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(&) That Heritage Permit Application NE-HCD-HPA-17-02 be approved to
permit the construction of two (2) detached structures, subject to the
following conditions:

i.  That the final building elevations are subject to approval of
Planning Staff.

6. Informational Items

5. HAC17-004 — Heritage Permits Approved Under Delegated Authority

Recommended:

1. That Report No. HAC17-004 be received for information.

6. Memorandum from Planner
Re: Closing Historic Schools — CHOnews Article

Recommended:

1. That the memorandum regarding Closing Historic Schools — CHOnews
Article be received for information.

7. Extract from Council Meeting of March 28, 2017
Re: Heritage Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes of February 13, 2017,
and March 6, 2017

Recommended:

1. That the Extract from Council Meeting of March 28, 2017, regarding the
Heritage Advisory Committee meeting minutes of February 13, 2017, and
March 6, 2017, be received for information.

7. New Business

8. Adjournment
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S Town of Aurora
AU@M Heritage Advisory Committee Report No.HAC17-010

Subiject: Revised Submission Heritage Permit Application
36 Mark Street
File: NE-HCD-HPA-17-02

Prepared by: Jeff Healey, Planner
Department: Planning and Building Services
Date: April 10, 2017

Recommendation

1. That Report No. HAC17-010 be received; and

2. That the Heritage Advisory Committee recommend to Council:

a) That Heritage Permit Application NE-HCD-HPA-17-02 be approved to
permit the construction of two (2) detached structures, subject to the
following conditions:

i. That the final building elevations are subject to approval of
Planning Staff

Executive Summary

The purpose of this report is to provide Council with direction from the Heritage Advisory
Committee regarding Heritage Permit Application NE-HCD-HPA-17-02 regarding a
proposed demolition of an existing structure and the construction of a new detached
dwelling and accessory structure located at 36 Mark Street, designated under Part V of
the Ontario Heritage Act as part of the Northeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation
District.

e The existing house was recommended for demolition from the Heritage Advisory
Committee on March 6, 2017

e The proposed new dwellings have demonstrated greater conformity with the
Northeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation District Plan
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Background

On March 6 2017, the Heritage Advisory Committee received a proposal from the
owners of 36 Mark Street with respect to the removal an existing designated, non-listed
structure and the construction two new detached buildings. The following
recommendation was provided by the Heritage Advisory Committee

1 That Report No. HAC17-005 be received; and

2 That the Heritage Advisory Committee recommend to Council:

a. That Heritage Permit Application NE-HCD-HPA-17-02 be approved for the
demolition of the existing structure; and

b. That the Owner submit revised elevations that demonstrate greater
conformity with the Northeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation District
Plan; and,

c. That the revised plans be reviewed by the Heritage Advisory Committee at
a future meeting.

Location

The subject property is located on the north side of Mark Street, at the northwest corner
of Mark Street and Spruce Street (See Attachment 1). The property is a Designated,
non-listed property on the Aurora Register of Properties of Cultural Heritage Value or
Interest, located within the Northeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation District.

Analysis

Neighbourhood Context

The property is located within the Northeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation District.
The existing building is contextually linked to the residential buildings on the south side
of Mark Street, as they appear to have been constructed in the same era. EXxisting
heritage buildings on Mark Street are located further west towards Yonge Street and are
not adjacent to the subject lands. The existing building is not considered an important
component to the heritage character of the District.

Non-Heritage Buildings within the Northeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation
District Plan

The demolition of non-heritage buildings is identified in Section 4.4.3 of the District Plan,
which states that generally, where non-heritage buildings are supportive of the
character of the heritage conservation district, the placement building should also
support the district character.
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Revised Concept Plan

The owner wishes to demolish the designated, non-listed property and construct two
new single detached homes on the property. A severance application will be required to
sever the lands into two properties. The owner has provided revised elevations for the
proposed buildings after receiving comments from Staff and the Heritage Advisory
Committee on March 6, 2017 (see Attachment # 3).

Section 4.5.1 of the District Plan outlines the design approach for new buildings within
the Heritage Conservation District.

Design Approach: The Design of new buildings will be products of their own time, but
should reflect one of the historic architectural styles traditionally found in the District

The proposed design reflects an Edwardian architectural style, this style is supported
along Mark Street. The owner has taken suggestions from staff and the Heritage
Advisory Committee to incorporate additional Edwardian stylistic elements including 2
over 2 double hung windows on all elevations.

Design Approach: New residential buildings will complement the immediate physical
context and streetscape by: being generally the same height, width, and orientation of
adjacent buildings; having similar setbacks; being of like materials and colours; and
using similarly proportioned windows, doors, and roof shapes.

