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AURORA

TOWN OF AURORA
HERITAGE ADVISORY COMMITTEE
MEETING AGENDA

DATE: Monday, May 12, 2014

TIME AND LOCATION: 7 p.m., Holland Room, Aurora Town Hall

DECLARATION OF PECUNIARY INTEREST

APPROVAL OF AGENDA
RECOMMENDED:

THAT the agenda as circulated by Legal and Legislative Services be approved.

ADOPTION OF MINUTES

Heritage Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes of April 14, 2014 pg. 1
RECOMMENDED:
THAT the minutes of the Heritage Advisory Committee meeting of April 14, 2014 be
adopted.
DELEGATIONS
@) Lenore Pressley, representing Town Park Area Residents pg. 6

Re: Town Park Area Concerns



Heritage Advisory Committee Meeting Agenda
Monday, May 12, 2014 Page 2 of 2

MATTERS FOR CONSIDERATION

INFORMATIONAL ITEMS

1. HAC14-014 — Southeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation District pg. 7
Study Update
RECOMMENDED:

THAT report HAC14-014 be received for information.

2. Memorandum from the Program Manager, Heritage Planning pg. 18
Re: Aurora Collection Artifacts

RECOMMENDED:
THAT the memorandum regarding Aurora Collection Artifacts be received for
information.
3. Extract from Council Meeting of May 6, 2014 pg. 20

Re: HAC14-04 — Heritage Advisory Committee Report, April 14, 2014
RECOMMENDED:
THAT the Extract from Council Meeting of May 6, 2014 regarding HAC14-04
— Heritage Advisory Committee Report, April 14, 2014 be received for
information.
4. Pending List pg. 21

RECOMMENDED:

THAT the Pending List be received for information.

NEW BUSINESS

ADJOURNMENT




Legal and Legislative Services

: g 905-727-3123
//»@;\—_ councilsecretariatstaff@aurora.ca

! ] KORA Town of Aurora
e 100 John West Way, Box 1000
Youive biv Good: Compaity Aurora, ON L4G 6J1

DELEGATION REQUEST

This Delegation Request form and any written submissions or background information for
consideration by either Council or Committees of Council must be submitted to the Clerk’s office by
the following deadline:

4:30 P.M. ON THE BUSINESS DAY PRIOR TO THE REQUESTED MEETING DATE

COUNCIL/COMMITTEE/ADVISORY COMMITTEE DATE: W&gp /,?g/mw Boind Hay 22 o

SUBJECT: Jﬁum fi‘.;w/i AL & CeNC ALY

NAME OF SPOKESPERSON: m /D,@M,ga,ﬂ,
NAME OF GROUP OR PERSON(S) BEING REPRESENTED (if applicable):

\'fx@um ID onk _(hsa //\)Lm.ﬁéz-ﬂf?
BRIEF SUMMARY OF ISSUE OR PURPOSE OF DELEGATION:

Y ; ey S :
Nz /&M Conctany s lalidl #o Lodbisd /sz..gmm%m.

PLEASE COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING:
Have you been in contact with a Town staff or Council member regarding your matter of

interest?

Yes| /| No| IF YES, WITH WHOM? /féwﬁ’/zm %ME,;&M&—:M DATE __2¢, /ém 2074

\/ | acknowledge that the Procedural By-law permits five (5) minutes for Delegations,







Youresins Goodk Compary  HERITAGE ADVISORY COMMITTEE REPORT No. HAC14-014

SUBJECT: Southeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation District Study Update

FROM: Marco Ramunno, Director of Planning & Development Services
DATE: May 12, 2014
RECOMMENDATIONS

THAT report HAC14-014 be received for information.
PURPOSE OF THE REPORT

The purpose of this report is to provide the Heritage Advisory Committee with
information regarding the Southeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation District Study
update.

