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2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

PUBLIC ENGAGEMENTS 

Four separate engagement sessions were planned for the Blockhouse Hill project to 

keep the public updated on the process and get feedback from the community to inform 

the development options. Refer to opposite page for schedule of workshop sessions. 

PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT GOALS: 

•	 That public engagement is conducted in an effective, inclusive and accessible 

manner 

•	 To inform citizens of the objectives and goals of the development 

•	 To allow citizens to voice feedback, comments and concerns 

•	 To consult with citizens and obtain public feedback on the 4 design scenarios 

•	 To use language and visuals that clearly translate the firm and community’s ideas; 

to avoid jargon 

•	 To ensure that the community has participated in the outcome of the project 

•	 To discuss themes of heritage, housing density, affordability and open public space 

FORMAT OF WORKSHOPS: 

The workshops were not broadcast live, instead all workshops were recorded and made 

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. 

Exercises in workshops 1 and 2 were completed in groups but due to complaints and 

poor group behaviour in the second workshop the design team decided the workshop 3 

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 

presented in workshop 3 for feedback. Workshop 3 responses informed the design team 

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. 

WORKSHOP 1: 
LISTENING 

Thurs., Sept. 14th, 2023

6:00pm - 8:00pm

Lunenburg Fire Dept. 
Community Room 

25 Medway St, 
Lunenburg

WORKSHOP 2: 
VISIONING 

COMPLETE

Thurs., Oct. 19th, 2023

6:00pm - 9:00pm

Lunenburg Fire Dept. 
Community Room 

25 Medway St, 
Lunenburg

WORKSHOP 3: 
OPTIONS

Thurs., Nov. 16th, 2023

6:00pm - 9:00pm

Lunenburg Fire Dept. 
Community Room 

25 Medway St, 
Lunenburg

WORKSHOP 4: 
DIRECTION

Tues., Jan. 23rd, 2023

6:00pm

Lunenburg Town Hall 
Council Chambers 

119 Cumberland St.  
Lunenburg
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2.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

WORKSHOP 1: 
LISTENING

[EXERCISE 1 +2]
WORKSHOP 3:  OPTIONS

WORKSHOP 2: 
VISIONING

[EXERCISE 1]

[EXERCISE 1 +2]

WORKSHOP 4: DIRECTION

PRESENTATION TO 
TOWN COUNCIL

Diagram illustrating process. 

Schedule diagram for Blockhouse Hill Project.
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3.0 WORKSHOP 1: LISTENING

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

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?

3.	 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.

3.0 WORKSHOP 1: LISTENING
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3.0 WORKSHOP 1: LISTENING

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

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.

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

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?

people that care and volunteer in the community…engaged 

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?

EXERCISE 1: LISTENING EXERCISE 1: LISTENING3.1
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3.0 WORKSHOP 1: LISTENING

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

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

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?

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

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?
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3.0 WORKSHOP 1: LISTENING

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

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

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?

people that care and volunteer in the community…engaged people that care and volunteer in the community…engaged 

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
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.

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?

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

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?

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

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?

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

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?

What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?
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3.0 WORKSHOP 1: LISTENING

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

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

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?

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

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?

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

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?

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

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?

What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?
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3.0 WORKSHOP 1: LISTENING

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Ques t i on  3 : Wha t  a re 
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.

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?

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

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?

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

people that care and volunteer in the community…engaged 
Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?

What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?

What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?
people that care and volunteer in the community…engaged 

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?

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

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?

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

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?

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

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?

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

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?
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3.0 WORKSHOP 1: LISTENING

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Ques t i on  3 : Wha t  a re 
some challenges and/or 
opportunities the consultant 
team should be aware of?

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?

What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of? Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?

What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?

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

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?

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

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?

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

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?

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

Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?
What are some challenges and/or opportunities the 
consultant team should be aware of?Table What are some elements that make a good community? How do you envision using public open space?

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



MACKAY-LYONS SWEETAPPLE ARCHITECTS   23 

3.0 WORKSHOP 1: LISTENING

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

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.
•	 A need for trust in local government.
•	 Diversity of age, culture, religion and socioeconomic status.
•	 Inclusion / a desire for all to feel welcome in the community.
•	 Accessible and affordable housing for local long-term residents.
•	 A friendly place that is emotionally and physically safe.
•	 Numerous and diverse recreation offerings and public spaces.
•	 A vibrant arts & culture scene.
•	 Beautiful landscape and architecture with a respect for history.
•	 A variety of employment opportunities available year-round.
•	 Easily accessible services and healthcare.
•	 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.
•	 A need 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).
•	 Accessible and inclusive design (ie lighting, grading).
•	 Educational and culturally engaged (ie an interpretive centre, historical plaques).
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3.0 WORKSHOP 1: LISTENING

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

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

•	 A loss 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

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

•	 Ensuring new housing is affordable.