The proposed design reflects an Edwardian architectural style, incorporating brick. The
owner has revised the building materials to be in keeping with the District Plan. The
windows, doors and front porch require minor revisions to be in keeping with Edwardian
architecture.

Design Approach: New residential building construction will respect natural landforms,
drainage, and existing mature vegetation.

The owner is proposing to maintain the existing mature trees and hedgerows on the
property. One mature tree facing Mark Street will be removed.

Design Approach: The height of new residential buildings should not be less than lowest
heritage building on the same block or higher than the highest heritage building on the
same block. Historically appropriate heights for new residential buildings are considered
to be 1-%2 to 2-% storeys, subject to an actual height limit of 9 metres to the mid-slope of
the roof.

The owner has reduced the height of both structures. The proposed buildings are
measured at 2 storeys and 9.5 metres and 9.0 metres in height respectively. Both
homes have equal visual height as viewed from the street, however due to the grade
changes, 36A technically exceeds the 9 metre height limit.

Section 9.1.2.1 of the District Plan speaks to traditional spacing and driveway
placement of buildings. It is a guideline of the district “To preserve traditional spacing of
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buildings, new garages for new or existing houses shall be separate rear or flankage
outbuildings”.

The owners have proposed an attached garage, for each proposed building. The owner
has cited that topography issues prevent the ability of placing a detached garage for
each home. The attached garage is not in keeping with the policies of the District Plan.
The owner has staggered the garages for 36A.

Section 9.1.2.2 of the District Plan speaks to rear yard spacing and amenity area. This
section of the plan includes important building depth provisions to control overall
massing of structures. The maximum building depth for a two storey structure is 16.76
metres.

The proposed building depth for 36A is 16.1 metres. The proposed building depth for
36B is 16.8 metres. 36B exceeds the building depth provisions by 4 centimetres,
therefore is considered to be in keeping with this provision.

The District Plan also requests, where feasible and reasonable, to include “an inset of a
minimum of 0.3m (1ft) from the side yard and that the roof be set down a minimum of
0.3 metres (1ft) beyond the (building) depth of 12 metres (39'3”).”

Lot 36A appears to be in keeping with this guideline, as the building indents
approximately 2 metres on the west side of the building. Lot 36B continues to not meet
this guideline and will be required to adjust the rear building height and massing
accordingly.

Design Approach: New residential building construction in the District will conform with
the guidelines found in Section 9.5.2.

The proposed building meets the setbacks of By-law 2213-78. The front yard setback of
lots 36A and 36B will be consistent with adjacent properties to the west. The owner is
keeping the existing mature trees and hedgerows on the property.

There are no proposed changes to the siting specifications for the building which were
indicated in HAC17-005.

Design Review Panel

The application was reviewed by the Design Review Panel on March 31, 2017. The
Design Review Panel acknowledges the improvements to the design of both proposed
homes. The Panel has requested the following changes to the design of the homes:

e Buildings appear tall, despite the average finished grade

e Adjust the proportion of the Double Hung windows to reflect traditional window
design (currently too thin)

e Install a new window on the 2" floor, south east corner of unit 36B

e Increase the size of the dormers

e Reduce the roofline beyond 12 metres of building depth
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Financial Implications

There are no financial implications.

Communications Considerations
No Communication Required.

Link to Strategic Plan

The conservation of heritage resources supports the Strategic Plan goal of Supporting
an Exceptional Quality of Life for All through its accomplishment in satisfying
requirements in objective Celebrating and Promoting our Culture.

Alternatives to the Recommendation

1. Deny Heritage Permit Application NE-HCD-HPA-17-02.

Conclusions

The existing home at 36 Mark Street is not considered a contributing property within the
District. Staff recommend that the Heritage Advisory Committee approve the
architectural designs for two new homes located at 36 Mark Street. Staff will work with
the owner to revise any outstanding design matters.
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Attachments

Attachment #1 —Revised Elevations

Previous Reports

Heritage Advisory Committee Report No. HAC17-005, dated March 6, 2017

Pre-submission Review

Agenda Management Team Meeting review on March 30, 2017.

Departmental Approval

A e

Marco Ramunno
Director, Planning and Building Services
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Subject: Heritage Permits Approved Under Delegated Authority
Prepared by: Jeff Healey, Planner

Department: Planning and Building Services

Date: April 10, 2017

Recommendation

1. That Report No. HAC17-004 be received for information.

Executive Summary

The purpose of this report is to present to the Heritage Advisory Committee Heritage
Permit Applications that were approved by the Director of Planning and Building
Services under the By-law 5365-11 (being a By-law to delegate certain assigned
Council authority under the Ontario Heritage Act regarding the power to consent to
alterations of designated heritage properties).

