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THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF GEORGINA 

 
HERITAGE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

 
AGENDA 

Wednesday, October 18, 2017 
6:30 PM 

Council Chambers 
1. CALL TO ORDER  

2. ROLL CALL  

3. INTRODUCTION OF ADDENDUM ITEMS 

4. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

5. DECLARATIONS OF PECUNIARY INTEREST AND GENERAL NATURE 
THEREOF 
 

6. ADOPTION OF MINUTES 

Pages 1 - 5 
(1) Minutes of Georgina Heritage Committee meeting July 24, 2017. 

 
Pages 6 - 14 

(2) Minutes of Georgina Heritage Committee meeting September 20, 2017. 
 

7. DELEGATIONS/SPEAKERS - None 

8. PRESENTATIONS   

9. CONSIDERATION OF REPORTS ON THE AGENDA 

Page 15 
(1) Demolition Permits (September 13, 2017, through October 11, 2017) 

Pages 16 - 108 
(2) 36 Church Street - Request to Remove from Heritage Register and Notice 

of application for Demolition. 
 
A. Motion to recommend Designation 
 

That the Georgina Heritage Advisory Committee: 
1. Receive the referral (consisting of a request letter and Heritage 

Assessment Report relating to the request to remove and Demolish 
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36 Church Street, Part Lot 14, Concession 3 from the Heritage 
Register) from Council. 

2. Recommend Georgina Town Council Designate the property 
known as 36 Church Street, Keswick ON (Part Lot 14, Concession 
3) under the Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.O. 1990, c. O.18, Part IV 

based on the findings of the report that indicate the property holds 
design or physical value outlined by O. Reg. 9/06: Criteria For 

Determining Cultural Heritage Value Or Interest as including 
“design that is representative or early example of a style” 

 
B. Motion to recommend support of application 

 
That the Georgina Heritage Advisory Committee: 

1. Receive the referral (consisting of a request letter and Heritage 
Assessment Report relating to the request to remove and Demolish 
36 Church Street, Part Lot 14, Concession 3 from the Heritage 
Register) from Council. 

2.  Recommend, in support of the request 36 Church Street, Part Lot 
14 be removed from the Heritage Register. 

 
Pages 109 - 117  

(3) Committee of Adjustment Application B22-17(NOH) 
 

10. COMMUNICATIONS 

Pages 118 - 155 
(1) Criteria for National Historical Site Designation 
 

Pages 156 - 158  
(2) Designation in or on the water, correspondence.  
 

Page 159 
(3) Inviting your input into proposed MTCS guide 
 

11. OTHER BUSINESS 
 
(1) Mossington Warf, discussion (deferred from previous meeting). 
 
(2) 26280 Park Road designation, update.  
 
(3) Plaques, scheduling plaque hanging. 

(https://beta.doodle.com/poll/vev26c2ebwwk8d6k)  
 
(4) Cronsberry Farm inquiry, photographic record, update if available.  

https://beta.doodle.com/poll/vev26c2ebwwk8d6k
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(5) Designations (continued from previous meeting) 

 Suggestion: Mann Cemetery on Queensway North, Keswick  
 St. James Parish Hall, update if available 

 
(7) Heritage Register updates – MPAC list 
 
(8) Georgina Heritage Committee request to Council regarding investigating 

the Standardization of HIAs in the development Process, update if 
available.  

 
(9) Auditing our designated properties (staff directed to investigate at May 10 

Council meeting), update if available. 
 

(10) Tax incentives, update if available 
 

12. CLOSED SESSION, IF REQUIRED 

13. MOTION TO ADJOURN 

Next Meeting: November 15, 2017 (Final 2017 meeting) 

 

 



 
THE TOWN OF GEORGINA 

HERITAGE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
SPECIAL MEETING 

MINUTES 
Monday, July 24, 2017 

6:30 PM 
Council Chambers 

 
1. CALL TO ORDER  

The meeting was called to order at 6:31 PM. 

Terry Russell, Vice Chair, thanked staff for arranging the meeting and for 
Committee members attending. Mr. Russell announced the purpose of this 
special meeting was to gather additional information for the consultants 
performing the Heritage Impact Assessment to be conducted for the properties 
formerly known as Bonnie Boats as well as the Town Park (Known as Bonnie 
Park). 
 