•	 Ensuring new housing is high quality 
and sustainable.

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

•	 Housing people with varied economic 
and employment backgrounds.

Challenges

•	 Ensuring visual compatibility with 
historic Lunenburg.

•	 An overlooked 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.
•	 Loss of the campground.

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

•	 Noise / nuisance of infrastructure 
improvements.

Challenges

•	 A lack of trust between the 
community and Council.	

•	 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?

Opportunities

•	 Creation of accessible/higher quality 
parkland and housing.

•	 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

•	 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.

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 1: Natural Considerations

Theme 3: Housing

Theme 4: Identity

Theme 5: Infrastructure

Theme 2: Local Government, Advocacy 
and Accountability
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3.0 WORKSHOP 1: LISTENING

BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

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 

frequently - the three most common of which include the Front Harbour, wharves and the 

‘Old Town’ Grid Plan. The secondary themes which showed up in several maps include the 

Back Harbour, Blockhouse Hill, Lunenburg Academy, and various types of recreation 

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

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

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: 

•	 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.

EXERCISE 2: COGNITIVE MAP3.3

ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES3.2
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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.

All 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 - is 

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.

Figure 1

Figure 3

Figure 5

Figure 2

Figure 4

Figure 6
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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.

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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4.2.1	 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

•	 desire to keep the land as it is.

Development of Green Space Only

Tables: 1, 2, 10

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

currently forested area. 

•	 making the current green space more accessible.

Green Corridor(s)

Tables: 7, 11, 13

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

Green Buffer Zone(s)

Tables: 11, 13

•	 top of hill, adjacent to Sylvia Park and extending from Kempt Rd. to Harbourview Haven. 

Tables: 3, 8, 11 

•	 bottom of hill, adjacent to walking trail.

Preserve/extend Sylvia Park

Tables: 3, 4, 5, 6, 12, 14

•	 importance of preserving views from Sylvia Park. 

•	 expand the existing Sylvia Park across Blockhouse Hill Rd.

Campground

Tables: 8, 14

•	 expand campground area west toward Kempt Rd. 

Figure 1: No Development

Figure 3: Green Buffer Zones

Figure 5: Road Connections

Figure 2: Green Corridor(s)

Figure 4: Preserve/extend Sylvia Park

Figure 6: Road Connections
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Tables: 7, 11, 13

•	 campground area to change to tiny houses. 

•	 transform campground to mixed use

Road Connections

Tables: 4, 5, 7, 13, 14

•	 base of hill connecting Oxner to Sawpit Rd. 

Tables: 4, 5, 8, 11

•	 mid-hill connecting Creighton to Sawpit Rd. 

Trails + Pedestrian Walkways

Tables: 6, 7, 10, 12, 13

•	 walking trails through the park and wooded areas. 

•	 trails connecting Sylvia Park and the walking trail.

•	 accessible trails.

Block Development

Tables: 6, 7, 12, 14

•	 housing only at the bottom of the hill - blocks around a singular road.

Tables: 3, 4, 5, 13

•	 housing occupying the bottom to middle of the hill - 2 road access.

Tables: 8

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

Housing Types + Clusters

Tables: 3, 6, 13

•	 single family houses to west of site - similar to Hopson Dr. houses stepping down the hill. 

Tables: 7, 14

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

Haven. 

Other notes: 

•	 boulevard neighbourhood design, similar to the Hydrostone in Halifax; 

•	 co-op housing/alternative housing models; 

•	 no “monster homes”.

Figure 7: Campground Expansion

Figure 9: Housing - Bottom of the Hill

Figure 11: Housing - Covering the Hill

Figure 8: Trail Connections

Figure 10: Housing - Bottom and Middle of the Hill

Figure 12: Housing Types and Clusters
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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 2: Out of Sight

CREIGHTON ST

TS E
C

NI
RP

HOPSON ST

OXNER ST

LAWRENCE ST

YORK ST

FOX ST

CUMBERLAND 
ST

H
O

PS
O

N
 S

T
H

O
PS

O
N

 S
T

K
EM

PT
 S

T
K

EM
PT

 S
T

BLOCKHOUSE HILL RD

TOWNSEND ST

BLOCKHOUSE HILL RD

SYLVIA PARK

SAWPIT RD

BYPASS RD

BYPASS RD

BYPASS RD

H
IL

L 
ST

TOWNSEND ST

TS E
C

NI
RP

PRINCE ST

BAY TO BAY TRAIL

BAY TO BAY TRAIL

BAY TO
 BAY TRAIL

BLOCKHOUSE

LINCOLN ST

BACK HARBOUR

Option 3A: Commons Crescent   
                  (Double Loaded)

Option 3B: Commons Crescent   
                  (Single Loaded)
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Option 4A: Park
      (Current)
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Option 4B: Park                      
      (Designed)

(Favourite)

(Least Favourite)

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?
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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.