Background

Address: 158 Carisbrooke Circle (14425 Bayview Avenue)
Approval: Heritage Permit Application - IV-HPA-15-05
Description: New cladding arrangement of Heritage House

Review: The Allen Brown House located at 158 Carisbrooke Circle was built c.
1860. The subject property is listed on the Aurora Register of Properties of
Cultural Heritage Value or Interest. Designation under Part IV of the
Ontario Heritage Act occurred on August 14, 2007. The owner submitted
Heritage Permit Application IV-HPA-15-05 on July 31, 2015, a notice of
receipt was issued in accordance to the Act requirements. The owner
submitted drawings for the preservation of the original heritage home and
construction of a compatible rear addition and garage. The design was
based from the original design approved by the Heritage Advisory
Committee in 2012.
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Status: The application was reviewed by Planning Staff and was determined that

proposed alterations are in keeping with the heritage style. The application
was approved on August 7, 2015 and a notice of consent was issued in
accordance to the Act requirements.

Address: 44 Fleury Street
Approval: Heritage Permit Application — NE-HCD-HPA-16-02
Description: Restoration of Existing Front Porch, Re-posting of masonry

Review: 44 Fleury Street is described as a Edwardian/Foursquare House
constructed circa 1913 The subject property was designated in 2006
under Part V of the Act as part of the Northeast Old Aurora Heritage
Conservation District. The owner proposed to restore the existing front
porch and re-post masonry columns due to structural concerns. The porch
was to be restored to match the existing porch design.

Status: The application was reviewed by Planning Staff and was determined that
proposed alterations are in keeping with the heritage style. The application
was approved on April 26, 2016 and a notice of consent was issued in
accordance to the Act requirements.

Address: 15342 Yonge Street
Approval: Heritage Permit Application — NE-HCD-HPA-16-04
Description: Proposed Rear Staircase and Sunroofs

Review: The Horton Place, located at 15342 Yonge Street is described as an
Italianate home was built c. 1875. The subject property is listed on the
Aurora Register of Properties of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest.
Designation under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act occurred on June 25
1987. Furthermore, the subject property was designated in 2006 under
Part V of the Act as part of the Northeast Old Aurora Heritage
Conservation District. The owner submitted Heritage Permit Application
IV-HPA-15-04 on June 17, 2015, a notice of receipt was issued in
accordance to the Act requirements. The sunroofs are proposed to be
located on the historic rear addition, facing south.

Status: The application was reviewed by Planning Staff and was determined that
proposed alterations are in keeping with the heritage style of the home.
The sunroofs are not considered to be visible from the street due to the
existing mature vegetation and steep grade. The application was
approved on May 25, 2016 and a notice of consent was issued in
accordance to the Act requirements.
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Address:

Approval:

Description:

Review:

Status:

Address:

Approval:

Description:

Review:

Status:

Address:

Approval:

Description:

40 Maple Street
Heritage Permit Application — NE-HCD-HPA-16-05
Window Replacement

40 Maple Street was built circa 1927 and can be described as a two and a
half storey, Foursquare House with an off-set front gable roof. The subject
property was designated in 2006 under Part V of the Act as part of the
Northeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation District. An existing window
was located at the east elevation, facing Spruce Street. The window to be
removed was not in keeping with the Heritage District Plan, the proposed
window is a double-hung window to match the windows on the existing
home.

The application was reviewed by Planning Staff and was determined that
proposed alterations are in keeping with the heritage style. The application
was approved on July 7, 2016 and a notice of consent was issued in
accordance to the Act requirements.

31 Catherine Avenue
Heritage Permit Application — NE-HCD-HPA-16-07
New window- west elevation

The Reynolds House located at 31 Catherine Avenue was built c. 1886,
designed in an Ell-shaped Gothic Revival architectural style. The subject
property was designated in 2006 under Part V of the Act as part of the
Northeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation District. The location of the
window is located on the west elevation at the north-west corner of the
structure. The removed bricks have been retained by the owner for future
use.

The application was reviewed by Planning Staff and was determined that
proposed alterations are in keeping with the heritage style. The application
was approved on September 16, 2016 and a notice of consent was issued
in accordance to the Act requirements.

31 Catherine Avenue

Heritage Permit Application — NE-HCD-HPA-17-03

Removal of existing vents front and side elevations and replacement with
new windows, new sunroof.

item 5
Page 3 of 6
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Review:

Status:

Address:

Approval:

Description:

Review:

Status:

Address:

Approval:

Description:

Review:

Report No. HAC17-004

The Reynolds House located at 31 Catherine Avenue was built c. 1886,
designed in an Ell-shaped Gothic Revival architectural style. The subject
property was designated in 2006 under Part V of the Act as part of the
Northeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation District.

The application was reviewed by Planning Staff and was determined that
proposed alterations are in keeping with the heritage style. The application
was approved on February 16, 2017 and a notice of consent was issued in
accordance to the Act requirements.