2. ROLL CALL  

The following Committee members were present:  
Terry Russell, Vice Chair 
Councillor Frank Sebo  
Allan Morton (arrived 6:32 PM) 
Wei Hwa 
Denise Roy 
 
The following Committee members were absent with regrets 
Lorne Prince, Chair  
Krista Barclay 
 

 The following guests were in attendance 
 Rebecca Sciarra, ASI Heritage Consultants  

Annie Veilleux, ASI Heritage Consultants  
 James Neilson, ASI Heritage Consultants  
 
 

The following staff members were in attendance:  
 Robin McDougall, Director of Recreation and Culture 
 Karyn, Manager of Economic Development   

Sarah Brislin, Committee Services Coordinator 
 
3. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
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Moved by Councillor Frank Sebo, Seconded by Wei Hwa 
 
RESOLUTION NO. GHC-2017-0046 
 
That the July 24, 2017, Georgina Heritage Committee meeting agenda be 
approved as presented.  

 
Carried. 
 

4. DECLARATIONS OF PECUNIARY INTEREST AND GENERAL NATURE 
THEREOF - None 
 

5. DELEGATIONS/SPEAKERS  

(1) Resident Paul Brady’s comments relating to the Jackson’s Point Heritage 

Mr. Brady was invited to speak regarding the letter he submitted to the 
Committee. Mr. Brady summarized his research on the Jackson’s Point Park and 
the significance he believes the property holds for the local community and why 
he believes the property should remain a public right of way.  
 
Moved by Denise Roy, Seconded by Allan Morton 
 
RESOLUTION NO. GHC-2017-0047 
 
That the Georgina Heritage Committee receive Paul Brady’s letter and 
delegation.  
 
Carried. 
 

6. PRESENTATIONS  

7. COMMUNICATIONS 

(1) Significance and Harbour Re-development, verbal communication 

Robin McDougall, Director of Recreation and Culture, advised the Committee 
that the Town has consulted with the Town solicitor in relation to the comments 
and concerns raised in Mr. Brady’s letter. The Town solicitor has noted the 
Council of one term cannot bind another Term of Council through a decision. In 
addition, the Committee was advised the Crown Land Registry was searched 
and there was no evidence to indicate the Town is required to maintain the land 
as a public right of way. It was noted that the Crown reserved the right to certain 
resources (Gold, white pine, etc.).   
 
Moved by Denise Roy, Seconded by Wei Hwa 
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RESOLUTION NO. GHC-2017-0048 
 
That the Georgina Heritage Committee receive the verbal communication from 
Robin McDougall, Director of Recreation and Culture, on the Jacksons Point Re-
development. 
 
Carried. 
 

8. OTHER BUSINESS 
 
(1) Jackson’s Point Heritage Significance and Harbour Re-development input 

session with consultants. 
 
Council directed staff to retain heritage consultants and approved the request of 
the Heritage Committee that a heritage impact assessment be conducted. Karyn 
Stone, Manager of Economic Development, introduced the consultants from ASI 
Heritage Consultant Services.   

  
 Annie Veilleux, Cultural Heritage Specialist Manager (ASI Heritage consulting), 
presented the objectives and scope of the project (the Marina at 20 Bonnie Blvd 
and Bonnie Park). The report will evaluate the cultural heritage significance in 
terms of Ontario Regulation 9/06 of the Ontario Heritage Act. The Committee was 
advised that all information collected/submitted to the Town including the 
information provided by residents at Committee meetings and Council meetings 
have already been included in consideration of the Heritage Impact Assessment. 
Concluding the presentation, the Committee was invited to offer additional input 
and further information.  
 
The Committee was asked 2 specific questions: 
 
1. Does the committee have any information about the properties and how they 

have changed over time? (e.g. historical photographs, maps, or newspaper 
articles, etc.) 

2. Were there any significant events held in, or people associated with, Bonnie 
Park and/or the marina that might not show up in the historical record? 

 
The consultants advised Committee members and members of the public they 
would accept information up until Monday, July 31, 2017, and that they could 
forward any information to aveilleux@asihertiage.ca  
 
The Committee inquired if any evidence relating to the history local Aboriginal 
cultures had been uncovered.  
 
Robin McDougall advised she has been in contact with the Chippewas of 
Georgina Island First Nation and advised they have been encouraged to connect 
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with the Consultants and offer input on the Jackson’s Point Re-development 
process.  
 
Karyn Stone advised an archeological assessment is a standard requirement for 
major developments and it will come forward in the later stages.  
 
Moved by Councillor Frank Sebo, Seconded by Denise Roy 
 
RESOLUTION NO. GHC-2017-0049 
 
That the Georgina Heritage Advisory Committee waive the rules of procedure to 
let Wayne Phillips address the Committee.  
 
Carried. 
 
Mr. Wayne Phillips spoke to the cultural significance of Jacksons Point and noted 
it is important to recognize that decisions today will affect the history of tomorrow.  
 