BACKGROUND

The Heritage Advisory Committee received Report HAC14-001 on February 12, 2014.
The Heritage Advisory Committee received the Report and recommended to Council:

THAT, due to comments received at this meeting, this report and the
following recommendations be deferred to the General Committee
meeting of March 4, 2014 for consideration by Council:

THAT the Southeast Ofd Aurora Study area boundary be revised as
described in the Phase 1 Report;

THAT the Study area is of significant cultural heritage value or
interest as noted in the Phase 1 Report and worthy of designation
under Part V of the Ontario Heritage Act;

THAT Phase 2 of the Southesat Old Aurora Heritage Conservation
District Study be initiated to proceed with the preparation of the draft
Heritage Conservation District Plan.

General Committee received Report HAC14-001 on March 4, 2014 and recommended
that the item be referred to a Public Planning meeting. On April 23, 2014 the Public
Planning Meeting was held to receive comments from residents. Council directed staff
to report back to General Committee on May 20, 2014 addressing matters raised by the
community at the Public Planning meeting on April 23, 2014.
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COMMENTS

Study Background and Public Consultation

Information related to the Study including public consultation, and the requirements of
studying and designating Heritage Conservation Districts (HCDs) as per the Onfario
Heritage Act were previously provided to Council as per Report No.HAC14-001 dated
February 12, 2014 as well as Public Planning Report No.PL14-032 dated April 23, 2014.

Concerns related to property owners’ rights, expropriation, heritage permits, Heritage
Conservation District Plans, property values, and insurance were provided to Council on
April 23, 2014 as per Report No. PL14-032. In addition to this, information was also
provided to Mayor and Members of Council in a Memorandum from Warren Mar,
Director of Legal & Legislative Services/Town Solicitor dated Aprit 23, 2014.

Additional Concerns of Local Residents

Additional concerns raised by local residents at the Public Planning meeting held on
April 23, 2014 were related to “Opting-out” of a Heritage Conservation District, the
Tenancies Act, property standards, property insurance, and other options available to
Council to conserve cultural heritage resources within the Southeast Old Aurora
Heritage Conservation District Study Area.

Residential Tenancies Act S.0. 2006, Chapter 17, as amended

The property owner of the apartment building located on Gurnett Street raised the
concern regarding the potential effect of designating properties under Part V of the
Ontario Heritage Act and the Residential Tenancies Act. Staff is of the opinion that there
would be no issue with a property owner undertaking interior or exterior renovations to
an existing apartment building which is considered non-contributing. However,
considering this property contains an apartment building, the property should be
removed from the proposed Study Area should Council proceed with the Study.

Insurance and Property Values

As previously provided to the Heritage Advisory Committee and members of Council,
research indicates that property values within a Heritage Conservation District will stay
the same or increase. The Heritage Conservation Districts Work Studies published by
the Heritage Resources Centre at the University of Waterloo in 2009 was published in
peer-reviewed international journals, such as Urban Affairs Review in 2011. However,
there is no way to provide finite guarantees related to property values for individual
properties within Heritage Conservation Districts as they relate to other factors, such as
the age of writing, floor space, and real estate market fluctuations.

With regards to insurance, the Province has provided informative Bulletins regarding
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heritage designation which were made in co-operation with the Insurance Bureau of
Canada. According to the Province, being designated in an HCD should not affect an
owner's insurance premium. However, the insurance market is made up of private
companies, and the regulation of this may be difficult from a practical standpoint. Some
insurers may see designation as a factor in their policies, and others may not. However,
it is difficult to provide any definitive answers regarding this issue, as it depends on
many different factors and is specific to each property and the policies of individual
insurance companies.

Staff will continue to work with staff of the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport in
order to obtain information which may be valuable to municipalities in this regard to
provide further clarification.

Fiscal Tools and Incentives

The Town of Aurora Official Plan provides policies for the availability of financial
incentives for heritage properties as per Section 13.2 b) viii where the Town may use
the power and tools of the appropriate legislation, policies and programs to use fiscal
tools and incentives to facilitate heritage conservation including (but not limited to) the
Community improvement Plan and Fagade Improvement Program pursuant to the
Planning Act, grants and loans pursuant to the Ontario Heritage Act, and heritage
property tax reduction/rebate programs pursuant to the Municipal Act.