5.0 WORKSHOP 3: OPTIONS
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BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

OPTION 1: TOWN SQUARE

ROAD/SIDEWALK: 	 35%

PARK: 			   32%

BACKYARDS: 		  19%

TOTAL OPEN SPACE:	 86%

HOUSES:		  14%

OPTION 2: OUT OF SIGHT

The following outlines the options presented during the workshop: 

ROAD/SIDEWALK: 	 23%

PARK: 			   55%

BACKYARDS: 		  13%

TOTAL OPEN SPACE:	 91%

HOUSES:		  9%
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OPTION 2: OUT OF SIGHT
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EXERCISE 1: RANKING SURVEY5.1
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BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

OPTION 3A: COMMONS CRESCENT
(DOUBLE LOADED)

OPTION 3B: COMMONS CRESCENT
(SINGLE LOADED)

ROAD/SIDEWALK: 	 11%

PARK: 			   72%

BACKYARDS: 		  10%

TOTAL OPEN SPACE:	 93%

HOUSES:		  7%

ROAD/SIDEWALK: 	 11%

PARK: 			   80%

BACKYARDS: 		  5%

TOTAL OPEN SPACE:	 96%

HOUSES:		  4%

CREIGHTON ST

TS E
C

NI
RP

HOPSON ST

OXNER ST

LAWRENCE ST

YORK ST

FOX ST

CUMBERLAND 
ST

H
O

PS
O

N
 S

T
H

O
PS

O
N

 S
T

K
EM

PT
 S

T
K

EM
PT

 S
T

BLOCKHOUSE HILL RD

TOWNSEND ST

BLOCKHOUSE HILL RD

SYLVIA PARK

SAWPIT RD

BYPASS RD

BYPASS RD

BYPASS RD

H
IL

L 
ST

TOWNSEND ST

TS E
C

NI
RP

PRINCE ST

BAY TO BAY TRAIL

BAY TO BAY TRAIL

BAY TO
 BAY TRAIL

BLOCKHOUSE

LINCOLN ST

BACK HARBOUR

OPTION 3A: COMMONS CRESCENT
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OPTION 3B: COMMONS CRESCENT
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BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

OPTION 4A: PARK (CURRENT) OPTION 4B: PARK (DESIGNED)

ROAD/SIDEWALK: 	 0%

PARK: 			   100%

BACKYARDS: 		  0%

TOTAL OPEN SPACE:	 100%

HOUSES:		  0%

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

CREIGHTON ST

TS E
C

NI
RP

HOPSON ST

OXNER ST

LAWRENCE ST

YORK ST

FOX ST

CUMBERLAND 
ST

H
O

PS
O

N
 S

T
H

O
PS

O
N

 S
T

K
EM

PT
 S

T
K

EM
PT

 S
T

BLOCKHOUSE HILL RD

TOWNSEND ST

BLOCKHOUSE HILL RD

SYLVIA PARK

SAWPIT RD

BYPASS RD

BYPASS RD

BYPASS RD

H
IL

L 
ST

TOWNSEND ST

TS E
C

NI
RP

PRINCE ST

BAY TO BAY TRAIL

BAY TO BAY TRAIL

BAY TO
 BAY TRAIL

BLOCKHOUSE

LINCOLN ST

BACK HARBOUR

OPTION 4A: PARK (CURRENT)

LOW DENSITY: 
0 units

MEDIUM DENSITY:    
0 units

HIGH DENSITY:          
0 units
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OPTION 4B: PARK (DESIGNED)
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BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

OPTION 5: LIVING IN A FOREST
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. 

SUMMARY CHART

TOWN SQUARE

OUT OF SIGHT

COMMONS CRESCENT
(DOUBLE LOADED)

COMMONS CRESCENT
(SINGLE LOADED)

PARK (CURRENT)

PARK (DESIGNED)

86% OPEN SPACE
14% HOUSES 

91% OPEN SPACE
9% HOUSES

93% OPEN SPACE
7% HOUSES

96% OPEN SPACE
4% HOUSES

100% OPEN SPACE
0% HOUSES

100% OPEN SPACE
0% HOUSES

OPTIONS OPEN SPACE % UNIT COUNT RANGE

181 - 465 UNITS

145 - 429 UNITS

96 - 288 UNITS

60 - 180 UNITS

0 UNITS

0 UNITS

OPTION 1: 

OPTION 2: 

OPTION 3A: 

OPTION 3B: 

OPTION 4A: 

OPTION 4B: 
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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. 
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OPTION 3A: DOUBLE
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Ranking Survey
1st RANK 2nd RANK 3rd RANK 4th RANK 5th RANK 6th RANK

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 = 5pts, 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.