 
Moved by Denise Roy, Seconded by Wei Hwa 
 
RESOLUTION NO. GHC-2017-0050 
 
That the Georgina Heritage Committee receive the remarks provided by Wayne 
Phillips (of Malone Rd.).  
 
Carried. 

 
Moved by Wei Hwa, Seconded by Denise Roy 
 
RESOLUTION NO. GHC-2017-0051 
 
That the Georgina Heritage Committee receive the presentation from ASI 
consultants 
 
Carried. 
 
Moved by Denise Roy, Seconded by Allan Morton 
 
RESOLUTION NO. GHC-2017-0052 
 
That the Georgina Heritage Advisory Committee waive the rules of procedure to 
let Shelly Giff address the Committee.   
 
Carried. 
 

Page 4 of 159



Shelly Giff advised she uses the park because of its proximity to her. Bonnie park 
is a local park, she expressed her concern that park would be sold and that 
condos would be developed on the land.  
 
Moved by Denise Roy, Seconded by Wei Hwa 
 
RESOLUTION NO. GHC-2017-0053 
 
That the Georgina Heritage Advisory Committee receive the remarks provided by 
Shelly Giff. 
 
Carried. 
 

9. MOTION TO ADJOURN 

Next meeting: September 20, 2017 

Moved by Denise Roy, Seconded by Allan Morton 
 
RESOLUTION NO. GHC-2017-0054 
 
That the Georgina Heritage Committee June 21, 2017, meeting be adjourned at 
7:15 PM. 
 
Carried. 
 

 

 
 

__________________________ 
Terry Russell, Vice Chair 
 
 
__________________________ 
C. Sarah A. Brislin, Committee 
Services Coordinator 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF GEORGINA 

 
HERITAGE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

 
MINUTES 

Wednesday, September 20, 2017 
6:30 PM 

Council Chambers 
1. CALL TO ORDER  

The meeting was called to order at 6:34 PM. 

2. ROLL CALL  

The following Committee members were present:  
Terry Russell, Vice Chair 
Councillor Frank Sebo (departure at 6:48 PM) 
Wei Hwa 
Krista Barclay 
Denise Roy 
Allan Morton  
 
The following Committee member was absent with regrets: 
Lorne Prince, Chair  
 

3. INTRODUCTION OF ADDENDUM ITEMS 

(1) 61 High Street, Sutton, re-zoning and legalize 5 unit apartment proposal 
as item 9(2).  
 

4. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

Moved by Allan Morton, Seconded by Denise Roy 
 
RESOLUTION NO. GHC-2017-0046 
 
That the September 20, 2017, Georgina Heritage Committee meeting agenda be 
approved with the following addendum: 
 
1. 61 High Street, Sutton, re-zoning and legalize 5 unit apartment proposal as 

item 9(2). 
 
Carried. 
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5. DECLARATIONS OF PECUNIARY INTEREST AND GENERAL NATURE 
THEREOF - None 
 

6. ADOPTION OF MINUTES 

(1) Minutes of Georgina Heritage Committee meeting June 21, 2017. 
 
Moved by Krista Barclay, Seconded by Denise Roy 
 
RESOLUTION NO. GHC-2017-0047 
 
That the minutes of the Georgina Heritage Committee meeting held on June 21, 
2017, be adopted as circulated.  
 
Carried. 
 

7. DELEGATIONS/SPEAKERS - None 

8. PRESENTATIONS  

(1) Pioneer Village School House - Phil Rose-Donahoe, Manager of Cultural 
Services  
 

Phil Rose-Donahoe, Manager of Cultural Services, reminded the Committee that 
the Pioneer Village School house located in Pioneer Village is on a designated 
parcel. The Committee was advised of the deteriorating structural integrity and 
that an engineer had advised the building should not be used at this time. Phil 
advised the structure will need to be re-built. Staff suggest the process include: 
 
 
• Identification of what is historically significant 
• Validation of what can be kept and re-used (considering building standards 

need to be met)  
• Re-build in the likeness using any salvageable material.  
 
Moved by Allan Morton, Seconded by Denise Roy 

RESOLUTION NO. GHC-2017-0048 
 
That the Georgina Heritage Committee: 

 
1. Receive the presentation from Phil Rose-Donahoe, Manager of Cultural 

Services relating to the deteriorated structural integrity of the Pioneer Village 
School House. 
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2. Recommend Council approve the undertaking of an RFP to rebuild the 
School House in the likeness of the existing structure incorporating as much 
of the original salvageable attributes (based on a staff analysis)  as possible.  

 
Carried. 
 

