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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This Heritage Conservation District study, prepaffed the
Corporation of Prince Edward, assesses the potetiathe
Picton study area to be designated as a Heritage<eovation
District (HCD) under Part V of th@ntario Heritage Act

Picton is a town with cultural heritage value rekd to its

settlement, history, architecture and setting in thlandscape.
It is a dynamic place that has evolved since itstdement and

this change and growth is re ected in the town'stian form and
architecture.

Picton was originally settled as two villages linkdy a shared
harbour and divided by a creek at the head of thayb North-
west of the creek, Hallowell was home to merchaintiarbour
related businesses. To the south-east was Pictoepmmunity
shaped by civic functions and by Reverend Williaac&dilay. The
villages merged and were incorporated as Pictod&37.

Within the study area, four character areas re dtis unique
settlement history: Picton's harbour, the origindlllage of Picton
and (within the original Village of Hallowell) MaiStreet West
and the Downtown Core. These four areas were fooivary in
their building type and architectural style, strégcape, cultural
history and evolution over the last 200 years. Teteherence of
the streetscape and heritage built form within tretudy was also
found to vary. The integrity of the study area supported by
the surrounding historical residential neighbourtam Picton's
distinct setting in the countryside and its placemealong the
Loyalist Highway.
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A Heritage Conservation
District (HCD) is an area
with a concentration of
heritage resources with
special character or
historical association that
distinguishes it from its
surroundings and that is
designated under Part V of
the Ontario Heritage Act.

In Ontario there are 104 HCDs that
have been designated over the
last 30 years. Many of these are
commercial districts that promote
Main Street revitalization.

aDistrict designation enables the
council of a municipality to manage
and guide future change in the
district, through the adoption

of a district plan with policies

and guidelines for conservation,
protection and enhancement of
the area's special character.®

- Ontario Heritage Tool Kit, 2006
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Theintent of the study is to develop a heritagegpining framework
that supports revitalization and growth along Picton's nain
streets through the following objectives:

»

»

»

»

Preserve and enhance Picton's role as a historic, cultural a
business centre in Prince Edward County;

Retain and conserve buildings and structures found to
contribute to the heritage character and appearance of the
area;

Encourage new construction and development that contrib-
utes to and is compatible with the heritage character and
appearance of the area,;

Build upon and promote increased awareness of the cultur:
heritage value of Picton.

Based on these objectives and the detailed analydithe Study
Area the following approach for the study area ecommended
in order of priority:

1)

2)

Undertake a Heritage Conservation District Plan under Par
of the Ontario Heritage Atd conserve and proted®icton's
commercial main street This area is de®ned as Main Stre«
from Talbot/Lake Streets to Paul Street/Shire Hall and dow
Bridge Street to the bridge/creek. The area re ects the
Hallowell settlement.

Protect and conserviicton's harbouras a signi®cant
cultural heritage landscape under tl@f®cial Plaand Provin-
cial Policy StatementThis recognition requires an amend-
ment to the Of®cial Plan stating that 2signi®cant cultural
heritage landscapes shall be protected and conserved® anc
the identi®cation of the Picton's harbour as a signi®cant
cultural heritage landscape.

The cultural heritage landscape identi®cation may be unde
taken as part of an update to thelarbour Planning Study
(1989). A study update may investigate Picton's harbour
in a holistic way including, but not limited to: cultural
heritage, natural heritage and marine ecology. This should
include a cultural heritage landscape component which
develops a comprehensive understanding of the harbour's
value and boundary. In managing cultural heritage land-
scapes, the recognition should be values-based and allow
informed decision-making to respond to the reality of an
evolving asset.
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Characteristics an HCD may include:

- A concentrationof heritage
buildings, sites, structures; designed
landscapes, natural landscapes that
are linked by aesthetic, historical
and socio-cultural context or use.

- A framework of structured
elementsincluding major natural
features such as topography, land
form, landscapes, water course and
built form such as pathways and
street patterns, landmarks, node or
intersections, approaches and edges.

- A sense of visual coherence
through the use of such elements
as building scale, mass, height,
material, proportion, colour,

etc. that convey a distinct

sense of time or place.

- A distinctivenesswhich

enable districts to be recognized
and distinguishable from

their surrounding or from
neighbouring areas.

- Ontario Heritage Tool Kit, 2006

Cultural heritage landscape:

means a de®ned geographical area
of heritage signi®cance which has
been modi®ed by human activities
and is valued by a community. It
involves a grouping(s) of individual
heritage features such as structures,
spaces, archaeological sites and
natural elements, which together
form a signi®cant type of heritage
form, distinctive from that of its
constituent elements or parts.

- Provincial Policy Statement, 2005
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3) Undertake a Heritage Conservation District Plan under Part
V of the Ontario Heritage Atd conserve and protect the
original Village of Picton. This area is currently de®ned as
Union Street from Bridge Street to and including Macaulay
Heritage Park.

Vi
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INTRODUCTION

1.1 Scope of Study

This Heritage Conservation District Study has beeeapared
by ERA Architects Inc. to assess the proposed starba to

determine if the area, or a portion there of, meetke criteria

under the Part V of thé®ntario Heritage Afbr designation as a
heritage conservation district.

As required in theOntario Heritage Achis report includes the
following analysis:

Scope of Study
(2) A study under subsection (1) shall,

(a) examine the character and appearance of tha are
that is the subject of the study, including builds)
structures and other property features of the atea,
determine if the area should be preserved as telgeri
conservation district;

(b) examine and make recommendations as to the
geographic boundaries of the area to be designated,;

(c) consider and make recommendations as to thexebj
tives of the designation and the content of theitege
conservation district plan required under sectibi 4

(d) make recommendations as to any changes that wil
be required to the municipality's of®cial plan @aad
any municipal by-laws, including any zoning by-laws
2005, c. 6. s. 29.

Consultation

(3) If the council of a municipality has establigha
municipal heritage committee under section 28, the
council shall consult with the committee with respe
to the study. 2005, c. 6. s. 29.

Py Issued/Revised: 14 May 2012
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This study was informed by individual property rasgsh

County Archives staff, Prince Edward Heritage Aayi€ommittee
members and volunteers. A summary of this researatcluded
in Appendix 3: Property Data Sheet Summary and szsnaf

Property Data Sheets are in Appendix 3. A fullomcof this

research is available at the Planning Services Dispant.

The study also included a consultation process flmaddition to

consulting with the local municipal heritage comrteée required
under the Ontario Heritage Act, engaged the gengrablic and
stakeholders (see Section 1.4 Methodology).

1.2 Client Contact

Damien Schaefer, Planner

Planning & Building Services Department
Corporation of the County of Prince Edward
280 Main Street

Picton, Ontario KOK 2TO

613-476-2148 x 338

1.3 Study Area

The proposed Study Area is located in downtownd?ictWithin
the study boundary are 192 properties along: Maitre&t from
Talbot/Lake Streets to Paul Street/Shire Hall, BedStreet from
top-of-hill to Union Street and along the south she of Picton
Harbour to the Claramount Inn; and Union StreetrnfrdBridge
Street to Church Street and including Macaulay tdge Park.

1.4 Methodology

On Febrary 22, 2011 Council adopted a Heritage Consermatio

Strategy to protect and conserve the County's crdtitheritage
resources. This strategy identi®ed Heritage Coragm Districts
asaheritage planningtool toidentify and protectiltural heritage
resources, support urban design objectives and jgi®economic
bene®t. Later in 2011 Council approved funds talemake a

2 Issued/Revised: 14 May 2012

Property Research Team:
undertaken by the Planning Services Departmennderiedward

Brian Curran, Planning Dep't
Wendy Daxon, PEHAC

Jo-Anne Egan, Planning Dep't
Lynne Ellis, Planning Dep't

Leigh Moore, PEHAC

Krista Richardson, PEC Archives
Damien Schaefer, Planning Dep't
Karen Stanton, Planning Dep't
Linda Sumner, volunteer

Bryan Taylor, volunteer

Kelly Taylor, PEC Archives
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Heritage Conservation District study for Picton. November
2011 the Heritage Conservation District Study wasaled to
E.R.A. Architects Inc.

In addition to regular meetings with Planning Stafan open
public consultation process was undertaken througttbe study
period (December 2011 - May 2012). It included tlodowing:

» A survey and community brie®ng on the Heritage Conser-
vation District Study was mailed to all property owners
and renters within the Study Area in January 2012. Staff
received 19 responses. Common comments included:

a) The historical importance of the main commercial thor-
oughfare and Picton's harbour.

b) A desire to encourage heritage restoration.

¢) Concern over historic building demolition, vacant lots
and incompatible new construction on Main Street.

d) With regard to how heritage relates to business opera-
tions respondents generally expressed the opinion that
heritage attracted tourists and improved town appeal.
One respondent stated that heritage was “key' tewging
tourists and residents continue to shop and enjoy what
Picton has to offer. There was concern about increased
cost to property and business owners in following HCD
Plan guidelines and additional bureaucracy related to
getting heritage approvals.

