 168.149.238.50

Page 2

Q1

Name:

Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).

Option 1: Town Square

Option 2: Out of Sight

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded)
Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded)
Option 4a: Park (Current)

Option 4b: Park (Designed)

Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

#1 Rank (Preferred)

#2 Rank

#3 Rank

#4 Rank

#6 Rank (Least Preferred)
#5 Rank

Provides the most housing that still keeps in harmony with the current town layout.

MACKAY-LYONS SWEETAPPLE ARCHITECTS 323



APPENDIX C2: WORKSHOP 3 / ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

#29 #30

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link) Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Monday, November 27, 2023 11:58:42 AM Started: Monday, November 27, 2023 2:13:43 PM

Last Modified: Monday, November 27, 2023 12:00:45 PM Last Modified: Monday, November 27, 2023 2:20:13 PM

Time Spent: 00:02:03 Time Spent: 00:06:30

IP Address: 134.41.55.147 IP Address: 71.7.150.188

Page 2 Page 2

Q1 Q1

Name: Name:

Q2 Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option). Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).
Option 1: Town Square #2 Rank Option 1: Town Square #6 Rank (Least Preferred)

Option 2: Out of Sight #1 Rank (Preferred) Option 2: Out of Sight #5 Rank

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded) #3 Rank Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded) #4 Rank

Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded) #4 Rank Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded) #3 Rank

Option 4a: Park (Current) #6 Rank (Least Preferred) Option 4a: Park (Current) #1 Rank (Preferred)

Option 4b: Park (Designed) #5 Rank Option 4b: Park (Designed) #2 Rank

Q3 Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options? What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

I like the idea of keeping some green space but adding housing as well. Although housing is much needed in Lunenburg this is probably not the best location. The consultation should have taken place before

money was spent for a design that appears to be not favourable with the majority of residents.
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#31

Collector:
Started:

Last Modified:
Time Spent:
IP Address:

Page 2

Q1

Name:

Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).

Option 1: Town Square

Option 2: Out of Sight

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Monday, November 27, 2023 9:52:24 PM
Monday, November 27, 2023 9:56:24 PM
00:04:00

170.10.243.225

#5 Rank

#1 Rank (Preferred)

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded) #2 Rank

Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded) #3 Rank

Option 4a: Park (Current)

#6 Rank (Least Preferred)

Option 4b: Park (Designed) #4 Rank

Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

| find the options well thought out. In terms of developing as a co-op housing project, it would be good to look at some examples,
such as the Bain st. Co-op in Toronto

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

APPENDIX C2: WORKSHOP 3 / ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

#32

Collector: Web Link 1 (Web Link)

Started: Tuesday, November 28, 2023 12:00:39 PM

Last Modified: Tuesday, November 28, 2023 12:30:11 PM

Time Spent: 00:29:31

IP Address: 24.137.103.2

Page 2

Q1

Name:

Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).
Option 1: Town Square #1 Rank (Preferred)
Option 2: Out of Sight #2 Rank

Option 3a: Commons Crescent (Double Loaded) #3 Rank

Option 3b: Commons Crescent (Single Loaded) #4 Rank

Option 4a: Park (Current) #5 Rank

Option 4b: Park (Designed) #6 Rank (Least Preferred)
Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

If the decision is to not build anything, | don't think any public funds should be spent on designing a park. | love the first option. The
view will not be severely impacted and maximum supply is built, maximizing the number of affordable homes to be built.
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