This is supported by Section 13.3 q) of the Official Plan which states that, “Every
endeavor shall be made to facilitate the maintenance and conservation of designated
heritage properties including making available grants, loans, and other incentives as
provided for under the Ontario Heritage Act, the Heritage Property Tax Relief Program
under the Municipal Act and municipal sources.

While Council recently approved the Aurora Promenade Community improvement Plan
(CIP) on February 25, 2014, it does not apply to all designated heritage properties in the
Town. It only applies to those which are eligible as per the programs for financial
incentives of the CIP.

Property Standards By-law 4044-39

Property Standards By-law Number 4044-99.P is currently in effect in order to prescribe
standards for the maintenance and occupancy of properties within the municipality.

In February 2013, Property Standards By-law Number 4044-99.P was amended as per
By-law Number 5489-13 in order to prescribe minimum standards for the maintenance
of the heritage attributes of designated properties. This includes individually designated
properties designated under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act, as well as properties
inctuded in a Heritage Conservation District designated under Part V as a Heritage
Conservation District.





May 12, 2014 -4 - Report No. HAC14-014

Property Standards By-law Amendment 5489-13 only applies to designated heritage
properties and only concerns the designated heritage aftributes as set-out in the
corresponding Designation By-law for the individual property, or the corresponding
Heritage Conservation District Plan. This By-law may only be enforced when it is
required to a) maintain, preserve, and protect the heritage attributes so as to maintain
the heritage character and the visual and structural heritage integrity of the building or
structure; and b) maintain the property in a manner that will ensure the conservation of
all heritage attributes.

“Opting-Out” of a Heritage Conservation District

A Heritage Conservation District boundary can be altered to exclude (or include) a
property or groups of properties up until the time Council approves the By-law. The
following factors should be considered when reviewing the merits of an “opting-out”
option:

1) Does the option represent best heritage practices in Ontario?

2) Does the option help to achieve the goals of conserving cuitural heritage
resources in the form of a cultural heritage landscape (or Heritage Conservation
District)?

3) Does the option meet the intention of Provincial Policy Statement 20147

Staff has investigated examples provided by other Municipalities in Ontario regarding
the option for property owners to “opt-out” of Heritage Conservation Districts.

The City of Pickering provided an option to local property owners to “opt-out” of a
designated Heritage Conservation District in previous years as per the Whitevale
Heritage Conservation District which was designated by the City of Pickering in 1993.
This Heritage Conservation District Study allowed a number of properties throughout
the district {o be excluded, and therefore refrain from being designated under Part V of
the Ontario Heritage Act. This was also done with the Victoria Park Heritage
Conservation District designated in 1995 by the City of Kitchener.

The Town of Whitby has recently reviewed the Pickering Heritage Conservation District
example of “opting out”. The Town of Whitby has concluded that “opting out” does not
represent current heritage best practices in establishing a boundary for a Heritage
Conservation District, does not function to conserve the landscape as a District, and
does not adhere to the requirements of Provincial Policy Statement 2014.

The City of Ottawa also previously provided options to property owners to “opt out” of a
Heritage Conservation District. However, as this is not considered best heritage
practise. As such, the Municipality is undergoing Amendments to the Heritage
Conservation Districts in order to include the properties that chose to opt-out of the HCD
after-the-fact. Therefore, while “opting-out” seems to have been made available to
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property owners by various municipalities in the 1980s and 1990s, it is no longer
considered best heritage practise, and municipalities are attempting to correct this in
recent years by way of Amendments to Heritage Conservation District By-laws.

Avoiding the “swiss cheese effect” helps to administer the District Plan and avoid unfair
distribution of District policies due to the fact that the focus and goals of District
designation are geared fowards the District as a whole, which includes views and
streetscapes. As such, revisions should be made to the edges of district boundaries
only. An option for “opting out” should not be given to properties in the interior of the
Study Area. This is considered best heritage practice.