9. CONSIDERATION OF REPORTS ON THE AGENDA 

(1) Demolition Permits (June 13, 2017 through September 13, 2017) 

Moved by Wei Hwa, Seconded by Krista Barclay 
 
RESOLUTION NO. GHC-2017-0049 
 
That the Georgina Heritage Committee receive the Demolition Report for June 
13, 2017 through September 13, 2017. 
 
Carried.  

(2) 61 High Street, Sutton, re-zoning and legalize 5 unit apartment proposal. 
 

Moved by Denise Roy, Seconded by Allan Morton 
 
RESOLUTION NO. GHC-2017-0050 
 
That the Georgina Heritage Committee receive the notice relating to the re-
zoning and legalization of the 5 unit apartment proposal at 61 High Street, 
Sutton. Furthermore that the planning department be asked to consider the 
adjacent property if re-configuring the parking.  
 
Carried.  

10. COMMUNICATIONS 

(1) Bonnie Park/Lorne Park Land Grant 
 
(2) Jackson’s Point study, 1999 -Scott Williamson 
 
(3) Jackson’s Point Harbour-front Redevelopment Plan 

Recommendation Report and Heritage Impact Assessment 
 

The Committee was advised that Council voted in favor of placing Bonnie Boats 
and Bonnie Park on the Heritage Register. The Committee discussed the 
Heritage Impact Assessment and the requirement under the Planning Act to have 
an archeological assessment performed.  
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Moved by Allan Morton, Seconded by Denise Roy 
 
RESOLUTION NO. GHC-2017-0051 
 
That the Georgina Heritage Advisory Committee Recommends that the Stage1 
Archaeological Background Study and Stage 2 Archaeological Property 
Assessment reference the Jackson Point Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report 
(CHP) of September 2017. In addition to Ministry of Culture Tourism and Sport 
Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (2011) Stage 2 survey 
requirements, possible subsurface industrial remains as identified by the building 
locations and activity areas reported in the CHP shall be tested with a minimum 
of 10 test units.  
 

 Carried.  
 
(4) Drydocking railway 
 
 
The Committee was advised that the Ministry of Ministry of Culture Tourism and 
Sport clarified the circumstances in which objects on Crown land, on, or below 
water may or may not be designated and it was determined that it is unlikely the 
Dry-docking railway could be designated. The Committee discussed looking into 
how to get something designated as a national historical site.  
 
Moved by Councillor Frank Sebo, Seconded by Allan Morton 
 
RESOLUTION NO. GHC-2017-0052 
 
That the Georgina Advisory Committee recommend Council include the Marine 
Railway in heritage consideration moving forward with the Jacksons point 
redevelopment.  
 
Carried.  
 
(5) Canada day 150 - big thank you to our sponsors 
 
(6) Recognition of Deputy Mayor/Regional Councillor Wheeler 
 
(7) Archaeology Management Plan Info-sheet spring 2017 
 
Moved by Councillor Frank Sebo, Seconded by Allan Morton 
 
RESOLUTION NO. GHC-2017-0053 
 
That the Georgina Heritage Committee receive the following Communication 
Items: 
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1. Bonnie Park/Lorne Park Land Grant 
2. Jackson’s Point study, 1999 -Scott Williamson 
3. Jackson’s Point Harbourfront Redevelopment Plan Recommendation 

Report and Heritage Impact Assessment 
4. Drydocking railway 
5. Canada day 150 - big thank you to our sponsors 
6. Recognition of Deputy Mayor/Regional Councillor Wheeler 
7. Archaeology Management Plan Info-sheet spring 2017 

 
Carried. 
 

11. OTHER BUSINESS 
 
(1) Mossington Warf, discussion. 
 
The Committee was advised this has been un-maintained and un-attended for 
several years. The Committee considered if there is a way of designating it, but 
because it is over the water. The Committee was advised the email 
correspondence will be provided on the next agenda for the Committee to review. 
 
Moved by Councillor Frank Sebo, Seconded by Denise Roy 
 
RESOLUTION NO. GHC-2017-0054 
 
That the Georgina Heritage Committee defer to the next meeting. 
 
Carried.  
 
 
(2) 26280 Park Road designation, update.  
 
Council Resolution (minutes yet to be adopted). 
 
1. That Report No. AD-2017-0050 prepared by the Clerk’s Division, 

Administrative Services Department, dated September 20, 2017, respecting 
the proposed heritage designation of 26280 Park Road be received.  
 

2. That Council receive the Heritage Designation Report submitted by Historical 
Consultant, Su Murdoch.  

 
3. That Council recognize that the burial grounds located on the property 26280 

Park Road, Sutton, are of interest to the community of Georgina and worthy 
of preservation.  
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4. That Council authorize staff to initiate a process of creating a separate parcel 
of land through a survey description and/or a separate Parcel Identification 
Number (“PIN”) for registration purposes at the Land Registry Office for the 
purpose of designating the land that contains the burial ground.  