» ERA met with a Community Advisory Panel (CAP) on Janu
16th, February 21st and April 5th, 2012 to obtain back-
ground information on the study area, feedback on ®ndings
and issues of interest which may inform the study. - Nancy Cleave, property owner

Community Advisory Panel:

Bev Campbell, councillor

Jo-Anne Egan, Planning Dep't
Court Noxon, heritage advisor
Brain Marisett, councillor

Leigh Moore, PEHAC

Steve Purtelle, property owner
Damien Schaefer, Planning Dep't

Roni Summers Wickens,
Picton BIA

4 Issued/Revised: 14 May 2012
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»

»

»

Two public meetings were held.

a) Atthe ®rst on February 13, 2012 ERA introduced the concept of a Heritage Conserva-
tion District Study, presented initial observations of the study area, draft objectives and
examples of other commercial heritage districts. During the question and answer period
there was discussion related to: what is a heritage district; the difference between a Part
IV (individual) and Part V (district) designation under tf@ntario Heritage Agbossible
restrictions on the property owner; interest in the potential impact of the heritage district
economic development, business retention and property values; and building relocation.

a) The second on April 12, 2012 presented the general ®ndings and recommendations of the
study. It was a synopsis of the material in this report. The ®ndings and recommenda-
tions presented we generally well received. There were questions about the scope of the
study and requests for clari®cation on the ®ndings. One attendee stated his concern that
heritage districts represent a loss of individual property rights, that the material presented
did not suf®ciently illustrate how the evaluation was evidence based (ERA presented the
Heritage Evaluation map shown on page 35) and asked if the decision to approve the HCD
would be voted upon by property owners. Another attendee inquired about how building
upgrades to improve energy ef®ciency would be incorporated into the HCD Plan guidelines.

ERA and planning staff undertook individual meetings with property owners, stakeholders and
interested individuals.

ERA met with the Prince Edward Heritage Advisory Committee (PEHAC) on March 8, 2012 to
provide a process update. A second meeting was held on April 26, 2012 to present the Study
recommendations for comment prior to proceeding to the Committee of the Whole in May 2012.

1.5 Policy Provisions

The processes and procedures of the Picton Heri@mgservation District study were completed in
accordance with Part V of thentario Heritage A€2005) and theOntario Heritage Tool Kit (2006),
speci®cally the booklet entitletHeritage Conservation Districts: A Guide to DiExeisignation
Under the Ontario Heritage Act

This study also took into account thBrovincial Policy Stateme(®005), the County of Prince
Edward Of®cial Pl@@f®ce Consolidation, January 2011) and geneodity direction of thePicton
Urban Centre Secondary Rfainculation Draft, December 2011) as well as proial and national
standards on the conservation of historic places.

1.5.1 Ontario Heritage Act (2005)

TheOntario Heritage Acépresents the primary piece of provincial legtéba that regulates the
protection of heritage resources within Ontario. pkoperty that has been formally recognized
under provisions contained in the Act is referred &s a 2designated® property. According to the

e
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Ontario Heritage Aet municipality may by by-law designhate any arearid to have merit as a

Heritage Conservation District. Based on thesevsions, municipalities are required to adopt
a District Plan that identi®es, among other thingke cultural value of the district and provides
principles for protecting that valué.

1.5.2 Provincial Policy Statement (2005)

The purpose of theéProvincial Policy Statemenssued under thePlanning Actis to provide
municipalities in Ontario with policy direction omatters related to land use.

As it relates to the cultural heritage, Section 2df the Provincial Policy Statement states:

2.6.1 Signi®cant built heritage resources agaigicant cultural heritage landscapes
shall be conserved.

2.6.3 Development and site alteration may be jt¢echin adjacent lands to protected
heritage property where the proposed developmehsita alteration has been evalu-
ated and it has been demonstrated that the heritatjgbutes of the protected heritage
property will be conserved.

Mitigative measures and/or alternative developrapptoaches may be required in order
to conserve the heritage attributes of the protdchberitage property affected by the
adjacent development or site alteratfon.

1.5.3 County of Prince Edward Of®cial Plan (1993)

Within the Of®cial Plarfior the County of Prince Edward, the section onritegge Conservation
states that County Council will manage and protéw County's heritage resources through several
approaches including undertaking heritage conseiMadistrict studies:

f) providing for the study of streets, areas, dists or hamlets throughout the County
to be considered for future designation as Heritagreservation Districts under Part V of
the Ontario Heritage Act, based on some or alfdHewing criteria:

i) the majority of the buildings re ect an aspeaf the history of the community
or County by nature of location and historical ggance of setting;

if) the majority of the buildings are of a sty&d architecture or a method of construc-
tion signi®cant historically or architecturallyth@ community, County or Province;

1 Ontario Ministry of Culture, Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.0. 1990, Chapter O.18, (Toronto, 2005).
2 Ontario Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing. 2005 Provincial Policy Statement. Section 2 (Toronto, 2005).
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iii) the district contains other important physai¢cenvironmental, or aesthetic char-
acteristics that in themselves do not constitutéRsient grounds for the designa-
tion of a district, but which lend support in evating the criteria for designation;

iv) the districtis an area of special associattbat is distinctive within the commu-
nity and, as a result, contributes to the charaaikthe entire community; and

v) the district has yielded or is likely to yidltformation important in prehistory
or history?

1.5.4 Picton Urban Centre Secondary Plan (2011)
The Cultural Heritage section of tlicton Urban Centre Secondary Plan (CirculatifthiDchudes
Guiding Palicies that express that one of the intsrof the Plan is to:

1. Encourage the preservation of cultural heritageurces in Picton-Hallowell to enhance the
quality of life, sense of place, cultural and ecmo vitality, and support local economic
development through the mechanisms available iOtitario Heritage Act and consistent
with the Provincial Policy Statemeént.

1.5.5 Heritage Best Practice

The objectives and recommendations laid out in tRiston Heritage Conservation District Study
have been developedin accordance with Parks Cafadadards and Guidelines for the Conservation
of Historic Places in Canadae Ontario Heritage Tool Kit: Heritage Conservatstridisguide and

the Government of Ontario&ight Guiding Principles in the Conservation ¢ifBeiitage Properties

3 Ainley and Associates Limited and The County of Prince Edward Planning and Development Committee and Plan-
ning Department. County of Prince Edward Of®cial Plan, Of®ce Consolidation: January 2011. Section 4.4.4 1.
4 IBI Group. Picton Urban Centre Secondary Plan, Circulation Draft: December 2011. Section 4.2.

Issued/Revised: 14 May 2012 7
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ASSESSMENT OF THE STUDY AREA

2.1 Settlement

Aboriginal Canoe Routes

Prince Edward County was sparsely inhabited pookdyalist
settlement in the late 18th Century. When Frenchplexer,
Samuel Champlain, explored the area in the earlghXéntury,
the territory north of Lake Ontario was inhabited lbhe Huron
peoples. The land south of Lake Ontario, or thethern part
of New York State, was Iroquois territory. SincénBe Edward
County was almost an island, it did not provide tmange to
invite much game into its small territory and madeo easy a
target for enemy tribes.

Nevertheless, the waters that owed through the @y
contributed to the transportation network establisd by the
aboriginal canoe routes and trails. These providkd basis for
the major trade routes along the Great Lakes thatud feed the
growth and development of Picton. Picton Bay acéedh carrying
place, or terminus point, along one of these routeésm the head
of the Trent River through the Bay of Quintédccompanied by
his Huron allies, Champlain followed one of thesates through
the Bay of Quinte in 1615, in an unsuccessful atigno take
over an Iroquois stronghold in upstate New Yérk.

In The Settlement of Upper
Canadaby William Canniff (1971):

A second route, followed by them,
in their frail bark canoes, was
from a point of land somewhat
east of Oswego, called in later
days Henderson's Point, taking in
their way Stony Island, the Jallup
Islands, and stretching across

to Yorkshire Island, and Duck
Island, then to the Drake Islands,
and ®nally to Point Traverse.

Following the shore around this

point, Wappoose Island was also
reached; or, on the contrary,
proceeding along the shore westward
they reached East Lake. From the
northernmost point of this lake they
directed their steps, with canoes

on their heads, across the carrying
place to the head of Picton Bay, a
distance of a little over 4 miles.

It is interesting to notice that upon
the old maps, by the early French
navigators, the above mentioned
islands are speci®ed as 2au des
Couis® while at the same time

the Bay of Quinte bears the name
of Couis, showing unmistakable
that the Mohawk Indians passed
by this way to the head waters of
the bay and to the Trent RiverYa

...0wing to the dangerous
coast along the south shore

of Prince Edward, sometimes
they chose the longer and more
tedious route through the Bay
of Quinte to its head¥

...The route by the Trent and the
Bay Quinte was for many a day
regarded as the most direct, and
the best route to Lake Huron, even

1 Canniff, W.M. The Settlement of Upper Canada. pg 133. (1971). since the settlement by Europeans.
2 _ Lunn, Richard & Janet. The County: The First Hundred Years in Loyalist pg. 133-134
Prince Edward. pg. 7. (1967).
8 Issued/Revised: 14 May 2012 ro
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Loyalist Settlement: Hallowell Bridge and the BerfRoute

Loyalists began moving to Canada in the 1780s assailt of the [
American War of Independence (1775-1783). An esth&1,000 %
refugees, those who remained loyal to the Britishvgrnment,
“ed to remaining British colonies of North America 1,000 of §
these came to Prince Edward County. The Loyalists emixture
of Palatinate Germans, French Huguenots, DutckhlrScottish,
English, and including Mohawks and other memberthefFive ' 4 r ]
Nation Confederacy, now split over the war. As wiedire were °- 1842 Watercolour byWH Bartet of

Native Americans on the shores of the
discharged soldiers who were encouraged to stagamada asgay of Quinte. (Source: in Mika, 1984).

settlers?

The Loyalists followed the aboriginal routes to WppCanada.
Before the survey was completed (which began in4)78he
Loyalists would camp anywhere they could. Pictors waéten
by-passed by the ®rst Loyalist settlers due to thmsquitoes
in the hemlock swamp close to the bay. In the 179@scouple {#i
of log cabins and an inn had been built at the head Picton §
Bay. Among the ®rst settlers in Picton were Andiavd Henry |
Johnson, whose houses on either side of the wootedge that 4. lllustration of the arrival of Loyalist
spanned the creek would become the core of theagdl called Settlers on the shore of the Bay of
Hallowell Bridge. At this early settlement, Nativémericans, %gatrielﬁnR&‘i’k;Ol‘gegz)_sq“ire
travelling along their canoe routes, would often o to trade?