15213 Yonge Street
Heritage Permit Application — IV-HPA-17-05
Clock Tower Roof replacement

The Old Post Office located at 15213 Yonge Street t was built in 1915.
The subject property is listed on the Aurora Register of Properties of
Cultural Heritage Value or Interest. Designation under Part IV of the
Ontario Heritage Act occurred on July 28, 1993. The owner requested the
removal of the existing metal roof on the bell tower and replace with a new
metal roof. The new roof will replicate the colour and design of the original
roof.The owner submitted Heritage Permit Application IV-HPA-17-05 on
February 17, 2015, a notice of receipt was issued in accordance to the Act
requirements.

The application was reviewed by Planning Staff and was determined that
proposed alterations are in keeping with the heritage style. The application
was approved on February 24, 2017 and a notice of consent was issued in
accordance to the Act requirements.

62 Centre Street
Heritage Permit Application — NE-HCD-HPA-16-07
Demolition of Existing Garage- Proposed New Garage

The owner of 62 Centre Street submitted Heritage permit NE-HCD-HPA-
16-07 was received by the Town on February 24" 2017. The owner
proposed to remove the existing 20m? accessory structure and construct a
17.5 m? accessory structure. The existing accessory structure can be
described as a 1 storey brick structure with a hipped roof. The proposed
structure is described as a 1 storey wood frame structure, finished with
wood clapboard siding.
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Status: The subject property was designated in 2006 under Part V of the Act as

part of the Northeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation District. The
application was reviewed by Planning Staff and was determined that
proposed alterations are in keeping with the heritage style. The application
was approved on March 16, 2017 and a notice of consent was issued in
accordance to the Act requirements.

Analysis

None

Design Review Panel

Not required.

Financial Implications
There are no financial implications.
Communications Considerations

No Communication Required.

Link to Strategic Plan

The conservation of heritage resources supports the Strategic Plan goal of Supporting
an Exceptional Quality of Life for All through its accomplishment in satisfying
requirements in objective Celebrating and Promoting our Culture.

Alternatives to the Recommendation

None.

Conclusions

The above Heritage Permit Applications were approved by Planning Staff according to
By-law 5365-11, being a By-law to delegate certain assigned Council authority under
the Ontario Heritage Act regarding the power to consent to alterations of designated
heritage properties. The delegated authority contributes to achieving excellence in
managing and delivering quality services in an efficient and expeditious manner.
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Attachments
None.

Pre-submission Review

Agenda Management Team Meeting review on March 30, 2017.

Departmental Approval

e C L/ T —
Marco Ramunno
Director, Planning and Building Services






		Prepared by: Jeff Healey, Planner
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Memorandum
Date: April 10, 2017
To: Heritage Advisory Committee
From:  Jeff Healey, Planner
Copy: Marco Ramunno, Director of Planning and Building Services

Re: Closing Historic Schools — CHOnews Article

Recommendations

1. That the memorandum regarding Closing Historic Schools — CHO News Article
be received for information.

Background

The attached article on Closing Historic Schools featured in CHOnews dated Winter 2017
features examples of historic schools which have been saved or demolished since their
closure. The article looks at possible strategies for municipalities through tools such as the
Official Plan to address future school closures and the new potential uses associated with
a school site. Furthermore, protection measures should be implemented if a school is
considered significant under the Ontario Heritage Act.

Attachments

Attachment 1 — Closing Historic Schools, by Michael Seaman, CHOnews, dated Winter
2017
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Time Capsule Discovered at Former Rosamond Woolen Company

September 15, 2016, was an excit~
ing curatorial day at the Mississip-
pi Valley Textile Museum ("MVTM")
located in the annex of the former Rosa-
mond Woolen Company in Almonte. Con-
structed in 1867, this National Historic
Site of Canada now features a blend of the
old and new, all related to the history of
the Mississippi Valley and the textile
industry.

In 1862, Bennett Rosamond and his
brother William leased the Victoria
Woolen Mills from their father under the
partnership of B & W Rosamond and
embarked on a programme of rapid
expansion, In 1866, they brought into the
firm (renamed B & W Rosamond & Co.)
George Stephen, the man whom James
Rosamond had used to secure market out-

Document found in time capsule.

lets in Montreal. Stephen, who was to
become president of the Bank of Montreal
and first president of the Canadian Pacific
Railway, gave the Rosamond's an invalu-
able link to Montreal financial circles. He
was a powerful figure in the Canadian
textile industry, involved in complex

Michael Rikley-Lancaster

interlocking partnerships that ofien tended
to make those mills that were tributary to
their Montreal interests function as an
effective unit. William and Bennett were
thus introduced into Stephen's Cobourg
Woolen concern, and Bennett into the
Canadian Cotton Manufacturing Compa-
ny at Cornwall. It was a measure of Ben-
nett's ability that he never lost control of
the company to Stephen and that the Mon-
treal financiers always played a minor
tole,

Also in 1866, a new and much larger
factory was started on Coleman's Island at
the lower falls. This was primarily for the
manufacture of fine tweeds, a type of tex-
tile becoming increasingly popular. This
new mill was six stories high and 300 by
60 feet. The complex was augmented by a
dye house, boiler house, business offices,
and a warehouse. The firm also leased
water power on the upper falls, where
they built a mill for the manufacture of
blankets.