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

OPTION 1: TOWN SQUARE 19 18 10 10 8 33
OPTION 2: OUT OF SIGHT 38 26 8 3 23 0
OPTION 3A: DOUBLE LOADED 8 24 40 24 2 0
OPTION 3B: SINGLE LOADED 5 5 34 46 6 2
OPTION 4A: PARK CURRENT 12 15 4 6 33 28
OPTION 4B: PARK DESIGNED 16 10 2 9 26 35

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

Completed Surveys in Workshop Ranking Survey Tally (98 in total)
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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 19 19 10 10 10 32
OPTION 2: OUT OF SIGHT 41 26 8 3 22 0
OPTION 3A: DOUBLE LOADED 8 26 41 23 2 0
OPTION 3B: SINGLE LOADED 5 6 35 46 6 2
OPTION 4A: PARK CURRENT 21 17 7 10 35 31
OPTION 4B: PARK DESIGNED 14 13 2 10 27 37

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).

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

All 109 surveys submitted in Workshop Ranking Survey Tally - this includes incorrectly filled out ranking surveys
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FAVORITE LEAST
1st RANK 2nd RANK 3rd RANK 4th RANK 5th RANK 6th RANK

OPTION 1: TOWN SQUARE 12 3 0 0 2 15
OPTION 2: OUT OF SIGHT 5 12 0 1 14 0
OPTION 3A: DOUBLE LOADED 0 2 17 13 0 0
OPTION 3B: SINGLE LOADED 0 2 14 16 0 0
OPTION 4A: PARK CURRENT 13 2 0 0 7 10
OPTION 4B: PARK DESIGNED 2 12 0 3 8 7

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

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. 

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.

•	 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. 

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

3.	 Concerns about the Town selling Blockhouse Hill.

4.	 Walking trails are an important part of the development.

5.	 Concerns regarding ownership of the homes - need to be affordable, do not want to 

see more seasonal homes or luxury homes. 

Online Ranking Survey Tally 

ONLINE RANKING SURVEY5.2
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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.

8’ X 8’ GRID

SINGLE DETACHED 
16’ X 32’

SEMI-DETACHED/ DUPLEX
(2)20’ X 32’

STACKED TOWNHOUSE
(4)20’ X 32’

COMMUNITY AMENITY
20’ X 32’

UPPER STREET

LOWER STREET

SIDEWALK 

SIDEWALK 

PRIVATE GREEN SPACE

PUBLIC GREEN SPACE

ACCESSORY DWELLING
16’ X 24’

TYPICAL HISTORIC LUNENBURG BLOCK (120’ X 280’)

BLOCKHOUSE HILL COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT
BUILD YOUR OWN BLOCK

LEGEND

LOW RISE APARTMENT
40’ X 56’

EXERCISE 2: 
BUILD YOUR OWN BLOCK5.3
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1A. DETACHED HOUSES: 1 PER LOT 1B. DETACHED HOUSES: MULTIPLE PER LOT

RM - RESIDENTIAL MEDIUM ZONING TYPOLOGIES

1A. SINGLE DETACHED HOUSES

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

Max Density: 16 Units

Unit 1

Possible 
Accessory 
Dwelling

One Dwelling Unit / Lot
One Accessory Dwelling

21% Lot Coverage 
79% Open Space

1B. MULTIPLE DETACHED HOUSES

Max Density: 32 Units

Unit 1

Unit 2

Unit 3

Possible 
Accessory 
Dwelling

note: this would require a zoning amendment

Three Dwelling Units / Lot
One Accessory Dwelling

37% Lot Coverage 
63% Open Space

8 Lots / Block 
24 Dwelling Units / Block
8 Accessory Units Possible
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2. SEMI-DETACHED / DUPLEX HOUSING 3A. MULTI-UNIT / STACKED TOWNHOUSES

Two Dwelling Units / Lot
One Accessory Dwelling

40% Lot Coverage 
60% Open Space

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

Unit 1

Unit 2

Possible 
Accessory 
Dwelling

Max Density: 24 Units

2. SEMI-DETACHED/DUPLEXES

Possible 
Accessory 
Dwelling

Unit 1

Unit 2

Unit 3

Unit 4

Max Density: 40 Units

3A. MULTI-UNIT / STACKED TOWNHOUSES

Four Dwelling Units / Lot
One Accessory Dwelling

40% Lot Coverage 
60% Open Space

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

RM - RESIDENTIAL MEDIUM ZONING TYPOLOGIES
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3B. MULTI-UNIT / COURTYARD HOUSING 3C. MULTI-UNIT / COURTYARD MICRO UNITS