Hallowell Bridge was established as a trade hubnelvefore the
survey was complete. Pedlars portaging from Pi®&aw to either
East or West Lake would stop here and do busireisson's Main
Street started as a portion of this portage rout& the high land
above the harbour and creek ats. In 1801, it walform part 1,
of the Danforth Road that connected the Town of kr¢Foronto) 3
and Kingston. This would provide the beginninggaéton's Main

Street, which was a rough track through the forestthe time. s jjustration of a log cabin of the
®rst settlers Mika Collectio(Source:

in Mika, 1984).
1 Prince Edward Historical Society. Historic Prince Edward. pg. 2. (1976).
2 Lunn, Richard & Janet. The County: The First Hundred Years in Loyalist

Prince Edward. pg. 88. (1967).
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Picton Heritage Conservation District Study

Log cabins began to develop along the road and Tastayrie opened the Eyrie's Inn on Bridge
Street in 1800° The ®rst inn was Moore Hovenden's at Hallowetig®r located at the head of
the cove.

The surveying of land in Prince Edward County begdv84 and was determined by the need to
ensure transportation and thus all lots fronted anthe water, and inland creeks. This resulted
in a zigzag patchwork of deep lots with short fr@ges, in order to maximize the number of lots
(see image 8).

3 Mika, Nick & Helma. The Settlement of Prince Edv@ounty. pg. 32. (1984).

6. Excerpt from a map of Princ Edward County showing the bridge that connected the settlements on either side of
Hallowell Bridge. (Source: W.H. Smith's Canada: Past, Present, and Fdigf5é).

7. Strollers at the Sandbanks [1951]. (Source: Library
Archives of Canada). W.H. Smith's geographical and
statistical description of the County indicates that the
Sandbanks has been a popular picnic destination for Picton
residents even since 1851.

Issued/Revised: 14 May 2012 11
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8. 1920s map of Prince Edward County showing the zig-zag patchwork of the original survey, determined by water transportation routes.

(Source: University of Toronto Robart's Map and Data Library).
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2.2 Evolution and Development

Early Development: Villages of Hallowell and Picton

The Town of Picton was an amalgamation of two distivillages that had developed on either side
of the creek owing from Picton Bay and connectby a wooden bridge, from which Bridge Street
derives its name. The Village of Hallowell develbpe the west of the creek, and the Village of

Picton to the east. The Village of Hallowell wasmed after Benjamin Hallowell, a Boston Loyalist
who received a Crown land grant of 1,200 acresha head of Picton Bay as compensation for
his properties on the Kennebec River in Maine thare con®scated during the American YVar.
He died at York (Toronto), Upper Canada in 1799.

Industry was introduced to Picton Harbour when UstaElephalet Adams settled here in 1805
and established a lumber business on Bridge Stfedtharves were developed to accommodate
the loading and unloading of schooners, which wexiso being built along the Bay. By 1816,
there was regular boat service from Kingston tokyatopping at Hallowell. There are accounts

4 Mika, Nick & Helma. The Settlement of Prince Edvzounty. pg. 31. (1984).
5 Canniff, W.H. The Settlement of Upper Canada4g@. (1971)
6 Mika's book also states that Adams built a stawdtage on Bridge Street in 1812.

: J ’ X .P. j‘ =Ths I 4 ‘s ;-7: ( oL - ‘)
9. (right) Regular boat service to and from Kingston and Toronto landed at the Village of
Hallowell from 1816. (Source: Prince Edward County Archives).

e
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of steamboats coming into Picton Harbour as eady18177 With
the Bay of Quinte acting as a major commercial higly in the B
Great Lakes system, connecting to markets in Ugpemada and ‘
New York State, Picton became a centre of trade emmhmerce
in the 19th century.

In the early 19th century, the Quinte area led th@ovince in
agricultural production. As ®rst generation piomsgthe settlers &=
in the rest of the province were living mostly byubsistence.
Meanwhile, the Loyalists had a head start + manyalist families s
likely had at least a generation of homesteadingpexience ==
behind them, and were in a position to move beyosubsistence

years before other immigrants. 10. Schooner at Picton Harbour [1913]
(Source: Library Archives of Canada).

While the Village of Hallowell was developing intohub of

commercial activity, taking advantage of the deeprbour at
Picton Bay, development on the east side of thedye was
limited at the turn of the 19th century. William Mzaulay (1794-
1874), son of a wealthy Loyalist, was born in Kitgs and

educated at Oxford University. He received a lamang of 400

acre$ as a child in 180% as well as subsequent grants to th
east of the Hallowell Bridg&. Macaulay, a missionary, settled i
Picton in 1815. His estate fronted along the Baydaxtended
to the hill, now known as Macaulay Mountain. He rmahthe

growing hamlet after Sir Thomas Picton, a militamngro who
died at Waterloo and was either a family friendrefative to the

Macaulay$?

rjrl' Picton Harbour [between 1898-
1920](Source: Ontario Archives).

7 Capon, A.R. @Picton: The Finest Natural Harbouthe St. Lawrence ||

Seaway® in_Community Spotlight edited by Nick ahelnvh Mika. pg. 231.

(1974).

8 Cruickshank, T & P.J. Stokes. The Settler's DréaRictorial History

of the Older Buildings of Prince Edward County. pgj7. (1984). _ i

9 Mika, Nick & Helma. The Settlement of Prince Edvzounty. pg. 33. e ‘

(1984). [l

10 Cruikshank, T & P.J. Stokes. The Settler's Drpgmi82. (1984). 6 :

11 Lunn, Richard & Janet. The County: The Firstdriesh Years in Loyalist S RGO e R
Prince Edward. pg. 185. (1967). 12. The Reverend William Macaulay
12 Ibid. pg. 187. (1794-1874). (Source: in Lunn).

14 Issued/Revised: 14 May 2012

e

Architects Inc.



Picton Heritage Conservation District Study

‘(epeue) Jo saAlyaly Arelqi :821n0S) [0£8TO] Aejnedey "WAN Ay JO 1sanbal ayi 1e ,U01dId JO UMO] e 81 JO ABAINS "E€T

15

Issued/Revised: 14 May 2012

r H |
N - N | Y
Architects Inc



The Reverend William Macaulay played a signi®o#min the development of Picton. It was under
his in"uence that the town received the name of Bulay's choice after the amalgamation of the
Villages of Hallowell and Picton, despite the greatommercial af uence of the former. Macaulay
ensured that Picton became the seat of Prince EdW2ounty in 1831 by donating 2 acres of his
own lands for the construction of the County Couwrtise. Macaulay initially campaigned for the
Village of Picton itself to become County seat, amdy have commissioned a survey of his lands
for that purpose (see image 13). On this plan, UniStreet is indicated to be the high main street.
The siting of the new Courthouse on a rise on Picgtohigh street indicates Macaulay's careful
selection for the landmark building. Reverend Mdagalso constructed his rectory and the St.
Mary Magdalene Church on the high street of hisorigor the town. Nevertheless, the Main Street
on the Hallowell side of Picton continued to be tleetive commercial core of the Town and Union

14. 1847 sketch of Main Street by J.P. Downes. (Source: in Mika, 1984).

15. Picton in the 1860s (Source: in Mika, 1984).
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Street did not develop a solid block of commerdmiildings. While the commercial activity from
the harbour extended westward along Main Streeg #ast side of the creek, also known as the
Delhi neighbourhood, became a more civic and ingt@nal area.

Growth of Agricultural Economy

Bridge Street and Main Street became the Town ofdRis two bustling streets throughout the
19th century. Commercial buildings on the harboidesof Bridge Street would service industry
along the wharfs, while commercial street wall laiiigs developed on the opposite of side of the
street and extended westward along Main Street1847 sketch shows that Main Street was lined
with wood frame buildings, while an 1860s sketchosls that many of these were replaced by
larger, brick buildings (see images 14 and 15). 9 ects the increased amount of development
as a result of the growth of the agricultural ecomy in the County.

The 1850s to 1890 marks the height of the 2BarleyB® when agriculture was atits most prosperous.
Barley and hops were being grown and shipped, nydapart, to the United States market on the
other side of Lake Ontario to great pro®t, whichre ected in the built form throughout the Town.
As a commercial presence on Main Street became atlw@ntageous, individual landowners would
divide their lots adjacent to the Main Street. Eatdmdowner subdivided according to their own
logic, which resulted in an uncoordinated plan afitsdivision for the Hallowell side of the town
(see image 17). These subdivisions became popualdra 1870s and later, and led to a residential
development boom in the Town, coinciding with theearall provincial trend of migration from

16. Lively activity animates the
harbour in this 1913 view from Shire
Hall. (Source: Library Archives of
Canada).
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country to town!® The jogs in Bowery, Elizabeth and Ross Streets
and the awkward intersection where Main Street nsé@falton,
Ferguson, and Chapel Streets are a consequenciei©ofitl hoc
subdivision of land.

Most of the existing commercial core of Main Strees built
before the turn of the 20th century, when agricultal exports in
the County were at their height. However, as roaasl railways
became more important modes of transportation falade
. . , .. 18. Apple barrels on the docks of
and industry than water, Picton's position on therdat Lakes picio Harbour [c1898].
waterway became less strategic, and its remoteansl location (Source: Library Archives of Canada).
isolated the County from the rest of Ontario. Thepulation
growth of the County lagged behind the rest of tipeovince and
remained relatively unchanged from 1871-1965 + plogoulation
according to the 1871 census was 20,336 and the3.86nsus,
20,950 Agricultural exports continued, even after the 189
McKinley Tarriff prevented the export of barley dmups to the
United States. Despite the introduction of the redlad and the
canning industry in the 1880s, and the switch to itlg and apple
growing, Picton did not regain the fast growth artkvelopment
it experienced during the Barley Days.