In 1870, a new joint stock company,
Rosamond Woolen Company, was estab-
lished with a capitalization of $300,000.
While some Montreal businessmen,
including George Stephen, had an interest
in the firm, there was never any question
who held control. Bennett Rosamond
remained both president and managing
director until his death in 1910,

The Rosamond Woolen Company
building was converted to Millfall Condo-
miniums. Recent work was underway,
including repointing around stones and
making repairs. Shortly after 10 a.m.,
Millfall's Superintendent, Earl John,
dropped by the Museum to mention that

Time capsule location.

stone masons Matt Gordon and Tyler Rath
had uncovered a time capsule in the wall
of the former mill. The capsule consisted
of two metal boxes, both badly corroded
and damp, and it had been opened. Inside
were a photograph of Bennet Rosamond,
a letter from Bennet listing the capsule's
contents, coins (some dating to 1858), and
newspapers dated 1880: an Almonte
Gazette, Qttawa Daily Citizen, and Indus-
trial World. They agreed these items could
be taken to the museum. All are currently
locked away for conservation, as hands
and light can make them deteriorate rapid-
ly. Hallie Cotnam of the CBC happened to
be in the area and heard about a "museum
emergency.” She arrived at the site and
did a story for Ottawa Moming. This was
great exposure for our Museurn. Now we
have to look inte carefully conserving and
possibly displaying this exciting find.

Michael Rikley-Lancaster is Execu-
tive Director/ Curalor at the Mississippi
Valley Textile Museum in Almonte and
a member of the CHO/PCO Board of
Directlors.

Closing Historic Schools

Michael Seaman

postcard handed out at a local festival in the Town of
Lincoln in 2014 reads, "Let's Save Vineland Public
School." Built in 1895, the schoolhouse was eventually demol-
ished to make way for a larger building accommodating students
from Vineland and three schools across this West Niagara town
closed after an accommodation review by the Niagara District
School Board. The loss of an historical landmark and the closure
of schools in this largely rural town have caused much debate and
concern over the potential negative impacts on the community.
This is a story playing out across Canada. A progressively low
national birthrate resulting in declining enrolment is placing econom-
ic strain on school boards. Functional requirements of schools in a
high tech world, plus government policy aimed at achieving consis-
tency in educational standards and offering more specialized courses,

4 CHOunews

have resulted in closures of neighbourhood schools in favour of large
campuses cften located on the edge of the community.

Accommodation review studies conducted by school boards
involve decisions about standards of education, the social impacts
on students of smaller lecal versus larger regional schools, the
debate over walking to school or bussing, and the need to ensure
that boards have the necessary funding to sustain a high quality of
education. Agreement on the importance to society of a quality
education system is universal, but the impacts of these decisions
about scheol closures have significance beyond education. Many
of these schools have been the focal point of a community for a
century or more, They are meeting places, places of employment,
and recreational hubs with sports fields and play equipment being
well used by residents. Generations pass through its doors.

Winter / hiver 2017
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Vineland School

The historic Vineland school building was demolished following an
accommodations review conducted by the schoal board in 2012,
Vincland will continue to have a school and elements of the historic
building will be preserved in the new structure,

Perhaps more than any other building, schoolhouses are inex-
tricably intertwined with the history of the community. Many
were built to be landmarks, designed by noted architects and built
with high quality materials and crafismanship. They are similar in
stature to railway stations, civic buildings, and historic lighthous-
es in the way they represent the visual face of the community and
reinforce a sense of community, identity, and historical character.

So how do we conserve our historic schools? There are three
key elements to consider: continuing function as a school, the
community role of schools, and the heritage architecture.

A community like Vineland functioned for generations with a
local school at its centre. As demographics and educational ser-
vice expectations change, this function is the most difficult to
retain and argue. One simplistic solution is to ensure that there is
demand for a local school by managing residential densities and
demographics to support an economically sustainable enrollment.
For example, Grimsby, located adjacent to Lincoln, is experienc-
ing a residential boom. Enrollment in its elementary schools
remains strong and it has avoided undergoing the accommodation
review process. Largely dictated by market demand and available
servicing, not all communities can attract a new population with
schoel age children. Where urban conditions allow for it, achiev-
ing sustainable residential densities could certainly be a factor to
consider in Official Plan review processes when establishing min-
imum densities for new development in areas served by existing
schools.