Policy Review - Tools for Conserving Cultural Heritage Landscapes

Provincial Policy Statement 2014 provides the guiding policy for the conservation of
significant cultural heritage in Section 2.6.1 which states that, “Significant built heritage
resources and significant cultural heritage landscapes shall be conserved.”

The Planning Act, and Zoning By-laws are not intended to provide the primary policies
related to the conservation of significant cultural heritage resources. Instead, the
Ontario Heritage Act provides the framework and the appropriate methods related to the
conservation of significant cultural heritage resources. This includes the designation of
individual properties, landscapes (including Heritage Conservation Districts), and
archaeological sites.

The Stage 1 Report on the Southeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation District Study
evaluated the proposed Study Area and demonstrated that it is eligible as a Heritage
Conservation District as per the policies of the Ontario Heritage Act and the guiding
principles of the Ontario Heritage Toolkit. The Stage 1 Report aiso reviewed the
applicable Provincial, Regional, and Municipal policies and has demonstrated that the
Designation of the area as a Heritage Conservation District would be the most
appropriate in terms of best heritage practise in order to conserve the identified cultural
heritage resources.

Council may consider proceeding with the Study with a revised boundary, however,
revised boundaries must still consider the criteria for determining a Heritage
Conservation District Boundary as per the Ontario Heritage Toolkit. This includes the
following factors:

Historic factors;

Visual factors;

Physical features; and
Legal or planning factors.

e &+ &
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The boundary takes into consideration the significant cultural heritage attributes of the
current Study Area Boundary which were presented in the Phase 1 Report. These
include the following attributes:

Significant tree groupings;

Landmark institutional buildings defining street corners and the skyline;
Town Park and ifs traditional community activities;

Different stages of development evident in building styles;

Remnant industrial uses;

Vistas along streets terminating in key heritage buildings;

Creek; and

Associations with early development of Aurora.

* & & & & & o @

Heritage Conservation District Plans and Public Consultation

Designating an area as a Heritage Conservation Districts and their accompanying Plans
are considered the best planning tool available in order to create clear and objective
guidelines in change management.

Heritage Conservation District Plans are drafted with public input and consultation.
Plans may be as flexible as necessary in order to reflect the needs of local residents.
Local residents have the ability to review drafted plans for a District before it is
designated and provide feedback to Council.

Appeals under the Ontario Heritage Act for Heritage Conservation Districts

According to Subsections 41.(3) and 41.(4) under Part V of the Ontario Heritage Act, if
the Council of a municipality passes a By-law under Part V of the Ontario Heritage Act
designating any defined area of the municipality as a Heritage Conservation District, the
Council shall cause notice of the passage of the By-law to be served on each property
owner located in the Heritage Conservation District and to be published in a newspaper
having general circulation in the municipality. Any person who objects to the By-law may
appeal to the Ontario Municipal Board by giving the clerk of the municipality, within 30
days after the date of publication of the notice in a newspaper, a notice of appeal setting
out the objection to the by-law and reasons in support of the objection, accompanied by
the fee prescribed under the Ontario Municipal Board Act.

Part IV Designations and “Listing”

Individual properties may apply to the Town of Aurora for formal designation under Part
IV of the Ontario Heritage Act. By-laws designating properties under Part IV are
accompanied with a By-law for the individual property which includes a Statement of
Significance  outlining the design/physical value, contextual value, and
historical/associative value of the property. This includes a description of the physical
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attributes of that property that contribute to its heritage significance.

A significant majority of the properties located within the current Southeast Old Aurora
Heritage Conservation District Study Area are non-designated “listed” properties. These
properties are related to Section 27 of the Ontario Heritage Act, which requires the
owners of the property to notify Council of any intention to demolish a building or
structure on the property. At that point, the Heritage Advisory Committee of Aurora
provides Council with recommendations regarding the cultural heritage significance of
the property and advises on whether or not it should be conserved, and therefore
designated under Part |V of the Ontario Heritage Act. This review process provides a
Council with the opportunity to take cultural heritage resources into consideration
throughout the planning process.