19. Abandoned brewery on Hill

13 Cruikshank & Stokes. The Settler's Dream. pg(1eB4). Street along Picton Harbour [1905].
14 Lunn, Richard & Janet. The County: The Firstdrech Years in Loyalist(Source: Ontario Archives).

Prince Edward. pg. 7. (1967).

20. C.O.R. Station in Picton, opened
in 1881. Although rail eventually
came to Picton, it never became

a manufacturing town and did not
experience the explosive growth in
industry that rail brought to the rest of
the Province.

(Source: County of Prince Edward
Archives).
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20th Century Development

The built form in the study area remained stablerdlighout the ®rst half of the 20th century.

The most signi®cant change on the Main Streetetiseape during this period was the conversion
of 222 Main Street from a commercial building teetRegent Theatre in 1920, and alterations to
the fa"ade in 1931 exhibiting a mixture of Art Dec8panish Colonial, and Italianate in uences.

Development in the study area during the post-wagripd is marked predominantly by the
introduction of a new retail typology initiated inthe 1970s (large-scale, one-storey commercial
buildings, setback far from the street to accommoslample front yard parking); this is consistent
with retail development trends throughout North Ariea. These commercial buildings were added
throughout the study area but concentrated wherethoyalist Parkway transitions to Main Street,
west of the cenotaph. The 19th century characteMdin Street West from Talbot and Lake Streets
to Chapel Street has thus been impacted the mosithit¥ the downtown core of Main Street,
post-war in®Il buildings maintained the street walstablished by the 19th century commercial
buildings. However, the streetwall condition alomyidge Street was impacted by the demolition
and replacement of 19century buildings with a modern strip mall.

21. Picton Main Street with Regent Theatre on the right 22. A&P is now the site of the Metro grocery store at 73

[c1945]. (Source: County of Prince Edward Archives).  Main Street [c1970]. Retail development in the 1970s
marked a major change to the 1 @entury residential
character of the street. (Source: County of Prince Edward
Archives).
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2.3 Townscape Analysis

Picton is a compact town in the countryside. Unlikeany small
Ontario towns, its edges remain quite discreet; atnyside ends
when townscape begins without the blurring creatadsuburban
sprawl. With the development of the town being latg shaped
by the undulating local topography of hills, valleyand shore-
lines, the landscape setting of the surrounding dert is closely
tied and contributes to the character of the studyrea. The ®rst
streets, based on aboriginal portage routes, folexdvthe valley

ridge lines adjacent to the creeks, and the buildis naturally 23. View of Picton from Macaulay

followed suit. Mountain (Source: ERA).

The topography creates opportunities for expansiievs of the
townscape, as well as orienting views within theudy bounda-
ries. The view of the study area from Macaulay Maumngives
the impression of a town nestled at the head of itsrbour.
From this view, the pattern of concentrated commelaevel-
opment along the Main Street, supported by adjacerdidential
neighbourhoods and surrounded by vast rural lands clearly
be observed. Within the downtown core, where hegéabuild-
ings are built closely together, small lanewaysrra views to
Macaulay Mountain over the adjacent creek vallelgiag to the
streetscape experience and sense of place.

Variances in grade within the study area also cadmite to the
establishment of a sense of place. For instancepas ascends
Bridge Street to Top-of-Hill, one experiences a semf arrival
into the commercial thoroughfare along Main Streefdogs in
the road layout, determined originally by topograptcreate a
sequence, as one moves through the town, with binggs framing
and terminating views. This quality of sequencentributes to
a unique sense of place, and a memorable senserofa - both
into and out of town, and into and out of the commeial core.

Issued/Revised: 14 May 2012
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Areas where one experiences a @sense of arrival®sense of
place®, either through signi®cant views, landmdikildings, or
jogs in the road have been indicated as 2gatewaisthe town-
scape analysis map. Larger gateways into the TolWRicion are
indicated as larger circles. Smaller circles indec#gnodes® within
the study ared

For example, nodes within the study area includarlour, where
the convergence of the mouth of the bay and the eke Top-of-
Hill,the fork in the road where Bridge and Main &tts meet; the
potential Town Square area where the break in tlmsistent
streetwall by the deeper setbacks of the Armounyb Library,
and former Post Of®ce buildings mark the centréheftown; and
the cenotaph, a landmark monument that indicategtantrance
into the commercial core of the town.

The surrounding cultural and community assets, faadk build-
ings, and established residential neighbourhoodscakupport
the cultural heritage value of the study area. Rict's main street
continues east to the Picton Fairgrounds (which tigas a land-
mark heritage building - the Crystal Palace) andmlays many
of the town's early historic mansions. To the souihthe study
area is Glenwood Cemetery and Delhi Park - a lpudp@dic open
space. The Loyalist Parkway continues east to Gkenora Ferr
and west through the towns of Bloom®eld and Wellim to
Carrying Place and Trenton.
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2.4 Character Areas

Within the study area there are four character adhat re ect
Picton's unique settlement pattern and change: (Wit the
original Village of Hallowell) Main Street West ahd Downtown
Core, the original Village of Picton and Picton'arbour. These
four areas were found to vary in their settlememtyilding type
and architectural style, streetscape, history andodution over
the last 200 years.

2.4.1 Main Street West

The Main Street West section of the Study Areaudet the prop-
erties on Picton Main Street (also part of the Ldiga Parkway)
from Lake and Talbot Streets to Chapel Street.s Hnea formed
part of Hallowell. The current road pattern is tgaly consistent
with the 1863 Tremaine's map of Picton, the exceptbeing the
insertion of Walton Street in the mid-20century.

Main Street West developed as a predominantly eggidl area. ,, ... . \ain sieet (c1945].
Most of the buildings were detached 1# and 2 storeypod and (Source: County of Prince Edward
masonry houses and slightly setback from the streBuring the “"""¢%)

1800s, some non-residential uses included a fewtdaes and

garages including Gillespie's Cabinet Factory (¢8)8&nd Hart

& Son Carriage Factory (c.1840), a couple of stamekiding 78

Main Street at Catherine Street (c.1879), the Mealist Church

(1875-2010) as well as the former Picton Train &iat(1881).

The street developed according to the ®ne-graihedsubdivi-

sion shown on the 1878 Belden Atlas Map and thddings (with

the exception of the train station) fronted onto Ma Street.

In keeping with its residential character, old posirds show
a tree-lined boulevard, which differentiated thisoption of
Main Street from the downtown commercial core. Hoavewith
commercial uses from the downtown core expandingtward,
and large scale retail development encroaching east from
the Loyalist Parkway, this former residential afeas evolved to
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become predominantly commercial in use. Many eatidl buildings have either been converted
for commercial use, or have been demolished andaegd with post-war commercial buildings.
Short, green verges, some remaining trees, and abground utilities are all that remains of the
more generous, landscaped setbacks of this residéportion of Main Street. The mature tree
canopy has been removed and replaced with hydregulith lamps attached. On the north side
the grass strip between the side walk and the rdeas been removed and freestanding lamp stand-
ards have been provided. As well, in keeping wille commercial uses, several properties display
large freestanding commercial sign posts.

The north side and south sides of the street haweeb impacted differently over the last 100 years.
On the north side of the street there are severakfances where properties have been consoli-
dated into a single lot for a large scale commetaise. At two of these sites the original resi-
dential buildings facing onto the street have beatemolished and replaced with a typical post-
war commercial building + a one-storey building ¢gaa at the rear of the property with a parking
provided to the front, between the building and th&treet. This contrasts with the parking of the
older residential fabric of this street, where sid@nes lead to either parking lots or a small gagag
to the rear. At a third location, the buildings hae been removed for a new commercial building
but left vacant. This in combination with new smadtale commercial buildings has resulted in
no remaining heritage fabric between Agnes and Waltreets on the north side of Main Street.

The south side of Main Street has not undergonenasch change and some residences have
retained their original use. However, it has alsedn impacted by the demolition of select build-
ings, incompatible new commercial buildings/in@hd unsympathetic alterations to the existing
buildings. This is evident in the vacant parcetfe in®Il opposite Washburn Street and the front
addition to the former Picton Train Station.

25. The quality of the pedestrian realm is inconsistent along this strip of Main Street,
with large portions of surface parking fronting onto the street.
(Source: Google Streetview)
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2.4.2 Downtown Core

The Downtown Core character area runs along MaeetStrom Walton Street to Bridge Street.
The street is relatively at, running along the Wiay ridge parallel to the creek to the south. The
"Y' intersection at Bridge Street, known as “TojHdF, features a building that aligns with the
centre of Main Street, terminating a long view frotime west and creating a sense of de®nition
and containment for the streetscape (image 27). ighrea also formed part of Hallowell.

The Main Street streetscape is characterized bgrgdly intact 19th century street wall of mostly
2-3 storey commercial buildings, built up to thednt property line! Most buildings feature ®rst
“oor commercial uses and residential or of®ce sisdove. The ground oor facade (image 28)
tends to be differentiated from above through thee of strong horizontal mouldings, large display
windows, numerous entries, and contrasting wall eréls and colours. The ground oor also
tends to feature signage, awnings and lighting, wdiupper oor facades tend to feature a fairly
consistent ratio of window openings, and many aspped with a projecting cornice. The pedes-
trian realm on both sides of the street featuresgenerous width of hard pavement for walking
that stretches from curb to building fa"ade. Ol@ghioned pedestrian light poles with banners

1 The street wall is coherent with the exception of several parking lots on the south side of the street (one on a
vacant site east of the current post of®ce and two other parking lots associated with more recent commercial buildings
between Bowery and Elizabeth streets).

27. Terminating view at Top of Hill.
(Source: Google Streetview).

26. Picton's Main Street (Source: ERA).

28. Facade treatment at grade.
(Source: Google Streetview).
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and hanging baskets, street treeas well as a row of parallel
parking on both sides of the street create a proted human
scale, and contribute to the character and charmtbé street
(image 26). Utilities appear to be buried in thisection of the
street.