Winter / hiver 2017

What about the community and recreational function of
schools? Traditionally, school buildings provide the primary walk
to recreational space, such as sports fields, gymnasiums, and
meeting rooms. When the school closes and the soccer field that
children can walk to is replaced by one to which their parents
must drive them, and a place for spontaneous active play is
removed, the impact on neighbourhood patterns, sense of commu-
nity and identity, the local economy, and health can be significant.

Existing legislation requires school boards te offer surplus
schools to a list of preferred agencies, such as other boards, col-
leges, universities, and the municipality, for ninety days before
the school property goes on the open market. Some, such as
Hamilton Wentworth District School Board, have protocols for
providing earlier notice of potential closures to preferred agen-
cies. The property must sell at fair market value. This amount can
be significant and without financial planning, the funds for acqui-
sition may not be available. It is clear that municipalities need to
lock more clesely at the "what if?" of potential school closures
and build the future acquisition/development of school sites into
their Official Plans.

The need to be proactive and innovative is also critical to the
successful conservation of historic school architecture. There are
an increasing number of outstanding examples of schools repur-
posed for residential uses. "The typical classroom is perfectly
scaled for an individual residential unit” according to Erik Han-
son, Heritage Resources Coordinator for the City of Peterbor-
ough. He has worked with the development community to
achieve several successful conversions as a means of providing
sensitive new housing in established character neighbourhoods.

Lessons learned in the loss of some school buildings and in
the successful repurposing of others, point to the need for long
range planning and better cooperation and communication
between school boards and municipalities when it comes to pre-
serving historic community schools. School boards and provincial
govemnments must also acknowledge the broad impacts of school
closures on all areas of provincial policy, including community

Wells Street Public School, Aurora

Wells Street Public School in Aurora is a significant example of 1920s
collegiate architecture. When closed temporarily in 2007 by York
Region School Board 1o facilitate repairs, the Town of Aurora desig-
nated the property, When the school was later declared surplus and
sold, the designation established the benchmark for redevelopment of
the site. Many developers will attest that historic classrooms are typi-
cally of a proportion that makes them ideal for conversion to loft
apartments. With a modest and sensitive rooftop addition, the Wells
Sireet School building is being redeveloped by Wells Street School-
house Lofts Inc. and is about 10 be reborn as 35 high quality loft
apartments.
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health, identity, and heritage. In Ontario, the Provincial Policy
Statement encourages walkable and complete communities. The
Ministry of Education should be required to consider all provin-
cial policies holistically.

There is also much that can be done at the municipal level to
achieve positive outcomes for historic schools. Addressing the key
issue of enrollment by creating Official Plan policies that support
the implementation of densities that maintain school populations is
an important objective. If this is not possible, municipalities need
to be proactive in understanding community heritage and the local
community and recreational use of the school. If the space is being
well used and is needed, plan to acquire the site by building finan-
cial reserves. If a school building is an historic landmark, work
with the school board, before the threat of closure, to designate the
property under the Ontario Heritage Act and develop a conserva-
tion and maintenance plan for times when the building is vacant.
Developing a secondary plan for the site once the imminent clo-
sure of the school becomes known can ensure that significant ele-
ments are protected and the neighbourhood character is maintained
if and when the site undergoes new development.

If a municipality identifies its schools (as it does other signifi-
cant buildings) for preservation, and is prepared to use the full

Schools Update
Here is what has happened at a few schools:

0O Maple Grove Public School, Lincoln: is being
converted into The Bench Brewing Company, for
tourists to visit along Niagara West's Wine Route.

0O Campden Public School, Lincoln: is now the
Ebenezer Christian School.

O Vineland Public School, Lincoln: was demol-
ished in 2015. Architectural artefacts were salvaged
from the school and utilized in a heritage display in the
new building.

'O Grimsby Secondary School, Grimsby: is the |
subject of a Niagara West accommeodation review - its
fate remains uncertain.

0O Hagar Public School, Grimsby: Closed years
ago but the building is enjoying a rebirth as the home
of the Bible League of Canada's office. It was featured
at Doors Open Grimsby 2014.

O Queen Elizabeth Park High School, Oakville:
enjoys new life as the Queen Elizabeth Park Commu-
nity and Cultural Centre.

Community Heritage Ontario encourages member
Municipal Heritage Committees to circulate CHOnews

to all mayors and municipal council members.

extent of the available tools (such as designation, financial incen-
tives, or Official Plan amendments) to foster protection of historic
properties before there are redevelopment plans, then the preser-
vation of local cultural heritage resources will be much easier to
achieve.