Unit 1

Unit 2

Possible 
Accessory 
Dwelling

Max Density: 20 Units

3B. MULTI-UNIT / COURTYARD HOUSES

Four Dwelling Units / Lot
One Accessory Dwelling

29% Lot Coverage
71% Open Space

4 Lots / Block
16 Dwelling Units / Block
4 Accessory Units Possible

Unit 1

Unit 2

Unit 3

Unit 4

Possible 
Accessory 
Dwelling

Max Density: 40 Units

3C. MULTI-UNIT / COURTYARD MICRO UNITS

Four Dwelling Units / Lot
One Accessory Dwelling

25% Lot Coverage
75% Open Space

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

RM - RESIDENTIAL MEDIUM ZONING TYPOLOGIES
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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

37% Lot Coverage 
63% Open Space

2 Lots / Block 
26 Dwelling Units / Block

Unit 3

Unit 2

Unit 1

Unit 4

(1/4 of Lot)

Max Density: 26 Units

1B. HIGH DENSITY ROW HOUSES (MICROUNIT STACK)

1. HIGH DENSITY ROW (MICROUNIT STACK)

Twenty-Six Dwelling Units / Lot

37% Lot Coverage 
63% Open Space

2 Lots / Block 
52 Dwelling Units / Block

Unit 2

Unit 4

Unit 6

Unit 8

Unit 1

Unit 3

Unit 5

Unit 7

(1/4 of Full Lot)

Max Density: 52 Units
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RH - RESIDENTIAL HIGH ZONING TYPOLOGIES

2A. HIGH DENSITY STACKED TOWNHOUSES (TWO STACK)

Unit 1

Unit 2

Unit 3

Unit 5

Unit 4

Unit 6

Small Lot

2. HIGH DENSITY STACKED TOWNHOUSES

Max Density: 44 Units

Six to Ten Dwelling Units / Lot
(two stack) 

38% Lot Coverage 
62% Open Space

6 Lots / Block 
44 Dwelling Units (two stack) / Block

2B. HIGH DENSITY STACKED TOWNHOUSES (THREE STACK)

Unit 1

Unit 4

Unit 7

Unit 2

Unit 5

Unit 8

Unit 3

Unit 6

Unit 9

Small Lot

2. HIGH DENSITY STACKED TOWNHOUSES

Max Density: 66 Units

Nine to Fifteen Dwelling Units / Lot
(three stack)

38% Lot Coverage
62% Open Space

6 Lots / Block 
66 Dwelling Units (three stack) / Block
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RH - RESIDENTIAL HIGH ZONING TYPOLOGIES

3. LOW-RISE APARTMENTS

Unit 1

Unit 7

Unit 10

Unit 11

Unit 12

Unit 2

Unit 8

Unit 3

Unit 9
Common Circulation

Unit 6

3. LOW-RISE APARTMENTS

Max Density: 72 Units

Twelve Dwelling Units / Lot

40% Lot Coverage
60% Open Space

6 Lots / Block 
72 Dwelling Units / Block

RESPONSE SUMMARY - EXERCISE 2: BUILD YOUR OWN BLOCK

A total 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 1 Figure 2

Figure 3 Figure 4

Figure 5 Figure 6

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. 

4.	 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. 

5.	 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. 

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. 

7.	 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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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.”  

6.0 QUESTIONS OF CLARIFICATION

Note handed to the consultant team during Workshop 3.
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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 III conference 

in Quito in 2016.  As Director of Willowbank, Julian established a Memorandum of 

Understanding with the World Heritage Centre of UNESCO, to allow academic exchange 

and the provision of consulting services.  

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.  

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:

•	 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.

•	 In relation 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.  
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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?
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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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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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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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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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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 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?

TABLE 6 - QUESTION 1: What are some elements that make a good community?
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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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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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TABLE 8 - QUESTION 1: What are some elements that make a good community?
TABLE 8 - 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 1: What are some elements that make a good community?
TABLE 9 - QUESTION 2: How do you envision using public open space?
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

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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TABLE 10 - ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TABLE 11 - QUESTION 1: What are some elements that make a good community?
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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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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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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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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?



APPENDIX A1: WORKSHOP 1 / EXERCISE 1 RAW DATA 

MACKAY-LYONS SWEETAPPLE ARCHITECTS   107 BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

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?

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

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

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.

Primarily, a community where residents feel “good”.   

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

Engagement, kindness to others
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Question 1: What are some 
elements that make a good 
community?

Being  able to voice our love and concerns and being heard
people  
healthcare
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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.

all things for the public to be used by the public while paying strict attention to climate change
accessible to all
4 season use

a healthy balance of public use and residental without the vision of 6 story buildings

I don't much…sometimes I walk my dog through the park or bike on trails or take my daughter to the 

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

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

a healthy balance of public use and residental without the vision of 6 story buildings
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Question 2: How do you 
envision using public open 
space?

memorials
bandstands
If it was meant for "public" use; keep it clean, available for all, and keep it  open. 

memorials
bandstands
If it was meant for "public" use; keep it clean, available for all, and keep it  open. 

there's ample wild "green space" for dog walking etc, in and all around the town, I really don’t' believe we need 
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Ques t i on  3 : Wha t  a re 
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.