The consistency of the street wall, the architecaliqualities of
the ground "oor facades and the features of thegstrian realm
all contribute to create a visually interesting, mian scaled, and
very walkable commercial streetscape that beconoé® gibrant
and bustling during the summer months. When wadiiere there
is a de®nite sense that you are downtown.

29. Laneways lead to rear parking
areas. (Source: ERA).

Perpendicular streets de®ne the street blocks, amiumber of
narrow mid-block alleyways create pedestrian cotinaes from
rear lot parking areas or park areas to the strd@hage 29).
In some instances, these alleyways provide longmgeover the
town to Macaulay Mountain (image 30), offering amtg sense
of orientation, and revealing the inherent integran of the town

into its dramatic landscape setting.
30. Views to Macaulay Mountain
Between the Armoury, the Library and the old PoE® building, through breaks between commercial

. . . block buildings. (Source: ERA).
roughly at the centre of this stretch of Main Stre¢he consistent

streetwall line is broken, stepping back to frame imformal town
square (image 31). This one break in the streetwhbhmed by
civic buildings and functions, creates a strong senthat you
have arrived at an important central place in thewn.

31. The Armoury is setback from

) the street and marks a break in the
2 The presence of street trees varies. The eastern stretch from Ross streetwall. (Source: ERA).

Street to Bridge street features sparsely planted trees, or none at all. Trees are
fairly regular from Ross Street to Elizabeth Street, with the trees in this area at

a level of maturity where they are beginning to have a dramatic impact on the
streetscape. The stretch from Elizabeth Street to Walton Street features trees on
the north side only.
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2.4.3 Village of Picton

The Village of Picton character area runs alongddristreet from Bridge Street in the west to the
Macaulay Heritage Park in the east. The core efdkd village lines Union Street and is composed
of a mix of residential buildings and signi®camistitutional buildings including the 1825 Macaulay
Church (image 32) and the 1830s Court Hougehe institutional buildings, particularly the Cou
House, are situated on large formally landscapedssivith mature trees, set well back from the
street (image 33). Most of the residential buildiis are one or two storey fully detached homes
with pitched roofs. They are set back from theestt and feature driveways, porches, and grass
yards with a mix of mature trees. A cluster of eldattached residential buildings are set tight
to both sides of the street from Pitt Street to Bige Street.

Like Main Street, Union Street appears to have bkahout along a valley ridge, running parallel
to a now buried creek to the south. At a few lodans, views to the south offer glimpses of
Macaulay Mountain (image 34). Entering the towarfr the west, Union Street runs in a straight
direction to Pitt Street, descending a gradual skp At Pitt Street, Union turns at a forty-®ve
degree angle and continues its gradual descent ¢migect to Bridge Street.

Unlike other parts of Picton which evolved more anically in response to market pressures, it
appears that Union Street and the surrounding bleck the old town of Picton were built out
based on a master plan (see map on page 15). Tire in the street alignment at Pitt Street
may have been planned to set up views to the Hanbasi one arrives from the west (image 35),
and views of the Court house as one heads eastdaypviews of the Courthouse are entirely

1 Macaulay House forms part of the Macaulay Heritage Park, but does not have an address on Union Street.

32. Macaulay Church, part of Macaulay Heritage Park, at33. The Picton Court House is a signi®cant institution on
Union and Church street. (Source: ERA). Union Street. (Source: ERA).
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obscured by mature trees during the leaf out periothe older attached residential structures at
the intersection of Union and Pitt streets terminata long straight view when approaching from
the east, and contribute to a sense of arrival iown.

The pedestrian realm features grassy verges andwasidewalksand above ground utility lines
that run along the south side, affecting the canaggs of some of the mature trees. Overall, the
large setbacks, mix of mature trees, and predomthadetached and modestly sized buildings
create a quiet, leafy and rural feeling streetscaglearacter.

2 The sidewalks are discontinuous along the south side, interrupted at the Church Site and the entrance to Macaulay
Mountain further east.

34. View to Macaulay Mountain from Union Street. 35. Views to the harbour from Pitt Street.
(Google Streetview). (Source: ERA).

36. View to the Courthouse from Bridge Street. 37. Terminating view at Union and Pitt Streets.
(Source: ERA). (Source: Google Streetview).
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2.4.4 Picton's Harbour

The ®nal area covers the south and east edgek®HRicton's harbour and runs along Bridge Street.
Buildings on the harbour originally served to suppodustry associated with shipping. As the
transportation of goods shifted to land based metlg) the once mercantile harbour has evolved
to accommodate residential and recreational usdseré is a mix of residential and commercial
buildings, as well as open space uses along thebbar. The harbour also functions as a tourist
destination with a boardwalk and docks for recremal boats.

Picton's harbour has a rich and layered culturatbiry. Once used as a landing point in a network
of aboriginal portage trails, and later informindne development pattern, transportation networks,
and industrial and early economic history of Pictand Hallowell, the harbour is central to the
cultural heritage of the area.

Up until the early 20th century, the waterfront pperties at the head of the harbour were active
warehouses with dredged and hardened docking afeatarge vessels along the water's edge.
While the dockwalls remain largely intact to thisyl all of the warehouse activity is now gone
and most of the waterfront properties at the heaéitbe harbour have been redeveloped as private
residential and commercial sites (image 39).

The existing character of the streetscape withinigharea, along Bridge Street, is marked by
what is no longer there rather than what currently. The mouth of the harbour where the creek
meets the bay was once a bustling intersection apramary point of arrival and departure for

38. 1924 Goad's ®re insurance plan indicates several ~ 39. Virtually all of the warehouse buildings have been
warehouse buildings clustered at the mouth of the bay.  demolished at the harbour and replaced with residences.
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passengers and goods (image 40). Streetwall bogdithat met
Bridge Street and extended towards Top-of-Hill @cés a phys-
ical connection of the harbour to the downtown corérading
activity on the harbour spilled up from the harboonto Bridge
Street and funnelled to the commercial thoroughfaze Main
Street (image 41). The vibrant streetscape chaeacof the
area was lost with the demolition of the streetwabluildings
and replacement with a modern strip mall at 18 RygdStreet.
Nevertheless, the remaining streetwall buildings Baidge and
Union Streets contribute to a terminating view argkense of
arrival into the Town as one descends south-westiffaom the
Loyalist Parkway.

40. Bustling Bridge Street [c1910].
The cluster of terraces and stores
have all been demolished. (Source: in
Cruikshank & Stokes, 1984).

41. Streetwall buildings were
demolished and replaced with a
modern strip mall at 18 Bridge Street
[197-].

(Source: County of Prince Edward
Archives).
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Today, local residents and visitors alike are lesgare of the
harbour than they once were. At present, thereimited public

access to the waterfront. A boardwalk providesessto marina
slips (image 42), evidence of the harbour's priméugction as a
destination and launching point for recreational Ating.

Despite its current diminished status, the harbowapresents a
hidden jewel for Picton, waiting to be re-discovereThe natural
topography that de®nes the harbour basin, and viattias contin-
ually informed patterns of movement and settlemaémthe area,
remains intact. From the water, a dramatic apprbao the
head of the harbour can still be experienced and,aanumber
of existing overlook points, a dramatic harbour-sitbwnscape
is revealed. Re-vitalizing the harbour, and re-c@tting the
harbour to the town represents a signi®cant oppity to
improve quality of life for residents and to attramore tourists,
contributing to the economic vitality of the town.

42. Boardwalk to marina slips.

43. Playing in the snow at Picton Harbour [1905]. (Source: Ontario Archives).

(Source: ERA).
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2.5 Building Inventory
2.5.1 Heritage Evaluation

As part of this Heritage Conservation District Sgutle buildings

and properties within the study are have been ewkd on an

individual basis. Evaluations were based on archiesearch
undertaken in collaboration with municipal staff drvolunteers,

the Prince Edward Heritage Properties Registeisaal review of
the properties and the Ministry o€ulture's Criteria for Proper
of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest.

Properties that comply with the following criteriaave been
categorized as “Contributing' These propertiesusagerstood as
having design, historical and/or contextual value the de®ned
study area. Conversely, those properties that tailmeet this
criteria have been categorized as "Non-contributing

As the character of the study area continues to Bxthese
evaluations should be reviewed on a regular basisenhsure
that an accurate representation of their contribumg qualities
is maintained.

The buildings located within the study area reprata variety
of architectural styles that re ects Picton's chmology of
development and growth. To inform the individuatoperty
evaluations and understand the chronology of depshent in
Picton the properties have also been categorizedhmsjr date of
construction. As information on speci®c datescoinstruction is
limited the development chronology has been largeftganized
according to the built form maps available:

Pre-1863: Tremaine's Map of the County of Prince
Edward, 1863

1864-1893: Insurance Plan of Picton, 1893
1894-1924: Insurance Plan of Picton, 1924
1925-1950

1950-present
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2.5.2 Architectural Styles

The following architectural styles were predominavithin the
study area:

Loyalist (1780s + 1860s)

This style is largely attributed to the arrival dinited Empire
Loyalist in Upper Canada between 1755 and 1780tzaskd on
the Georgian tradition.

There structures are typically symmetrical buildingf one to

three stories with Classical proportions and a gatof pitched

steeply enough to allow a half- oor in the attic.Chimneys were

located on the side walls. The buildings usuallydreacentre-hall

layout. This style often displays the following tls: simple

cornices with gable return ends, paneled doors, Bnpaned

windows, simple classical ornamentation, and/or tahentries

with fanlights, transoms and/or sidelights. The bding exterior 44. 80 Main Street [197_]. (Source:
could be clapboard, stone or brick. County of Prince Edward Archives).

The Loyalist style is usually found in detached divngs. However
its de®ning characteristics were sometimes appltedother
building types such as non-conformist churches.