This article was written with the assistance of Kathleen Dale,
Director of Planning for the Town of Lincoln; Glen Letman,
Manager of Development Planning with the Town of Aurora; and
Erik Hanson, Heritage Resources Coordinator for the City of
Peterborough.

Michael Seaman is the Ontario Govemor for The National
Trust for Canada.

Maple Grove Public School, Lincoln.

Circulate CHOnews i

6 CHOnews
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Grimsby Secondary School, Grimsby.
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- Council Meeting of
AURORA Tuesday, March 28, 2017

5. Consent Agenda

Moved by Councillor Thompson
Seconded by Councillor Pirri

That the following Consent Agenda items be approved:
C8. Heritage Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes of February 13, 2017

1. That the Heritage Advisory Committee meeting minutes of February 13, 2017,
be received for information.

C9. Heritage Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes of March 6, 2017

1. That the Heritage Advisory Committee meeting minutes of March 6, 2017, be
received for information.
Carried

5. Consideration of Items Requiring Discussion (Regular Agenda)

R2. Summary of Committee Recommendations Report No. 2017-02

Moved by Councillor Abel
Seconded by Councillor Pirri

1. That the Committee recommendations contained within this report respecting the
Canada 150 Ad Hoc Committee Meeting Minutes of March 1, 2017, be
approved, including the amended recommendation under Delegation (e) Jamie
MacDonald, Music Aurora, Re: Canada 150 Music Festival, which now reads
“That staff be directed to work with Music Aurora and report back to the Canada
150 Ad Hoc Committee.”; and

2. That the Committee recommendations contained within this report respecting the
Heritage Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes of February 13, 2017, and March

6, 2017, be approved.
Carried
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Town of Aurora
Heritage Advisory Committee
Meeting Minutes

Date: Monday, March 6, 2017
Time and Location: 7 p.m., Holland Room, Aurora Town Hall
Committee Members: Councillor Wendy Gaertner (Chair), Councillor Jeff Thom

(Vice Chair), Neil Asselin, Barry Bridgeford, Bob McRoberts
(Honorary Member), Carol Gravelle, James Hoyes, and John

Kazilis
Member(s) Absent: Martin Paivio
Other Attendees: Marco Ramunno, Director of Planning and Development

Services, Jeff Healey, Planner, and Samantha Kong,
Council/Committee Secretary

The Chair called the meeting to order at 7:02 p.m.

1. Declaration of Pecuniary Interest and General Nature Thereof
There were no declarations of pecuniary interest under the Municipal Conflict of
Interest Act.

2. Approval of the Agenda

Moved by Councillor Thom
Seconded by Bob McRoberts

That the agenda as circulated by Legislative Services, with the following additions,
be approved:
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e Delegation (a) lan Ding, representing the Owner; Re: Item 1 — HAC17-003 —
Heritage Permit Application, 41 Centre Street, File: NE-HCD-HPA-17-01

e Delegation (b) Chris Pretotto, Architect, and Kevin Vanderpost, Owner; Re: Iltem
2 — HAC17-006 — Heritage Permit Application, 82 Catherine Avenue, File
Number: NE-HCD-HPA-17-04

e Delegation (c) Sasan Saadat, Owner; Re: Item 3 — HAC17-005 — Heritage
Permit Application, 36 Mark Street, File Number: NE-HCD-HPA-17-02

e Delegation (d) Mark Kolb, Owner, Hidden Live Game; Re: Web Application to
Celebrate History and Heritage of Aurora
Carried

3. Receipt of the Minutes

Heritage Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes of February 13, 2017

Moved by Carol Gravelle
Seconded by John Kazilis

That the Heritage Advisory Committee meeting minutes of February 13, 2017, be
received for information.
Carried

4. Delegations

(@) lan Ding, representing the Owner
Re: Item 1 - HAC17-003 — Heritage Permit Application, 41 Centre Street,
File: NE-HCD-HPA-17-01

Mr. Ding provided background information on the application and was present
to answer questions of the Committee.

Moved by Councillor Thom
Seconded by Bob McRoberts

That the comments of the delegation be received and referred to Item 1.
Carried
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(b)

(c)

(d)

Chris Pretotto, Architect, and Kevin Vanderpost, Owner
Re: Item 2 — HAC17-006 — Heritage Permit Application, 82 Catherine
Avenue, File Number: NE-HCD-HPA-17-04

Mr. Pretotto provided a brief overview of the application and presented new
elevation drawings.

Moved by John Kazilis
Seconded by Barry Bridgeford

That the comments of the delegation be received and referred to Item 2.
Carried

Sasan Saadat, Owner
Re: Item 3 — HAC17-005 — Heritage Permit Application, 36 Mark Street,
File Number: NE-HCD-HPA-17-02

Mr. Saadat provided a brief overview of the application and was present to
answer questions of the Committee.