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
stupid people who don't believe the facts and willingly spread misinformation for their own agenda

An acute awareness that whatever plan evolves, that there will be those who are opposed to it.  To gain 
support, a plan should demonstrate that it can make an easy flow into the local vernacular.  Perhaps 
some demonstration of other historic towns that have incorporated new development seamlessly into 
the urban landscape.  This might be a useful exercise.  

That the majority of the town are not wanting to move ahead with development of Blockhouse hill…especially if 

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.  I 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.The consultant team should be very concerned with the reputational risk that comes with involvement of 
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.

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
2 very drastic visions of what Lunenburg should look like, both historically and futuristic.

The team must be aware how deeply unhappy the town has become with council. Hold a plebiscite. Let 
the people speak fact to face and not the way that has been organized through the paid sessions with 
BML. Council needs to hear from the people. Stop hiding behind BML. Trust has been breached with 
council. Why should we suddenly trust council now, especially as they hid behind BML. I cannot believe 
has happened to our beloved town. What a mess.
the “ not in my back yard rallying group”.To me, that is the largest challenge.

Not endangering UNESCO, our business depends on it.
Endangering your UNESCO statis by developing the buffer zone.
This space should NOT BE DEVELOPED. their challenge will be getting the townspeople (who 
originally owed the land) to accept this at all 
many people don't want development on Blockhouse Hillspace for expansion of the town is limited but destroying our history and Unesco designation should not 
be an option.

opportunity - replace the RV park with something of value to the broader community…be it a variety of housing 

There is a huge very huge dissenting amongst the public which is against any development of 
blockhouse hill. They feel unheard, disenfranchised, and cheated of their voices. Town Council has 
ignored their pleas to be heard and have the people of Lunenburg get a voice as to what happens in 
their green common lands. They have been treated terribly and the council has been strong arming this 
project through. No democracy and very Trumpian
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.I think the biggest challenge is that in my opinion there are a lot of people opposed to the Blockhouse 
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 I 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 I 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 
Many people made this town what it is today. It wasn’t easy many suffered. I suppose it’s good to 
consider that when proposing new ideas. As well a lot of the local history was made up on the fly in the 
90’s. Education on all of it is important. 

The majority of Lunenburg residents do not want this development. 
The majority of townspeople do not want the hill developed.

Be aware that there are very few people who don’t want this development to go forward, but they are 
the most vocal/loud and think that they are speaking for a majority but that is not the case! 
NIMBYism appears to be big challenge in Lunenburg. 
If building overlooking the Back Harbour, water run-off, soil erosion, destruction of natural habitat

Limited green space in the town to create a livable , green and prosperous community. . Once its gone 
it's  gone. 

Do not develop Blockhouse Hill or King St Extension

That the majority of the town are not wanting to move ahead with development of Blockhouse hill…especially if 

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.  I 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.The consultant team should be very concerned with the reputational risk that comes with involvement of 
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.

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
2 very drastic visions of what Lunenburg should look like, both historically and futuristic.

The team must be aware how deeply unhappy the town has become with council. Hold a plebiscite. Let 
the people speak fact to face and not the way that has been organized through the paid sessions with 
BML. Council needs to hear from the people. Stop hiding behind BML. Trust has been breached with 
council. Why should we suddenly trust council now, especially as they hid behind BML. I cannot believe 
has happened to our beloved town. What a mess.
the “ not in my back yard rallying group”.To me, that is the largest challenge.

Not endangering UNESCO, our business depends on it.
Endangering your UNESCO statis by developing the buffer zone.
This space should NOT BE DEVELOPED. their challenge will be getting the townspeople (who 
originally owed the land) to accept this at all 
many people don't want development on Blockhouse Hillspace for expansion of the town is limited but destroying our history and Unesco designation should not 
be an option.
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Ques t i on  3 : Wha t  a re 
some challenges and/or 
opportunities the consultant 
team should be aware of?

As a quiet, introverted person the Listening session was nothing short of torture.  The noise volume of 
hundreds of people talking at the same time was unbearable. I could not hear across the table and 
eventually gave up trying.  I have heard from several people with hearing issues who  felt very isolated. 
Walking into a room and trying to decide which table to sit at is reminiscent of junior high.  The answers 
written on the white pads of paper are entirely subjective and can be interpreted subjectively.  We are 
being told that this development is not a foregone conclusion while simultaneously being told we are 
embarking on a very important project.  A large part of this community has been asking for a plebiscite 
to determine if the community even wants a development on their land, but all we are offered is a voice 
in the design.  Hopefully, you will understand that this exacerbates the tension and resentment. The fact 
that we are talking to designers instead of our elected representatives is truly maddening.  It’s not 
personal at all, but this is wrong on so many levels.