Ontario Worker's Cottage (1800s-1890s)

In the early 19th century, a house's level of taxan was partly
based on the number of storeys. As an economy nfaoyses
were constructed with a second storey of half-hdigh

There modest houses were one and a half storiek gatble roof.

Windows to the second oor were placed on the sated/or a

windowed gable was provided over the centre doldre buildings

were symmetrically organized with a central entrgnking

windows and chimneys on the side walls. As the stglolved 45 57-59 Main Street [197_]. (Source:

. . N . . County of Prince Edward Archives).

projecting entry bays and rear "tail' additions wencorporated.

During the second half of the century, in uencedyBritish

immigrants, the Worker's Cottage moved away froenGhassical
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in uence and adopted gothic architecture's vertibaoriented
features such as steeply pitched gables, pointedhss at
windows and doors, and decorative turned and cameddwork
on bargeboard, ®nials, verandahs and entrancdse tfeatment
of the exterior varied widely to re ect local reswces: wood
(clapboard or board-and-batton), stone or brick.

The Workers Cottage style is typically found inatgted dwellings.
Ontario Vernacular (1850s-1890s)

These dwelling types were a common alternate to @wetario
Worker's Cottage that emerged during the second balthe
19th century.

The town house version most commonly displayed examd-a-

half storey house with front facing gable roof. Theched window
and door openings were symmetrical placed and aewed front

porch was a common feature. The farmhouse versias not

symmetrical. It included a side addition with a el roof front

and a gable dormer. Inthis case the front porclswften located
in front of the side addition. In general the decative elements
were often restrained and limited to brick patterrg and simply
ornamented woodwork.

46. 60 Union Street [197_]. (Source:
County of Prince Edward Archives).

Colonial / Georgian Revival (1890s-1940s)

This was the ®rst revival of the styles based odath American
architecture + that of the early colonists.

Colonial / Georgian Revival buildings had simpletamgular

volumes with doors and windows arranged symmetyicalhey

had low-pitched hipped roofs and dormers were eithgpped

or gabled. The building treatment varied, emulainhose of

American Colonial and Upper Canadian Georgiantactie. 47 ciaramount inn (97 Bridge Street)
The columns, pediments and cornices often displayesbtrained [197_]. (Source: County of Prince

. g . . Edward Archives).
Classical in‘uence. The exterior was usually blagrd or brick.
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This style is was most often found in detached desices, and
was popular with the middle class.

Commercial Block (1840s-1900s)

The commercial block building is typical of Ontasiomain
streets. It emerged in the early 19th century asxay to visually
differentiate stores from residences.

Typically found 2 to 3 stories in height, the buildgs were box-like
with a atroof. The building was located so thatt's front fa"ade
met the sidewalk and the side walls abutted the gkbouring
building to create a continuous street wall. Atgund level there
was a glazed storefront with a recessed entrancarsd often a
door to access the upper oors. The upper odlisplay regularly
placed punched windows and housed of®ces or rataleaunits.
The building ornamentation was primarily found olmet street
fa"ade and consisted of: wood, masonry or metalatraent at
the storefront; storefront and roof cornices; windoarches; roof
parapets; and window and door treatments. The stgfethe
building was largely expressed in the treatmentloése elements.

; ; A ; 48. Allison Block (237 Main St)
In Picton, many commercial block buildings exprétdianate [197 1. (Source: County of Prince

architecture in the masonry patterning, arrangemehbpenings, Edward Archives).
the decorative window hoods and cornices with ovazd brackets.

Post War Retail (1950s-present)

Duringthe post-war period, commercial building ofpgy changed
throughout North America. Older buildings were les@d with
new, pre-dominantly one-storey, at roof stores.To provide
convenience to shoppers, these retail buildings weften set
back from the sidewalk to provide on-site parking=rom the
street these buildings display a simple glazed stioont with a
signage banner above.

49. 1 Walton Street [197_]. (Source:
County of Prince Edward Archives).
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CONCLUSIONS

3.1 General Findings

Picton occupies a central location in Prince Edw@rlinty along
the historic Loyalist Parkway. Since the area veastled over
200 years ago and the Town was incorporated in 183¢ton

has served as a cultural, business and institutibocantre in the

County. Throughout its evolution it has retainedistature as a
small town set within the surrounding pastoral laszhpe.

In undertaking the Heritage Conservation Distrithidy research
and analysis it was found that the character withthe study
area varied according to topography, settlement feabs,
architecture, use and development over time. It svalso
found that the integrity of some portions of the sidy area, as
shown in the streetscape and built form, had beempacted
in the 20th century through development - the denitan of
historic buildings, land consolidation and subdiios, and new
construction that is incompatible with the charaateand form of
the area. It was also found that, within the studgrea, there are
areas at risk to future unsympathetic development.

Based on the study analysis and the consultatiorogass the
following objectives for the study area were prepdtto develop
an approach that supports revitalization and growtiong
Picton's main streets:

Preserve and enhance Picton's role as a histocidfural and
business centre in Prince Edward County;

Retain and conserve buildings and structures faumno
contribute to the heritage character and appeararafethe
area;

Encourage new construction and development that
contributes to and is compatible with the heritageharacter
and appearance of the area;

Build upon and promote increased awareness of thdtural
heritage value of Picton.
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3.2 Recommendations

Based on these objectives and the detailed analydithe Study
Area the following approach for the study area ecommended
in order of priority:

1. Proceed with the Picton Commercial Main StreeeHitage
Conservation District Plan

Picton's commercial main street was found to be d&athe
characteristics of alynamic evolvedheritage district. This area
is de®ned as Main Street from Talbot/Lake Stré@®aul Street/
Shire Hall and down Bridge Street to the bridge/eke

Based on this study, the following preliminary list values and
attributes of Picton's Commercial Main Street arevided to
demonstrate its merit as a heritage conservatiostdict. These
would be developed further as part of a Heritagen€arvation
District Plan.

The cultural heritage value or interest of this arés found in:

» Its origin as the village of Hallowell settled circa 1790. In
the early 1800s, Hallowell leveraged its location along the
Loyalist Highway and within the Bay to establish itself an
centre of trade and industry.

» Its association with United Empire Loyalist Benjamin Hallo
ell who was received a crown grant of 1,200 acres at the
head of the Bay.

» lts location along the Loyalist Highway (Danforth Road).
This road connecting Toronto to Kingston was completed
between 1798 and 1801. From the west it follows the Main
Street to Top of Hill and down Bridge Street towards Glenora.

» Its association with the Ontario railway system. The Prince
Edward County Railway was incorporated in 1873 and the
®rst train arrived at the Picton Station site in 1881. With
the railway came new industry - the ®rst canning factory
opening nearby in 1882.
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»

Key attributes that express the value of this araa an evolved
heritage conservation district include:

»

»

»

»

»

»

»

»

It is an example of a dynamic evolved main streetscape th
documents Picton's history, primarily related to changes in
industry, in its townscape and architecture.

The integration of Hallowell within its immediate and
dramatic topography: on the rise adjacent to the Picton
Harbour and the marsh (now Delhi Park) and across from
Macaulay Mountain.

The irregular pattern of lots and side streets along Main
Street related to uncoordinated land subdivision in the late
1800s.

The historic residential properties of Main Street West, ma
of which have been adapted for commercial use as an ext
sion of the Downtown Core.

The coherent street wall of intact commercial block buildin
in the Downtown Core.

The role of Bridge Street as a physical connection to the
harbour and as an evolved street that has housed wareho
at the head of the harbour, commercial main street buildin
and residences.

The cluster of community use buildings within the Downtown
Core - the Armoury, the Carnegie Library and the former Post
Of®ce building - which step back from the commercial block

street wall to provide an informal centre.

The mid-block alleyways which connect the Downtown Core
to rear yard parking and the surrounding residential neigh-
bourhoods.

Key views and vistas: the terminating view along Main Street
to Top of Hill, views to Macaulay Mountain through breaks

in the commercial block buildings, views overlooking Picton
Harbour from Main Street near Shire Hall and along Bridge

Street.
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Pursuing designation of Picton's commercial mairest as a
heritage conservation district under Part V of tRmtario Heritag
Ad would protect contributing buildings from demoidn and
provide guidelines for compatible change within thastrict
boundary. In addition, under the Provincial Policytatement
(2005), development applications on properties athat to the
heritage conservation district would be subject t@view to
ensure that change is compatible with the conseloat of the
heritage attributes.

Itisrecommendedthatthe developmentofaHeriegggonservation
District Plan build upon theDesign Guidelines for the Central
Commercial Portion of Main Street in Pi¢2®®7) by George Robb
Architect and thePicton Urban Centre Secondary Alstember
2011) by IBI Group.

2. Recognize Picton's Harbour as a Cultural Hexgge Landscape

Picton's harbour has value related to its assom@atiwith the
settlement and prosperity of the villages of Pictamd Hallowell
as well as a landscape and ecological feature. Stuely found
that the buildings on properties on the south edgéthe Picton's
harbour have limited individual heritage value, hewer the
harbour and the surrounding area were found to eexolved
cultural heritage landscape.

Based on this study, the following preliminary list values and
attributes of Picton's harbour are provided to demstrate its
merit as a cultural heritage landscape.

The cultural heritage value or interest of the Pact's harbour is
found in:

» ltsrole as a carrying place along an aboriginal trading rout
from the head of the Trent River through the Bay of Quinte
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» Its association with the settlement of the villages of Picton and Hallowell. The Hallowell
Bridge at the head of the harbour was an early trading hub. It became an entry point from
which the main streets (and related street and land patterns) of Hallowell and Picton grew.
Picton became a centre of trade and commerce in the 19th century.

» ltis a landscape and ecological feature that has evolved over time and continues to change in
response to human activity related to the settlement, growth, industry and social life of Picton.