Town of Aurora Official Plan Policies for Cultural Heritage Resources

In considering other options, the Town may employ the use of current Official Plan
Policies in order to recognize and/or conserve the significant cultural heritage resources
of the identified Study Area.

The Southeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation District Study Area is located within
the Heritage Resources Area as per Schedule ‘D’ of the Town of Aurora Official Plan.
Section 13.2 s) of the Plan states that, “The Heritage Resources Area as identified on
Schedule ‘D' is considered to be of primary significance of the Town’s heritage,
appropriate planning tools shall be applied to the review and approval of any proposed
development within the area including site plan control, redefining or amending the
heritage resource area’s boundary shall require Council approval.”

Town of Aurora Official Plan currently has policies in place for Stable Residential
Neighbourhoods. A portion of the Southeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation District
Study is designated as Stable Residential as per Section 8.0 of the Official Plan. The
designation is meant to ensure “compatible development’. The Official Plan provides
specific policies in Section 8.1.4 regarding design policies in order to have regard for the
existing physical character and uses of the neighbourhood including pattern of lots,
streets and blocks, size and configuration of lots, building type, height and scale,
setbacks, and the conservation of heritage resources.

Review of Support and Opposition communicated to the Town

Staff has plotted those in support and opposition to the Study geographically. This
includes all letters, emails, petitions, and concerns voiced at the Pubiic Planning
Meeting on April 23, 2014. Based on this information, staff estimates that a total 35.7%
of properties (or 121 individual property lots) within the current Study Area boundary are
opposed to the Heritage Conservation District Study and 14.4% of properties (or 49
individual property lots) within the current Study Area boundary are in support of the
Heritage Conservation District Study.
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Staff has compiled this information in the form of a map in order to better understand
the geographical locations of supporters versus non-supporters within the current Study
Are (See Attachment 1).

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.
ALTERNATIVE(S) TO THE RECOMMENDATIONS

None

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

None

PREVIOUS REPORTS

Heritage Advisory Committee Report No.HAC14-001, dated February 12, 2014; and
Public Planning Report No.PL14-032, dated April 23, 2014.

CONCLUSIONS

It is recommended that the Heritage Advisory Committee receive report No.HAC14-014
for information.
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ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 — Current Southeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation District Study
Area Boundary

Attachment 2 — Southeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation District Study Boundary
As Discussed By Sub-Commitiee

Attachment 3 - Southeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation District Study Phase 1
Report (Attachment 3 was previously distributed to Council with the
March 4, 2014 Agenda and may also be accessed using the following
link: http://www.aurora,ca/heritage”

PRE-SUBMISSION REVIEW
Executive Leadership Team Meeting — May 8, 2014

Prepared by: Vanessa Hicks, Program Manager, Heritage Planning- Ext. 4351

v

Maréo Raminno, MCIP, RPP
Director of Planning & Development Services
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MEMORANDUM
DATE: May 12, 2014
TO: Heritage Advisory Committee
FROM: Vanessa Hicks, Program Manager, Heritage Planning

RE: Aurora Collection Artifacts

RECOMMENDATIONS

THAT the Heritage Advisory Committee receive the memorandum regarding Aurora
Collection Artifacts for information.

BACKGROUND

The Heritage Advisory Committee received Report HAC13-034 on December 9, 2013
regarding the Architectural Salvage Program. The Heritage Advisory Committee
recommended that staff report back to the Committee regarding revised Program
Guidelines. Staff reported back to the Committee in regards to the Program on March 17,
2014.

At that time, members of the Committee discussed items in the Aurora Collection which
were allegedly unaccounted for. Additional information provided by Jackie Stuart (See
Attachment 1) provides clarification regarding this.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 — Correspondence, Jackie Stuart





Attachment 1

Hicks, Vanessa

.
From: Downey, Al
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 3:06 PM
To: Hicks, Vanessa
Subject: FW: Aurora Collection: missing artifacts

From: Jacqueline Stuart

Sent: Aprii 14, 2014 4:51 PM

To: Downey, Al; Saavedra, Marianna; John Mcintyre
Cc: Cathetine Richards

Subject: Aurorz Collection: missing artifacts

Greetings, all!

| have just returned home after making a start at locating the "not found" artifacts from the Aurara Coltection, as
reported by Cultural Asset Management Group (CAM).