 
5. That the Planning Division be advised of Council’s intention to designate the 

Johnson family burial ground located on 26280 Park Road, Sutton, described 
separately from the 25.16 acres and only that separate parcel of land be 
designated under The Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.O. 1990, c.0.18, Part IV, 
S.29(1).  

 
6. That the Office of the Clerk be directed to proceed with Notice of Intention to 

designate the Johnson family burial ground located on 26280 Park Road, 
Sutton, described separately from the 25.16 acres and only that separate 
parcel of land be designated in accordance with The Ontario Heritage Act, 
R.S.O. 1990, c.0.18, Part IV, S.29(1). 

 
Moved by Councillor Frank Sebo, Seconded by Allan Morton 
 
RESOLUTION NO. GHC-2017-0053 
 
That the Georgina Heritage Committee receive the update regarding the 26280 
Park Road designation. 
 
Carried.  
 
(3) Commemorative plaque in Sutton by the fountain, ongoing discussion. 
 
Moved by Councillor Frank Sebo, Seconded by Wei Hwa 
 
RESOLUTION NO. GHC-2017-0054 
 
That the Georgina Heritage Committee defer to Spring 2018. 
 
Carried.  
 
 
(4) Plaques, scheduling plaque hanging.  
 
The Committee requested a doodle poll be sent with potential dates. 
 
(5) Cronsberry Farm inquiry, deferred from June meeting.  
 
The barn was built in early 1900s. Dr. Burrows and the Cronsberry family  lived in 
the house. The Committee determined it was not interested in pursuing at this 
time. The Committee requested the inquirer be provided with an explanation as 
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to why the Committee is not willing to pursue the designation at this time. The 
Committee has also requested the inquirer be advised the Committee will 
request access to the property to take pictures to preserve by way of record and 
requested the owner be reminded the structure cannot be demolished without 
Council getting 60 days to consider designation.  
 
(6) Designations (continued from previous meeting) 

• Suggestion: Mann Cemetery on Queensway North, Keswick  
• St. James Parish Hall, update if available 
 
 

Moved by Allan Morton, Seconded by Councillor Frank Sebo 
 
RESOLUTION NO. GHC-2017-0055 
 
That the Georgina Heritage Committee request Council send a letter providing 
the Church  including both the Diocese and Parish with a deadline to provide 
their response otherwise the designation will proceed as planned.  
 
Carried.  

 
(7) Heritage Register updates – MPAC list 
 
The Committee discussed dividing the list. The Committee decided to see what 
properties have been done and then consider re-dividing what remains. The 
Committee requested additional columns be added to the list and filled in as 
members review the properties. The columns included: 
 
• Extant (Standing)  
• Condition 
• Photo (if possible) 
• Unique attributes/notable features. 
 
(8) Georgina Heritage Committee request to Council regarding investigating 

the Standardization of HIAs in the development Process, update if 
available.  

 
Request an update send a reminder and let them know Council is waiting for an 
update. 

 
(9) Auditing our designated properties (staff directed to investigate at May 10 

Council meeting), update if available. 
 
Request an update send a reminder and let them know Council is waiting for an 
update. 
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(10) Tax incentives, update if available 
 

Request an update send a reminder and let them know Council is waiting for an 
update. Advise that it will be discussed at the next meeting and that they will be 
forwarding to Council requesting an update if they have not received a response.  
 
(11) 2018 Budget (2017 Budget attached). 

 
The Committee is satisfied with the 2017 budget and suggested staff make no 
changes for the 2018 budget deliberations.  
 
(12) 2017 meeting balance requires the GHC eliminate 1 meeting.  
 
Moved by Allan Morton, Seconded by Councillor Frank Sebo 
 
RESOLUTION NO. GHC-2017-0056 
 
That the Georgina Heritage Committee eliminate the December 6, 2017 meeting.  
 
Carried. 

 
(13) National Trust subscription renewal notice.  

 
Moved by Denise Roy, Seconded by Krista Barclay. 
 
RESOLUTION NO. GHC-2017-0057 
 
That the Georgina Heritage Committee approve the renewal of the National Trust 
subscription. 
 
Carried. 

 
12. CLOSED SESSION, IF REQUIRED - None 

13. MOTION TO ADJOURN 

Moved by Allan Morton, Seconded by Wei Hwa 
 
RESOLUTION NO. GHC-2017-0058 
 
That the Georgina Heritage Committee September 20, 2017, meeting be 
adjourned at 8:43 PM. 
 