Key attributes that express the value of this arasan evolved cultural heritage landscape include:
» The setting of the harbour between two escarpments.

» The alteration of the edge of the harbour related to its business uses and recreational uses.
This may also include built intervention such as boardwalks, wharves, docks, and/or boathous-
es.

» Key views and vistas: from the head of harbour, and overlooking the harbour from locations
along the top of either escarpment (the Loyalist Parkway, Main Street and Mill Street).

Cultural heritage landscapes are included in theovPmcial Policy Statement (2005): 22.6.1
Signi®cant built heritage resources and signhi®&acantural heritage landscapes shall be conserved.®
It is recommended that the Of®cial Plan is amendedstate that signi®cant cultural heritage
landscapes shall be conserved and that Picton'sbbar is identi®ed as a signi®cant cultural
heritage landscape.

The cultural heritage landscape identi®cation andomprehensive understanding of the harbour's
value and boundary may be undertaken as part ofugmlate to the Harbour Planning Study
conducted by Lombard North Group (1989); this sHoiwclude a cultural heritage landscape
component. In managing cultural heritage landscapée recognition should be values-based
and allow informed decision-making to respond t@tttynamic reality of an evolving asset. Given
the current fragmented, privatized and disconnecteuhdition of the harbour area, a clear interest
was expressed by the community to develop a strategimprove and reconnect the harbour to
Picton. A study update would afford the ability tovestigate the harbour and all of its component
features in a holistic way including but not limigkto its: cultural heritage, natural heritage, and
marine ecology. The intent would be to build commity consensus around a plan for meeting
future revitalization and conservation goals.

Issued/Revised: 14 May 2012 45



3.

Pursue the Village of Picton Heritage Consetion District Plan

The original Village of Picton was found to havestbharacteristics of an evolved heritage district
and its supported by several signi®cant heritagadmark buildings. Within the study area, the
village is de®ned as Union Street from Bridge &tte and including Macaulay Heritage Park.

Based on this study, the following preliminary ligtf values and attributes of the Village of
Picton's are provided to demonstrate its merit adharitage conservation district. These would
be developed further as part of a Heritage ConseowaDistrict Plan.

The cultural heritage value or interest of this arés found in:

»

»

»

Its origin as the Village of Picton settled circa 1815. In comparison to the mercantile charac-
ter of Hallowell, Picton established itself with the construction of civic assets: the area's ®rst
school, St. Mary Magdelene Anglican Church and the County Courthouse.

Its association with Reverend William Macaulay, son of a United Empire Loyalist, who received
a crown grant of 400 acres east of the Hallowell bridge. Macaulay was instrumental in the
establishment of the village, its development pattern and the construction of several landmark
buildings.

It is an example of an evolved (now secondary) main street that documents Picton's history in
its streetscape and architecture.

Key attributes that express the value of this area an evolved heritage conservation district
include:

»

»

»

»

»

46

The integration of Picton within its immediate and dramatic topography between the Picton
Harbour and Macaulay Mountain.

The designed pattern of lots and streets along Union Street and beyond that were set out in
the survey of the @Town of Picton® for Reverand Macaulay circa 1930. This plan provides a
street organization that responds to its immediate surroundings: the Loyalist Highway, the
Picton Harbour, the marsh and the mountain.

The remaining heritage fabric buildings, many of with likely date back to the early 1800s, that
line Union Street.

The local landmark buildings: The Picton Courthouse (identi®ed by Infrastructure Ontario as
a heritage property of provincial signi®cance), the Macaulay House and Macaulay Church (the
former St. Mary Magdelene Anglican Church).

Key views and vistas: descending into Picton along Union Street from the east, between the
Picton Court House and the head of harbour, and to Macaulay Mountain from Union Street.
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Pursuing designation of the original Village of Rio as a heritage conservation district under
Part V of the Ontario Heritage Act would protectntebuting buildings from demolition and
provide guidelines for compatible change within thistrict boundary. In addition, under
the Provincial Policy Statement (2005), developmapiplications on properties adjacent to the
heritage conservation district would be subject teview to ensure that change is compatible
with the conservation of the heritage attributes.

In undertaking a heritage conservation district piafor the Village of Picton further research
may be undertaken to determine if there is bend®expanding the district boundary to include
a greater breadth of its cultural heritage asset®roperties of interest identi®ed iffhe Settler's
Dreammay include but is not limited to: Curate's House, 1825 at 57 York Street; 8The White
Cottage®, c. 1825 at 42 Church Street; Brick Schd®08 at York and Pitt streets; @Hawthron
Villa®, c. 1838 at 109 Union Street; Foster/Mortiguse, 1840 at 54-56 Bridge Street; Owens/
Oord House, c. 1847 at 58 Bridge Street; Eyre's mri835 64 Bridge Street; and St. Gregory the
Great Roman Catholic Church on Church Street.
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3.3 Policy Review

As part of the study planning policies applicable the study area have been reviewed in relation
to the study's recommendations.

Of®cial Plan

TheCounty of Prince Edward Of®cial Pdalopted November 25,1993) identi®es heritagesarn
vation districts as a means to manage and protelbetCounty's cultural heritage resources (see
Section 1.5 Policy Provisions). It is recommendbat as part of the next update Of®cial Plan
that the requirements of a heritage conservatiorsttict are updated to re ect the current Ontario
Heritage Act.

It is also recommended that an Of®cial Plan updaiglude for the protection and conservation
of signi®cant of cultural heritage landscapes.

Secondary Plan

The study area is contained within tHeicton Urban Centre Secondary Hletember 2011). The
Secondary Plan includes for the protection and cawsation of cultural heritage resources. It
provides guidelines for the Downtown Core area Hmspecial policy areas of the Town Square
and the Picton Harbour that include cultural andritage considerations. The ®ndings and recom-
mendation of the heritage conservation district sty support and build upon the vision and goals
identi®ed in the Secondary Plan.

Community Improvement Plan

The Community Improvement Plan for Prince Edward CQlamyary 25, 2012) proposes the
following incentives for heritage and/or main streproperties that may apply to future heritage
conservation districts:

Facade Improvement Grant - rehabilitate busingslseritage facades in County's downtown
and main street areas. Grant for design studiesddaptive reuse of heritage or other build-
ings for creative work and live/workspace.

Adaptive Reuse of Heritage Property for creativerk or live/work space - Design study grant,
fees and charges rebate, tax increment equivalemd gacade improvement grant.
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Civic Address
1"2 PICT$N 3#IN ST

1"( PICT$N 3#IN ST
1"%*1%0 PICT$N 3#IN ST|
1"9 PICT$N 3#IN ST

1%4 PICT$N 3#IN ST
1%" PICT$N 3#IN ST

1%9 PICT$N 3#IN ST
190 PICT$N 3#IN ST
192 PICT$N 3#IN ST
19*19( PICT$N 3#IN ST
194 PICT$N 3#IN ST
19" PICT$N 3#IN ST
199 PICT$N 3#IN ST
200 PICTS$N 3#IN ST
204 PICT$N 3#IN ST
20( PICTS$N 3#IN ST

20, PICT$N 3#IN ST
20% PICTS$N 3#IN ST

211 PICT$N 3#IN ST
21(*219 PICT$N 3#IN ST

221 PICTS$N 3#IN ST
222-22% PICT$N 3#IN ST

22' PICT$N 3#IN ST
229 PICTS$N 3#IN ST

2'0*2'2 PICT$N 3#IN ST
2" PICT$N 3#IN ST

240 PICTS$N 3#IN ST
242 PICT$N 3#IN ST
24" PICTS$N 3#IN ST

2(1*2( PICT$N 3#IN ST
2((*2(" PICT$N 3#IN ST
2(, PICT$N 3#IN ST

2(9 PICT$N 3#IN ST
2,1*2,' PICT$N 3#IN ST
2,( PICT$N 3#IN ST

2,, PICT$N 3#IN ST

2," PICT$N 3#IN ST

2,% PICT$N 3#IN ST
2"2 PICT$N 3#IN ST

2"( PICT$N 3#IN ST
2'9*2%1 PICT$N 3#IN ST
29%0 PICT$N 3#IN ST
29%9 PICT$N 3#IN ST
290 PICTS$N 3#IN ST
29"+299 PICT$N 3#IN ST
'02 PICT$N 3#IN ST

'0( PICT$N 3#IN ST

'0( PICT$N 3#IN STREET
WHr8ing b7=inkX
'11 PICT$N 3#IN ST

'1, PICT$N 3#IN ST

Legal Description
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PL#N 24 L$TS 2,0) 2,1
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PL#N 24 L$T 940

PL#N 24 PT L$T 2,(
PL#N 24 PT L$TS 2(() 2(,

PL#N 24 PT L$T 2((
PL#N 24 L$TS 941 ) 9%4

PL#N 24 PT L$T 2((
PL#N 24 PT L$T 2(' L$T 2(4

PL#N 24 PT L$T 942 SUBZ Tt
PL#N 24 PT L$T 2('

PL#N 24 PT L$T 94') L$T 94
PL#N 24 L$T 94(>9%0 SUB/
PL#N 21 PT L$T 1(40

PL#N 21 L$T 1(41
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PL#N 24 L$TS 94,>94" PT L$
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PL#N 21 L$T 1(44 T$G MIT6
PL#N 24 PT L$T 2(0
PL#N 24 PT L$T 94%
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PL#N 24 L$T 24%
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PL#N 24 PT L$TS 2'9) 240

