	Site Assessment Score Sheet - Agricultural Values


	Criteria
	Priority Ranking


	
	1
	2
	3


	1.  Soil Capability for Agriculture


	
	High: Canada Land Inventory (CLI) rating of 1, 2 or 3
	
	
	

	
	Moderate: CLI rating of 4, 5 or 6
	
	
	

	
	Low: CLI rating of 7
	
	
	


	2.  Land Use Patterns


	
	High: agricultural use on > 80% of land base
	
	
	

	
	Moderate: agricultural use on 50% - 80% of land base
	
	
	

	
	Low: agricultural use on < 50% of land base
	
	
	


	3.  Viability


	
	Size


	
	
	High: > 40 ha.
	
	
	

	
	
	Moderate: 10 - 40 hectares
	
	
	

	
	
	Low:  < 10 hectares
	
	
	


	
	Proximate Lands Compatibility


	
	
	High: all or most proximate lands are agricultural
	
	
	

	
	
	Moderate:  proximate zoning such that conflicts are not anticipated
	
	
	

	
	
	Low:  conflicts with neighbouring land use anticipated
	
	
	


	
	Financial


	
	
	High:  land and buildings have good lease potential
	
	
	

	
	
	Moderate:  land or buildings (not both) have lease potential
	
	
	

	
	
	Low:  land and buildings have low lease potential
	
	
	


	4.  Farm Management (as applicable)


	
	Conservation Tillage


	
	
	High:  can demonstrate conservation tillage practices in excess of 5 years
	
	
	

	
	
	Moderate:  has started conservation tillage within last 5 years
	
	
	

	
	
	Low:  does not practice conservation tillage
	
	
	


	
	Crop Rotation


	
	
	High:  has established crop rotation plans aimed at soil improvements
	
	
	

	
	
	Moderate:  practices crop rotation based more on market factors
	
	
	

	
	
	Low:  practicing little crop rotation or monoculture
	
	
	


	
	Manure and Pesticide Management


	
	
	High:  has established manure/pesticide management plan in excess of 5 years
	
	
	

	
	
	Moderate:  no plan but good storage facilities, standard application practices
	
	
	

	
	
	Low:  no management plan, poor or no storage facility
	
	
	


	
	Forest Management


	
	
	High:  has established forest management plan prepared by licensed arborist
	
	
	

	
	
	Moderate:  no plan but can demonstrate good management practices
	
	
	

	
	
	Low:  not practicing forest management or currently poor practices
	
	
	


	
	Speciality Crops


	
	
	High:  site has natural features such as soil or other conditions conducive to 

The production of speciality crops that are rare in the region
	
	
	

	
	
	Moderate:  speciality crops grown but requires significant capital investment
	
	
	

	
	
	Low:  site does not permit the growing of speciality crops
	
	
	

	5.  Infrastructure


	
	Cultural/Historical


	
	
	High:  site contains quality example buildings of historical/architectural significance


	
	
	

	
	
	Moderate:  bldgs of historical/architectural significance requiring repair/renovation


	
	
	


	
	
	Low:  site has no buildings of historical/architectural significance
	
	
	


	
	Building Structural Condition


	
	
	High:  existing buildings in high quality state of repair
	
	
	

	
	
	Moderate:  buildings in good state of repair, limited upgrades required
	
	
	

	
	
	Low:  buildings in poor state of repair, major capital upgrade required
	
	
	


	
	Land Improvements


	
	
	High:  site has significant drainage/irrigation improvements in good repair
	
	
	

	
	
	Moderate:  site requires repairs/upgrades to existing drainage/irrigation system
	
	
	

	
	
	Low:  site lacks needed drainage/irrigation system
	
	
	


	6.  Environmental


	
	High:  Environmental Farm Plan (EFP) completed in last 5 years by current owner or 

Soil & Crop Stewardship Award received in last 5 years
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	Moderate:  EFP currently being developed
	
	
	

	
	Low:  no EFP undertaken, environmental audit required
	
	
	


	7.  Physical Diversity


	
	High:  site contains diverse land features such as wetlands, woodlots, streams, etc.
	
	
	

	
	Moderate:  site has some/limited diversity
	
	
	

	
	Low:  site is all arable land with little/no diversity
	
	
	


	8.  Conformity to Current Codes


	
	High:  site conforms to all applicable plans, regulations and codes (ie. Ag. Code of Practice)
	
	
	

	
	Moderate:  conforms with minor exceptions
	
	
	

	
	Low:  not in compliance with one or more codes
	
	
	


Notes:

It is suggested that the Land Trust define what it considers “agricultural land” to be.  The Provincial Policy Statement defines “Agricultural uses” as “the growing of crops, including nursery and horticultural crops; raising of livestock and other animals for food, or fur, including poultry and fish; aquaculture; agro-forestry; maple syrup production; and associated on-farm buildings and structures.”

Size criteria are premised on the fact that most planning authorities will not approve consents (severance) of land with less than 100 acres (40 ha.).  The 10 ha (25 acre) minimum limit is suggested as anything less would be difficult to lease, (assuming that leasing was an objective).

The suggested criteria recognise that many agricultural properties have buildings (including houses, barns, sheds, etc) that cannot or should not be severed from the larger land parcel.  Although buildings result in additional management responsibilities, sites should not be discounted solely because of these structures.  As a general policy, the exclusion of properties with buildings is too restrictive, and would eliminate many excellent sites from consideration.