Carried. 
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__________________________ 
Terry Russell, Vice Chair 
 
 
__________________________ 
C. Sarah A. Brislin, Committee 
Services Coordinator 
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All
Permit Status :

Page :

Fee

District :

Roll No.

BP5020

[210] To [210]

CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF GEORGINA

All

12:46 pmOct 11, 2017

Block :
All

Zone :

All

Print Permit w/ No Inspections Since :

All

Section :Permit No. :

Building Permit Listing

Permit Type :

1

All

Project Value

Date : Time :

All

Town :
Area :

Issue Date

District Lot :

All

Permit No.

All

All

Owner Name

All
Plan :
Lot :

DEMOLITION

Project Code : All
Print Name and Address : No (Hide Owner's Phone #)Issue Date : [13 Sep 2017] To [11 Oct 2017]

AllCompleted Date :

170643 20-Sep-2017 000 03505000.0000 10,000.00 561.00
Address: District: Zone:

Area: Expiry Date: 20-Sep-2018
Project Address: 5  BIRCH KNOLL RD

Contractor Name:
Construction Purpose: DEMOLISH SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING AND GARAGE- 

TO FOUNDATIONLegals:

170733 20-Sep-2017 000 14491200.0000 5,000.00 561.00
Address: District: Zone:

Area: Expiry Date: 20-Sep-2018
Project Address: 155  RIVEREDGE DR

Contractor Name:
Construction Purpose: DEMOLISH SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING

Legals:

170935 10-Oct-2017 000 13989500.0000 1,000.00 122.00
Address: District: Zone:

Area: Expiry Date: 10-Oct-2018
Project Address: 4238  BASELINE RD

Contractor Name:
Construction Purpose: DEMOLISH 24X24 SHED

Legals:

Summary For This Run:
No. of DEMOLITION Listed : 3
Total Construction Value : 16,000.00
Total Fees : 1,244.00
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Mcîlâe¿ Sttûcrá
19027 Leslie St., Suite 200

P.O. Box 1010

Sharon, Ontario LOG 1V0

Bus (905) 478-2588

Fax (905) 478-2488

www.msplanning.ca

Planning Consultants;
Developm ent Coordinators Ltd.

September 27th,2016 Our File: 1171-00

Mr. John Espinosa, Clerk
Town of Georgina
26557 Civic Centre Road, RR#2
Keswick, Ontario, L4P 3Gl

Dear Mr. Espinosa:

RE: Request to Remove Property from Heritage Registry
36 Church Street, Part Lot 14, Concession 3 (N.G.)
Owner: Pauline Burford
Roll No. 092-840

Our frrm represents Pauline Burford owner of lands located at 36 Church Street in Keswick.
The property is located opposite the entrance to the GEM Theatre. Ms. Burford is endeavouring
to sell the property. Prospective purchasers have advised that a purchase ofthe property is
conditional upon the demolition of the existing dwelling. However, the property has been
identified as an early homestead site and listed on the Georgina Heritage Register (See page 45
of attached Heritage Assessment Report).

Proactively, Ms. Burford retained the firm of ATA Architects Inc., experienced heritage
consultants, to undertake aHeritage Assessment Report. This July 2017 report is attached
hereto and concludes at page 40 that:

"In the author's opinion, the house should be retained. In order to assure its conservation, the
house should be designated likely once redevelopment is completed. The designation could be

established through the redevelopment process. ls a designated property the home should be
plaqued. The architect is modest, clqssic Victorianfarmhouse style, with central gables, an
attractive façade and a high-pitched roof. The original house has been added to, with additions
having been attached onto the sides at the ground level. Although used by the recent ownerg
these additional are not of value and thereof do not need to be retained."

This report was written initially in regard to a proposed commercial development on the property
which proposed demolition of the existing dwelling. However, given the findings of the report

L
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recommending retention of the dwelling, the prospective purchaser did not follow through on the

sale. Subsequent, prospective purchasers have taken a similar position.

The property is in an area planned for development, and the site is designated as

"Commercial/Employment" in the Keswick Secondary Plan. However, Ms. Burford advises me

that there are significant costs in restoring the dwelling and that prospective purchasers have

advised the dwelling's position on the lot restricts a proper functional design. Finally, she has

also been advised that the relocation of the dwelling on the lot is also an expensive proposition.

In conclusion, please accept this letter pursuant to Section 27 of the Ontario Heritage Act,
R.S.O., 1990 as a request to remove the subject property from the Georgina Heritage Register. A
demolition permit has been filed in conjunction with this request.