Appro"i#ate Date 'otes

0$ Constr%ction&
c& 1%!(

.0/t 19(0
c& 1%,
1%9'

c& 1%9'
c& 1%,2

191"
.0/t 19(0
c& 1%9'
c& 1%9'
c& 1%9'
un8no:n
c& 1%"%
c& 1%9'
c& 1%9'
1900> Front +H
19(0
c& 1%9'

c& 1%9'

un8no:n
c& 1%,1

c& 1%9'
1%'0/ bric8
[tructur7> c&1920
c& 1%9'
c& 1%9'

b c& 1%,

c& 1%,0

4
r TS

c& 200(
n*+
c&1%"9

c& 1%9'
c& 1%9'
c& 1%,
c& 1%9'
c& 1%9'
undno:n
.0/t 19(0
undno:n
.0/t 19(0
.0/t 19(0
c& 1%9'
c& 1%9'
c& 2010
c& 1%9'
19(0/
un8no:n
c&1%,'
c& 1%'0

o

24(

n*+

c& 1%"0

PL#N 24 PT M#S6BURN BLK

DESIGN#TED P#RT IV 5
B;0c85 or 53+/t7r O77H/5

Pub;ic Libr+rA5

LISTED 6ERIT#GE PR$P
5R+:/on B;0c85

DESIGN#TED P#RT IV 5R7g7|
T=7+tr75

5Union B+n85

5R=7Ar7/ B;oc85
DESIGN#TED P#RT IV 5#
B;0c85

P+r8ing ;ot

DESIGN#TED P#RT IV
60t7;5

OQor@7r 5%:7n/ B;od]
Qor@7r 5B+n8 oF 3ontr7+;
DESIGN#TED P#RT IV 5)

#@7ric+n 60t7;5
P+r8ing

.0/t 19,9

(eritage
)val%ation
REOnihitborting

Non-contributing

Non-contributing
FERON®ributing

Contributing
I€ontributing

Contributing
Contributi

Contribu
Cmtributing

Non-contributing
SRaArbuting

Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Non-contributing
Non-contributing
Non-contributing
Non-contributing
Non-contributing
Contributing
Contributing
85 /it7
Contributing
5 Contributin
Non-contributing
Contributing
NGdrtributing

Non-

Non—contriblﬂ

Contributing

Contributing
5C=+r;7/ 60u/75 Contributing
Contributing
LISTED 6ERIT#GE PR$BERTiBuUting
5C+/7 B;0c85
Contributing
Non-contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Qor@7r ;+n7 Non-contribpting
5St+nH+rH B+n8 oF CHn+H+5 Contfibuting
5Nor@-+n B;0c85 Contriguting
Contributing
Ho@ 7r Po/t $FFic7> no: 5T=71Contributing
VictorA5
LISTED 6ERIT#GE PR$fERTrbuting
S5#r@ourA5
DESIGN#TED P#RT |V [§Riotabuting

ing

Non-contfibuting

tontributing

g

ting

Non-contributing



Civic Address

'20 PICT$N 3#IN ST
'2*'2( PICT$N 3#IN ST
'2%*'0 PICT$N 3#IN ST
"2 PICT$N 3#IN ST

2PITT ST

, THLBST ST

2*4 UNI$N ST
,*%*10 UNI$N ST
12 UNI$SN ST

1" UNI$N ST
19 UNI$SN ST
21 UNI$SN ST
22 UNI$SN ST
2" UNI$SN ST
29 UNI$SN ST
'L UNISN ST

" UNI$N ST

‘9 UNISN ST

49 UNI$N ST
(0 UNI$N ST

(1 UNISN ST
(2 UNISN ST
((UNISN ST

(, UNI$N ST
("*(9 UNI$N ST
(% UNI$N ST
L0 UNI$N ST
1% UNI$N ST

,(UNI$N ST
"UNI$N ST
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Legal Description
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PL#N 24 PT L$T 10'9

PL#N 24 L$T 10'9
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The individual property research was undertakencallaboration with the Planning Services

Department, Prince Edward County Archives stafficBrEdward Heritage Advisory Committee
members and volunteers. A full record of this resgh is available at the Planning Services
Department. Samples of this research and docunemias included in Appendix 3.






43 Picton Heritage Conservation District Study

Lot and plan number &
Civic address

PLAN 24 PT LOT 933
178/180 PICTON MAIN ST

Heritage evaluation

Contributing

Estimated Construction Date

c 1863 Goad

First Owner/Occupant

Occupation Workplae

J. Porter Leather Boot and Shoe Store (Tremaine) Bell Telephone offict
Goad/ PO on Herman Plan; WH Williamson Insurance Brocker/Apt. Haj

City Directory Listings

Fire Insurance Plans

1893 Bell Telephone photo
1924 Bell Telephone photos

Architect/Builder

Architectural Style

Brick storey, flat roof, brackets, cornice rounded windows
Note changes compared to 1940 photo/note changes since 1951 Haspf

Additional Note: Porter (Tremaine) had deed to part of Master FF-sedBremaine
Comments/observations reference to him here may be errditaspe)
Recorder

Linda Sumner December 2011




53 Picton Heritage Conservation District Study

Lot and plan number &
Civic address

PLAN 24 LOTS 941 & 984
222-226 Main St. (HASPE)
Formerly 8276 Main St. (Goad Survey)

Heritage evaluation

Contributing
Designated under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act

Estimated Construction Datg

1835 (called Ballard Block), alterations made c. 1920 for theatre use (S
and 1931 faeade remodel (HASPE)

First Owner/Occupant

Occupation Workplace

John Allen House and seed house merchant shop in 1837

City Directory Listings

1866Walter McKenzie Merchant-General (1866 Directory)

Fire Insurance Plans

1894, 1923 (Y)

Architect/Builder

Norman Ballard (SD)

Architectural Style

Historical Attributes: Marquee/brackets, building is brick. (HASPE)

Additional
Comments/observations

1863Walter Mackenzie General Merchant (HASPE)
According to Goad Survey 1917:

82 Main St .office,

80 Main St. Barber Shop,

78 Main St. office,

76 Main St. Grain and Seed Building

Recorder

Krista Richardson Deember 2011




91 Picton Heritage Conservation District Study

Lot and plan number &
Civic address

PLAN 24 LOT 82
7 BRIDGE ST

Heritage evaluation

Contributing

Estimated Construction Date

Marked on Goad 1924
c. 1893 Haspe

First Owner/Occupant

Occupation Workplace

Duplex 19800s Haspe

City Directory Listings

Fire Insurance Plans

1924 2! storey dwelling
1893 2! storey dwelling

Architect/Builder

Architectural Style

2! staey gable roof b large detailed verandah
Frame / contemporary to 11 Bridge Street

Additional
Comments/observations

Recorder

Krista Richardson

December 2011




105 Picton Heritage Conservation District Study

Lot and plan number & PLAN 24 PT LOT 1039
Civic address 17 UNION ST
Heritage evaluation Contributing

Estimated Construction Datg C 1893P not visible on Tremaine

First Owner/Occupant

Occupation Workplace Brass Foundr Brick/stone foundation visible

City Directory Ligings

Fire Insurance Plans 1893 Brick (32 Union St.)
1924 Brick

Architect/Builder

Architectural Style Gable faces road, finial and barge board/ground floor wall integrated wi
stone retaining wall/upper and lower entrances

Additional Goad shows only small square building adjacent to street. Tail wing apj
Comnments/observations to have been added.
Recorder

K. Stanton Dec. 14/2011




158 Picton Heritage Conservation District Study

Lot and plan number &
Civic address

PLAN 24 LOT 621,622,632
73 PICTON MAIN ST

Heritage evaluation

Non-contributing

Estimated Construction Date

A & P/ Metro constructed circa 1980.

First Owner/Occupant

Occupation Workplace

The fire insurance plans show that 8 of the former buildings were dwelli
(1 brick and 7 wood) The exception was the Marble Works (wood).

City Directory Listings

Fire Insurance Plans

1893b Shows 9 buildings along Main Street at this property.
1924D Shows 9 buildings along Main Street at this property.

Architect/Builder

Architectural Style

Additional $ettler©s Dreanotes that one of the former residences kvasvn as the

Comments/observations OAllison HoseO. This was a Loyalist stgeelling built in the 1830s/40s.
See page xiiof SettlerOs Dreafor photo.

Recorder

L. Reid January 2012




165 Picton Heritage Conservation District Study

Lot and plan number &
Civic address

PLAN 24 PT LOTS 647 AND 648
43 PICTON MAIN ST

Heritage evaluation

Contributing

Estimated Construction Date

c. 1893

First Owner/Occupant

Occupation Workplace

19800B apartments D currently Chestnut Park Real Estate

City Directory Listings

Fire Insurance Plans

1893 and 1924
2 storey with 1 storey brick additio® 1 storey frame addition &l the
rear, out building also on properyrame

Architect/Builder

Architectural Style

Squared bay windows, 2 storey hip roof, detailed porch, brackets, brick

Additional
Comments/observations

Alterations since construction aluminum soffit

Recader

Brian Curran January 2012




172 Picton Heritage Conservation District Study

View from the street (former train station at rear) Archival image of train stationglaegrail lines)

Lot and plan number &
Civic address

PLAN 24 PT LOTS 747 TO 753
54 PICTON MAIN ST

Heritage evaluation

Non-contributing

Estimated Construction Date

c. 1881P Picton Train Station

First Owner/Occupant

TermaineOs map (1863) shows a previous building here fronting on Mz
Street.

Occupation Workplace

City Directory Listings

Fire Insurance Plans

1893, 1924 (Y)

Architect/Builder

N/A

Architectural Style

1 1/2 storey brick building with gable roof

Additional
Comments/observations

Prince Edward County Railway was established in 1873. The railway

opened in fall of 1879 with first train arriving at the city limits as per the
contractor agreement. Picton had to pay an additional cost to have the
brought into town. The first train arrived in town on June 7,1881 at this
CF Evans Lumber (established in 1933 by Carey Franklin Evans) move
here from their original location at 68 Main Street in the 1970s. The oril
train station building remains and has received multiple additions. Itis |
longer visible form the street.

Recorder

L. Reid January2012
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