Moved by Councillor Thom
Seconded by Barry Bridgeford

That the comments of the delegation be received and referred to Item 3.
Carried

Mark Kolb, Owner, Hidden Live Game
Re: Web Application to Celebrate History and Heritage of Aurora

Mr. Kolb provided an overview of the free web application Hidden Live and
proposed that the Town could utilize it to celebrate the history and heritage of
Aurora. He expressed interest in collaborating with the Committee to create
content for the application in order to create a historical walking tour, as well as
prizes and sponsorship.

Moved by Councillor Thom
Seconded by James Hoyes

That the comments of the delegation be received and referred to staff.
Carried
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5. Matters for Consideration

1. HAC17-003 — Heritage Permit Application, 41 Centre Street
File Number: NE-HCD-HPA-17-01

Staff provided a brief overview of the property and indicated that the building is
not considered to be a heritage building within the district as it does not
contribute architecturally. He stated that the proposed design would provide a
more appropriate style to the Heritage District.

The Committee expressed support and inquired if the proposed designs
required any zoning changes or minor variances. Staff stated that the owners
appear to meet the provisions of the zoning by-law. The Committee requested
that staff indicate that the Committee did not receive any reports on minor
variance, should this application proceed to the Committee of Adjustment.

Moved by Carol Gravelle
Seconded by Neil Asselin

1. That Report No. HAC17-003 be received; and
2. That the Heritage Advisory Committee recommend to Council:

(@) That Heritage Permit Application NE-HCD-HPA-17-01 be approved
for the demolition of the existing structure; and

(b) That the submitted plans and building elevations be approved
to permit the construction of a 308m? structure; and

(c) That the owner be encouraged to incorporate Landscaping in
keeping with Section 9.7 of the District Plan.
Carried

2. HAC17-006 — Heritage Permit Application, 82 Catherine Avenue
File Number: NE-HCD-HPA-17-04

Staff provided a brief history of the property and stated that the building depicts
an arts and craft style home within the district very well. Staff noted that the
major changes presented in the application pertain to the rear addition and
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noted that staff support the minor changes to the front elevation. The
Committee expressed support for the design of the proposed building.

Moved by Bob McRoberts
Seconded by John Kazilis

1. That Report No. HAC17-006 be received; and

2. That the Heritage Advisory Committee recommend to Council:

(@) That the demolition of the existing 11.6m? rear addition be
approved; and

(b) That Heritage Permit Application NE-HCD-HPA-17-04 be approved
to permit the construction of a 60m? rear addition and expansion of
the front dormer as shown on the submitted plans; and

(c) That the existing side door be retained.

Carried

3. HAC17-005 - Heritage Permit Application, 36 Mark Street
File: NE-HCD-HPA-17-02

Staff provided a brief overview of the property and indicated that the owner is
willing to work with staff in regards to the design and architecture. Staff read the
comments received from the design review panel.

The Committee requested staff circulate the comments of the design review
panel within the report or as an additional item.

Moved by John Kazilis
Seconded by Carol Gravelle

1. That Report No. HAC17-005 be received; and
2. That the Heritage Advisory Committee recommend to Council:

(@) That Heritage Permit Application NE-HCD-HPA-17-02 be approved
for the demolition of the existing structure; and
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(b) That the Owner submit revised elevations that demonstrate
greater conformity with the Northeast Old Aurora Heritage
Conservation District Plan; and

(c) That the revised plans be reviewed by the Heritage
Advisory Committee at a future meeting.
Carried

6. Informational Items

4. Extract from Council Meeting of February 14, 2017
Re: Memorandum from Mayor Dawe, Re: Correspondence from The
Honourable Peter Van Loan, MP, York-Simcoe — Proposed Private
Member’s Bill C-323

Staff provided an overview of the memorandum presented at Council and the
Committee expressed support.

Moved by Bob McRoberts
Seconded by Councillor Thom

1. That the Extract from Council Meeting of February 14, 2017, regarding the
Memorandum from Mayor Dawe, Re: Correspondence from The
Honourable Peter van Loan, MP, York-Simcoe — Proposed Private
Member’s Bill C-323, be received for information.

Carried

7. New Business

Bob McRoberts informed the Committee that he would be absent at the next
meeting.

Councillor Gaertner inquired if the Committee was interested in designating Town
Park. The Committee expressed support.

Councillor Thom inquired if the buildings on Yonge Street are listed or designated,
and if it was feasible to undertake a project to review all the buildings on Yonge
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Street to ensure those worthy of designation are protected from development. Staff
indicated that some buildings are designated such as the Clock tower.

8. Adjournment

Moved by Neil Asselin
Seconded by James Hoyes

That the meeting be adjourned at 8:35 p.m.
Carried

Committee recommendations are not binding on the Town unless otherwise adopted by
Council at a later meeting.
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