"Challenges"? not sure what you mean by that. Just leave Blockhouse Hill alone !!
Being heard, keeping our oark and camp ground is essential to our town.
The challenges I see are separating the needs of those people that live within the 4 km² that is a 
Lunenburg and pay taxes and those people who are extraneous to 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. 

Lunenburgers are proud people.  It is a town that has been successful because of the people of the 
town.  Lunenburg is and has been, resilient on its own.  It has been creative in looking for and solving 
solutions through the people of the town.  If you as a consultant team want support from the people of 
the town, then let the people come up with the solutions to the problem.
Opposition to their 'plan' for us. You don't know us. 

That residents do not want development in the location.  There is strong opposition that doesn’t feel 
they are being listened to.

The residents and tax payers of Lunenburg have not been asked if they want BlockHouse Hill 
developed. The majority of residents don't want this development. The consultants don't want to hear 
this opinion.
The Council that is directing has not listened to the majority of citizens who are not in favour of this 
project in any way, shape or form
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.This whole project is full of challenges.  The residents of this town do not want this development.  If the 
consultant team had any ethics they would return the funds and stop work on this project.  It’s dividing 
the town and frankly the consultants name is being pulled through the mud.  I manage hundreds of 
thousands of contract dollars in my role and let’s just say the consultant should not bother to apply for 
any RFPs I put out.  
The opposition to the overall planToo many opinions from very intelligent, caring people.  Most people I know of are not keen on 
development of  Blockhouse Hill, unless it is a development to protect the heritage and beauty of the 
land.
Ruining our town by building over green space.
Neglecting to understand diverse narratives 
Close mindedness, 

Lunenburgers are proud people.  It is a town that has been successful because of the people of the 
town.  Lunenburg is and has been, resilient on its own.  It has been creative in looking for and solving 
solutions through the people of the town.  If you as a consultant team want support from the people of 
the town, then let the people come up with the solutions to the problem.
Opposition to their 'plan' for us. You don't know us. 

That residents do not want development in the location.  There is strong opposition that doesn’t feel 
they are being listened to.

The residents and tax payers of Lunenburg have not been asked if they want BlockHouse Hill 
developed. The majority of residents don't want this development. The consultants don't want to hear 
this opinion.
The Council that is directing has not listened to the majority of citizens who are not in favour of this 
project in any way, shape or form
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.This whole project is full of challenges.  The residents of this town do not want this development.  If the 
consultant team had any ethics they would return the funds and stop work on this project.  It’s dividing 
the town and frankly the consultants name is being pulled through the mud.  I manage hundreds of 
thousands of contract dollars in my role and let’s just say the consultant should not bother to apply for 
any RFPs I put out.  
The opposition to the overall planToo many opinions from very intelligent, caring people.  Most people I know of are not keen on 
development of  Blockhouse Hill, unless it is a development to protect the heritage and beauty of the 
land.
Ruining our town by building over green space.
Neglecting to understand diverse narratives 
Close mindedness, 

Blockhouse Hill not utilized to full potential

Lunenburgers take great pride in their Heritage and don’t want to lose it
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 an ill 
conceived, ineffectual housing project. Please do not develop Blockhouse Hill. 

 Poor public’s transport system. 
Challenge = people who don't like change
That what some people are wanting may not be what the community as a whole wants. 
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 

The majority of Lunenburg residents do not want this development. 
The majority of townspeople do not want the hill developed.

Be aware that there are very few people who don’t want this development to go forward, but they are 
the most vocal/loud and think that they are speaking for a majority but that is not the case! 
NIMBYism appears to be big challenge in Lunenburg. 
If building overlooking the Back Harbour, water run-off, soil erosion, destruction of natural habitat

Limited green space in the town to create a livable , green and prosperous community. . Once its gone 
it's  gone. 

Do not develop Blockhouse Hill or King St Extension
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Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

1 / 33

Q1

Name:

Bill latter

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?

Respondent skipped this question

#1#1
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Thursday, November 23, 2023 1:05:36 PMThursday, November 23, 2023 1:05:36 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Thursday, November 23, 2023 1:13:34 PMThursday, November 23, 2023 1:13:34 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:07:5800:07:58
IP Address:IP Address:   134.41.33.128134.41.33.128

Page 2

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

2 / 33

Q1

Name:

Lunenburg Resident

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?

I dislike the development of Blockhouse Hill.

#2#2
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Thursday, November 23, 2023 1:34:22 PMThursday, November 23, 2023 1:34:22 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Thursday, November 23, 2023 1:38:45 PMThursday, November 23, 2023 1:38:45 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:04:2300:04:23
IP Address:IP Address:   217.149.165.159217.149.165.159

Page 2



APPENDIX C2: WORKSHOP 3 / ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

MACKAY-LYONS SWEETAPPLE ARCHITECTS   299 BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

3 / 33

Q1

Name:

Mark Bishop

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?