{ only looked at documentary items and hooks today, and even within that group | did not search for every piece listed.

So many items were located that | felt it was not necessary at this point to carry on.

I suspect that, as John Mcintyre and | had discussed and John had conveyed to Al and Marianna, there are two main
reasons for the apparent discrepancy between the items in the database and the items on the shelves.

First: The transfer of information from one database application {FileMaker Pro) to another {Excel). Without care it is

- easy for the entries in the new system to not be in the correct fields. CAM reports, for example, that the records of
4,000 artifacts had the donor's name in the field which was supposed to hold a unigue accession number. | can assure
anyone who asks that the information was not originally entered in that way -- but it could be explained by "slippage”

between systems.

‘Secand: It appears from the Excel database which | have seen that new locations had not been entered for every, or
even, most, artifacts. That is: the database still shows the locations which applied when the old Aurora Museum
occupied the top floor only at Church Street School. Since then the whole collection has been packed up and stored off-
site, during the rencvations to the old school, and then returnad to different locations in the building and to different
storage systems within those locations. The mammoth task of entering new locations had always preyed on my mind,
and | am not all surprised that it was not complete: no handy machine-readable barcode labels herel But it must have
been challenging for a new team, unfamiliar with this collection, to find things spread over three floors and not have an

up-to-date "map.”

It might be useful to do a spot-check of the apparently missing three-dimensional artifacts, but after today's experience |
" feel more reassured that they are in fact still there, '

_ Jackie











S EXTRACT EROM
AURORA COUNCIL MEETING OF
TUESDAY, MAY 6, 2014

ADOPTION OF ITEMS NOT REQUIRING SEPARATE DISCUSSION

Items 1 (with the exception of sub-items 3, 10, and 13), 2, and 3 were identified as items not
requiring separate discussion.

Moved by Councillor Abel Seconded by Councillor Pirri

1.
(17)

THAT the following recommendations with respect to the matters listed as “ltems Not
Requiring Separate Discussion” be adopted as submitted to Council and staff be
authorized to take all necessary action required to give effect to same:

General Committee Meeting Report of April 29, 2014
HAC14-04 — Heritage Advisory Committee Report, April 14, 2014

THAT report HAC14-04 be received; and

THAT Council adopt the following recommendations from the Heritage Advisory
Committee meeting of April 14, 2014

1. HAC14-012 - Review of By-law Number 4952-07.R designating “The John
W. Knowles House” under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage
Act and By-law 5375-11 designating the “John W. Knowles
House” under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act

THAT this item be referred back to staff to consult with the current property owner,
research the property history, and report back to the Heritage Advisory Committee at
a future meeting.

2. HAC14-013 - Request for Member of the Heritage Advisory Committee to
Be Appointed to the Southeast Old Aurora Heritage
Conservation District Study Sub-Committee

THAT Bob McRoberts be appointed to the Southeast Old Aurora Heritage
Conservation District Study Sub-Committee.

4.  Memorandum from the Program Manager, Heritage Planning
Re: Heritage Status of Properties from Ridge Road to Henderson Drive

THAT staff obtain as much information as possible regarding the property known
municipally as 14452 Yonge Street and report back to the Heritage Advisory
Committee at a future meeting.

NEW BUSINESS

THAT the Town of Aurora and the Heritage Advisory Committee provide leadership,
assistance, and non-monetary resources toward the rebuilding of the Aurora United
Church.

CARRIED






Advisory Committee: HERITAGE

ITEM
NO.

MEETING
DATE

MEETING

SUBJECT

ACTION

ACTION
DEPT.

RESPONSE
DATE

TYPE OF
RESPONSE

2006-02-20

HAC

3. Heritage Property Tax Relief

To be reviewed at a later date once the Heritage District has
been established.