If you have any questions regarding the above please do not hesitate to call.

lViä î-1 ilsfi,,,ùr1
Michael Smith, MCIP, RPP

Planning Consultant

c. Pauline Burford
Paul Hendricks
Carolyn Lance
Sarah Brislin

2
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LETTER OF AUTHORIZATION

Proper$ Address 3b clruÊcR JTÉ*}T , KLrsk/rc(c

LegnlDescrip[on P,+ror 4f {1, cory Z.(n).6"\
RollNumber

Phone No. 5- c¿ it
4P'zE a

To Whom lt May Goncem:

lM/e, the above, do give
to act es our agent in applying to the Town
the fol¡ow¡ng projects:

Georgina for a permitfor

(ctreck those that apply)

E

X
tl
tr
tr
D
tr
E

F

Demolition of Accessory Structure
Demolition of Residential Building
Gonstruction of Single Detached Dwelling
Addltion to Dwelllng
Construstion of Accessory Structure
Deck Gorstructlon
Renovation
Commercial Renovation
Othen (please

l,ftW[ ?Pe¿L b E K.F6¡s

DateSigned

1714 2/¿Property Owner

Prop.erty Owner

Authorlzed Agent

Homer\Bulldbrg\FORMS\Appllcallons\GOl'JNTER FORM -l¡tterof Aulhoüzellon
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YÆ" YorkMaps 36 Church St., Kes yor aps

Notes

This map was printed from a

YorkMaps application.

l:1,128

April 3, 2017 t)

Subject
Land
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SURWYOR'S RENL PROFERTY REPORT
PARTT-PLANOF
PART OF .LOT 14, CONCESSION 3
GEOGRAPHIC ÏOWNSHIP OF NORTH GWILLIMBURY
TOWN OF GEORGINA REÇIO AL MUNICIPALITY OF YORK
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36 CHURCH STREET. HERITAGE ASSESSMENT REPORT

INTRODUCTION

ATA Architects lnc. was retained to undertake the Heritage Assessment Report of the property

listed as 36 Church Street, Keswick, 0N.

ATA Architects lnc. undertook the following process in completing this assessment:

o ATA Architects lnc. visited the site and viewed in detail the existing building on the property.

The existing context was documented and a study was undertaken to evaluate the heritage

value of 36 Church Street.
. A review was undertaken of the historical, contextual and architectural value of the exlsting

home, taking into account previous owners, sunounding neighbourhoods, and the current

condition of the home.
. Research was completed through the use of multiple local organizations and resources,

including the Georgina Land Registry Office, the Pioneer Village Archives and online resources

such as Ancestry.ca and Yorkmaps.ca

ATA Architects lnc, has utilized the criterion for determining cultural heritage value as outlined in

the Ontario Heritage Act.

ATA also took into regard the conservation guidelines and standards outlines in the following

documents:
o Venice Charter 1964
. Appleton Charter 1983
¡ Burra Charter 1999
¡ lCOMOS Charter 2003
. Park Canada's Standards and Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic Places in Canada

201 0
¡ Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport's Ontario Heritage Toolkit - Heritage Property

Evaluation section
¡ Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport's Eight Guiding Principles in the Conservation of Built

Heritage Properties 2007
. Applicáble Conservation Authority Regulation Guidelines for the Region of Georgina

ONTARIO HERITAGE ACT

ONTARIO REGULATION 1 2/09
CRITERIA FOR DETERN/INING CULTURAL HERITAGE VALUE OR INTEREST

CRITERIA

1. (1) The criteria set out in subsection (2) are prescribed for the purposes of clause 29 (1) (a) of

the Act.
(2) A property may be designated under section 29 of the Act if it meets one or more of the

foliowing triteiia for detirmining whether it is of cuitural heritage value or interest:

1. The property has design value or physical value because it,

ì. is a rare, unþue, representative or early example of a style, type,

expression, material or construction method,

ii, displays a high degree of craftsmanship or artistic meril, or

iii. demonstrates a high degree of technical or scientific achievement.

2. The property has historical value or associative value because it,

i. has direct associatlons with a theme, event, belief, person, activity,

organization or institution that is significant to a community,

ii. yields, or has the potential to yield, information that contributes to an

understanding of a community or culture, or

iiì. demonstratei or reflects the work or ideas of an architect, artist, builder,

designer or theoríst who is significant to a community.

3. The property has contextual value because it,

i. is ímportant in defining, maintaining or supporting the character of an

area,

ii. is physically, functionally, visually or historically linked to its surroundings,

iii. is a landmark.

TRANSITION

2. This Regulation does not apply in respect of a property if notice of intention to designate it was

given under subsection 29 (1.1) of the Act on or before January 24,2006'

The designation of properties of heritage value by municipalities in Ontario is based on the

criteria eialuated irì thô context of tha[ municipality's jurisdiction. Buildings need not be of

provincial or national importance to be worthy of designation and preservation.
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36 CHURCH STREET - HERITAGE ASSESSMENT REPORT

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

ln was amalgamated, merging six dispersed communities. The town

is the North, the Township of Brock to the East, Cook's Bay and the

To and the Towns of East Gwillimbury and Uxbridge to the South.