Leave Blockhouse Hill alone. Stop wasting our tax money!
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Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey
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Q1

Name:

Fred Wilsenack

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?

I wsnt the “keep it as is” option keeping the RV park and green area. I 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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Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

5 / 33

Q1

Name:

Julie Barry

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?

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
where all the residents will park especially in winter. Will the units have off street parking?
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Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey
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Q1

Name:

Schwindt

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) #2 Rank

Option 4b: Park (Designed) #1 Rank (Preferred)

Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

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 
#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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Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey
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Q1

Name:

Jon Simpson

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) #2 Rank

Option 4b: Park (Designed) #1 Rank (Preferred)

Q3

What do you like and dislike about the preliminary options?

I dislike all the options which have housing. The town infrastructure cannot support this additional housing.
I very much like the two options that have 100% green space and no houses. 

I like our UNESCO designation
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Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey
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Q1

Name:

Lori keelty

Q2

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 2: Out of Sight #1 Rank (Preferred)

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?

Respondent skipped this question
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MACKAY-LYONS SWEETAPPLE ARCHITECTS   305 BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

9 / 33

Q1

Name:

Jasmine Patterson

Q2

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 2: Out of Sight #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. I like option two the most as you can still increase the housing that we need while
Keeping some green space.
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Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

10 / 33

Q1

Name:

Rosemary

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 / 33

Q1

Name:

Duncan Kroll

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

#11#11
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Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey
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Q1

Name:

Terry Morris

Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).

Option 1: Town Square #5 Rank

Option 2: Out of Sight #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?

Respondent skipped this question
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MACKAY-LYONS SWEETAPPLE ARCHITECTS   309 BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

13 / 33

Q1

Name:

CH

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?

Respondent skipped this question
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Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey
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Q1

Name:

K D

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) #2 Rank

Option 4a: Park (Current) #1 Rank (Preferred)

Option 4b: Park (Designed) #4 Rank

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.
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Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

15 / 33

Q1

Name:

Respondent skipped this question

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?

Respondent skipped this question

#15#15
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Friday, November 24, 2023 1:01:30 PMFriday, November 24, 2023 1:01:30 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Friday, November 24, 2023 1:02:22 PMFriday, November 24, 2023 1:02:22 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:00:5200:00:52
IP Address:IP Address:   98.233.14.2598.233.14.25

Page 2

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey
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Q1

Name:

Scott Sherman

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 / 33

Q1

Name:

Langford

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?

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 .
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Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey
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Q1

Name:

Concerned taxpayer

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?

I 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
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Q1

Name:

Colin Whitcomb

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
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Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

20 / 33

Q1

Name:

Susan MacCallum-Whitcomb

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 I don’t know who will pay for them
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Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey

21 / 33

Q1

Name:

Heather Langille

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?

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.
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Q1

Name:

John wm Smith

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?

1 and 2 the mix of housing and the number of units

3 and 4 the type of housing   and the quantity given the limited footprint

5 and 6 I like the accessibility aspect but dislike the lake of housing
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Q1

Name:

Adam Rowlands

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?

They look great and honour the green space.
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Q1

Name:

Michael  L

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?

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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Q1

Name:

Gwen Mader

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?

If you're looking at providing housing number one is the preferred option. Great looking community.
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Q1

Name:

Ted Kelly

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?

The need to rank options that I do not want in order to have my views recorded dictates acceptance of some development options. 
This  is manipulation of the "Dirty Pool" variety

#26#26
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Sunday, November 26, 2023 2:25:13 PMSunday, November 26, 2023 2:25:13 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Sunday, November 26, 2023 2:39:22 PMSunday, November 26, 2023 2:39:22 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   00:14:0900:14:09
IP Address:IP Address:   134.41.42.254134.41.42.254

Page 2



APPENDIX C2: WORKSHOP 3 / ONLINE SURVEY RESPONSES

MACKAY-LYONS SWEETAPPLE ARCHITECTS   323 BLOCKHOUSE HILL DEVELOPMENT: WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey
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Q1

Name:

Respondent skipped this question

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?

Respondent skipped this question
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Q1

Name:

Philip Aulenbach

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?

Provides the most housing that still keeps in harmony with the current town layout.
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Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey
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Q1

Name:

Gail Smith

Q2

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 2: Out of Sight #1 Rank (Preferred)

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?

I like the idea of keeping some green space but adding housing as well.
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Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey
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Q1

Name:

Ronald Bachman

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?

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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Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey
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Q1

Name:

Bill Fleming

Q2

Rank the preliminary design schemes in order of preference from #1 (preferred option) to #6 (least preferred option).

Option 1: Town Square #5 Rank

Option 2: Out of Sight #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?

I 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
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Blockhouse Hill Workshop 3: Preliminary Options Ranking Survey
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Q1

Name:

Sandy Jenkins

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, I don't think any public funds should be spent on designing a park. I 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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