PDS

2007-09-10

HAC

5. PLO7-103 — Future Heritage
Conservation Districts and Study
Areas

THAT a study area boundary be established for a proposed
Sheppard’s Bush /Holland River Valley Conservation District
comprising all lands owned and administered by the Town,
Ontario Heritage Trust and Lake Simcoe Region Conservation
Authority in a contiguous corridor between Wellington Street in
the North and Vandorf Sideroad in the south save and except
the sports fields at Sheppard’s Bush; and

THAT a report be brought back to a future meeting of the
Heritage Advisory Committee of Aurora to consider initiation of
a study to evaluate the historic component of Sheppard’s Bush
Conservation Area and the Holland River Valley between
Wellington Street and Vandorf Sideroad for future designation
as a Heritage Conservation District under Part V of the Ontario
Heritage Act, in consultation with the Ontario Heritage Trust,
Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority, and the Town of
Aurora (Leisure Services) Department.

PDS

2013-11-11

HAC

6. HAC13-030 — Doors Open Aurora,
Date of the 2014 Event

THAT the 2014 Doors Open Aurora event be scheduled for the
third weekend in August 2014; and

THAT the Program Manager, Heritage Planning research and
develop a matrix of significant information for each location.

PDS

2014-02-12

HAC

New Business

THAT staff investigate Part IV designation on 136 Wellington Street
East (old Railway Hotel) and 135 Berczy Street (Train Station) and

report back to the Heritage Advisory Committee at a future meeting.

PDS

2014-03-17

HAC

2. HAC14-008 — Architectural Salvage
Program, Revised Guidelines

THAT staff be directed to provide Council with an Amendment to
By-law No. 5365-11 to include authority to the Heritage Planner in
regards to the Architectural Salvage Program as outlined in this
report and the drafted Program Guidelines.

PDS

BOLD = UPDATES

May 12, 2014

Page 1 of 2






Advisory Committee: HERITAGE

ITEM MEETING ACTION RESPONSE TYPE OF
NO. DATE MEETING SUBJECT ACTION DEPT. DATE RESPONSE
8 2014-04-14 HAC . HAC14-012 — Review of By-law THAT this item be referred back to staff to consult with the PDS
Number 4952-07.R designating “The | current property owner, research the property history, and
John W. Knowles House” under Part | report back to the Heritage Advisory Committee at a future
IV of the Ontario Heritage Act and meeting.
By-law 5375-11 designating the
“John W. Knowles House” under
Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act
9 2014-04-14 HAC . Memorandum from the Program THAT staff obtain as much information as possible regarding | PDS
Manager, Heritage Planning the property known municipally as 14452 Yonge Street and
Re: Heritage Status of Properties report back to the Heritage Advisory Committee at a future
from Ridge Road to Henderson Drive | meeting.

BOLD = UPDATES

May 12, 2014
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TOWN OF AURORA
HERITAGE ADVISORY COMMITTEE
MEETING MINUTES

Date: Monday, April 14, 2014
Time and Location: 7 p.m., Holland Room, Aurora Town Hall
Committee Members: Councillor John Abel (Chair), Councillor Sandra Humfryes (Vice

Chair), David Heard, Bob McRoberts, and Jacqueline Stuart
Members Absent: Erina Kelly and John Mclintyre

Other Attendees: Vanessa Hicks, Program Manager, Heritage Planning, and Linda
Bottos, Council/Committee Secretary

The Chair called the meeting to order at 7 p.m.
DECLARATION OF PECUNIARY INTEREST

There were no declarations of pecuniary interest under the Municipal Conflict of Interest Act.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA
Moved by Jacqueline Stuart Seconded by Bob McRoberts
THAT the agenda as circulated by Legal and Legislative Services be approved.

CARRIED

ADOPTION OF MINUTES
Heritage Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes of March 17, 2014
Moved by Councillor Humfryes Seconded by Bob McRoberts

THAT the minutes of the Heritage Advisory Committee meeting of March 17,
2014 be adopted.

CARRIED
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DELEGATIONS

None

MATTERS FOR CONSIDERATION
1. HAC14-012 — Review of By-law Number 4952-07.R designating “The John W.
Knowles House” under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act and By-
law 5375-11 designating the “John W. Knowles House” under Part
IV of the Ontario Heritage Act
Moved by David Heard Seconded by Councillor Humfryes
THAT report HAC14-012 be received; and
THAT the Heritage Advisory Committee recommend to Council:
THAT this item be referred back to staff to consult with the current
property owner, research the property history, and report back to
the Heritage Advisory Committee at a future meeting.
CARRIED
2. HAC14-013 — Request for Member of the Heritage Advisory Committee To Be
Appointed to the Southeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation
District Study Sub-Committee
Moved by Councillor Humfryes Seconded by Jacqueline Stuart
THAT report HAC14-013 be received; and

THAT the Heritage Advisory Committee recommend to Council:

THAT Bob McRoberts be appointed to the Southeast Old Aurora
Heritage Conservation District Study Sub-Committee.

CARRIED

INFORMATIONAL ITEMS

3. HAC14-011 — Salvaged Architectural Materials from the Colyton Farmhouse for
Re-use On-site
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Moved by Councillor Humfryes Seconded by Jacqueline Stuart

THAT report HAC14-011 be received for information.

CARRIED
4. Memorandum from the Program Manager, Heritage Planning
Re: Heritage Status of Properties from Ridge Road to Henderson Drive
Moved by Bob McRoberts Seconded by Councillor Humfryes

THAT the memorandum regarding Heritage Status of Properties from Ridge
Road to Henderson Drive be received; and

THAT the Heritage Advisory Committee recommend to Council:
THAT staff obtain as much information as possible regarding the

property known municipally as 14452 Yonge Street and report
back to the Heritage Advisory Committee at a future meeting.

CARRIED
5. Memorandum from the Program Manager, Heritage Planning
Re: Doors Open Aurora 2014
Moved by Councillor Humfryes Seconded by Jacqueline Stuart

THAT the memorandum regarding Doors Open Aurora 2014 be received for
information.

CARRIED

6. Extract from Council Meeting of March 18, 2014
Re: HAC14-001 — Southeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation District Study
Phase 1 Report

Moved by Bob McRoberts Seconded by Councillor Humfryes

THAT the Extract from Council Meeting of March 18, 2014 regarding
HAC14-001 — Southeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation District Study
Phase 1 Report be received for information.

CARRIED
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7. Extract from Council Meeting of April 8, 2014
Re: HAC14-03 — Heritage Advisory Committee Report, March 17, 2014

Moved by Bob McRoberts Seconded by Councillor Humfryes
THAT the Extract from Council Meeting of April 8, 2014 regarding HAC14-03 —
Heritage Advisory Committee Report, March 17, 2014 be received for

information.

CARRIED

8. Pending List — Heritage Advisory Committee
Moved by Councillor Humfryes Seconded by Bob McRoberts
THAT the Pending List be received for information.

CARRIED

NEW BUSINESS

Mr. Heard referred to the fire at the Aurora United Church and inquired whether there was
some way in which the Heritage Advisory Committee could be of assistance to the Church.

Moved by David Heard Seconded by Councillor Humfryes
THAT the Heritage Advisory Committee recommend to Council:

THAT the Town of Aurora and the Heritage Advisory Committee provide

leadership, assistance, and non-monetary resources toward the

rebuilding of the Aurora United Church.

CARRIED

The Program Manager, Heritage Planning noted that, in February 2013, Council adopted a
recommendation to designate the Aurora Armoury. She advised that a notice was published
more than thirty days ago and the designation by-law would soon be submitted for Council's
approval.
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ADJOURNMENT
Moved by David Heard Seconded by Councillor Humfryes

THAT the meeting be adjourned at 8:08 p.m.
CARRIED
THE REPORT OF THE HERITAGE ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING OF APRIL 14,

2014 RECEIVED APPROVAL BY GENERAL COMMITTEE ON APRIL 29, 2014 AND FINAL
COUNCIL ENDORSEMENT OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS ON MAY 6, 2014.
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