The municipality is predominantly rural, consisting of three larger urban centres, Keswick, Sutton/

Jackon's Point and Pefferlaw, along with 6 smaller hamlets.

Keswick is the largest community in Georgina, however was far removed from all of Georgina's

In¡tial wealth and action, as it wàs a former village within the Township of North Gwillimbury.

Originally named Medina, Keswick has remained a small, agricultural village well into the 21st

century.

1878 York County Map - North Gwillimbury

Published by Miles & Co. in 1878

Source: Archives, Pioneer
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36 CHURCH STREET. HERITAGE ASSESSMENT REPORT

LOCATION

The property is situated on the Northwest corner of the intersection of Church Street and

Woodbine Avenue.

Key plan showing location of property
Source: Google Maps
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ZONING

The property is currently zoned Rural (RU) by the Town of Georglna Zoning By-law 500. This

zoning permits allthe uses indicated on the following chart.

36 CHURCH STREET - HERITAGE ASSESSMENT REPORT
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36 CHURCH STREET. HERITAGE ASSESSMENT REPORT
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ZONING
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36 CHURCH STREET - HERITAGE ASSESSMENT REPORT

TOWN OF GEORGINA OFFICIAL PLAN HERI GE POLICIES

a) lt ¡s the intent of the Town to protect cultural and archaeological resources by requiring the

identification, restoration, protection and maintenance of cultural and archaeological resources.

The Town, through the management of its heritage resources, seeks:

(i) the conservation of the Town's heritage resources by identifying, recognizing,

preserving, protecting, improving and mãnaging those resources, including the potential for

their adaptive reuse;
(ii) the integration of the conservation of heritage resources into the Town's general planning

approach; and,
(iii) the promotion of an understanding and appreciation of the heritage resources of the

Town to both residents and visitors.

d)The Town shall consult with the Georgina lsland First Nation and relevant government agencies,

including the lVlinistry of Culture when án identified human cemetery, or a marked or unmarked

human Surial is affeited by development. ln such circumstances, the provisions of the Heritage

Act and the Cemeteries Act shall apply,

e) The Town shall give consideration to the effects of municipal public works or similar municipal

undertaking affectlng buildings and features of historical significance. Consideration shall also be

given to co-nserving built heriiage resources, cultural heritage resources or other such resources

ihat are under municipal ownership and/or stewardship.

f) lncentives may be provided to land developers in exchange for the preservation of significant

culturalheritagé resources.This can be accomplished by permitting increased densities, density

transfers and õy providing assistance through a trust fund or other means considered appropriate,

in exchange for heritage resource conservation.

g)The Town wrll work with the Georgina lsland First Nation and the community to identify

íignificant cultural heritage resources that should be protected and conserved.

h) ln recognition of the importance of the fact that cultural heritage resources are tied mOst

significaniy to their original location, such resources shall be, wherever possible, incorporated into

new development plans.

9, 1.2.4 TREE CONSERVATION

a) lt is the intent of the Town to protect and enhance tree cover throughout Keswick . The Town

supports tree conservation bY:

i) ensuring existing trees are protected furing development as described in the section

entitled "Íown of-Georgina,Tree Preservatioì for Subdivisions and Site Plans" within the

Town of Georgina Development Design Criteria document;

ii) maximizinglhe number of trees that can be conserved or established on

development sites;

iii) promoting the planitning of trees in parks and suitable locations within Town road right-

of-ways; and,

iv) enÉouraging reforestation and maintenance along watercourses and the lakeshore to

reduce flooãing and soil erosion, and to provide fish and wildlife habitat.
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36 CHURCH STREET. HERITAGE ASSESSMENT REPORT

TOWN OF GEROGINA OFFICIAL PLAN HERITAGE POLICIES

b) a

re n out

inD
Plrat
the site plan application stage, or as othenruise required by the Town.

c) A Tree Preservation Plan shall be prepared by a qualified professional in the field of ecology or

forestry and shall be approved by the Town. A Tree Preservation Plan shall identify the present

conditibns of the site and shall make recommendations on tree preservation in conjunction with

the development proposed. A Tree Preservation Plan shall include the following information:

i) location of each tree exceeding 80mm in diametter at 1.2 metres from ground

elevation;
ii) location adn description of smaller trees or shrubs;

iii) species of plan material including botanical and common name;

iv) size of plant material (i.e. height, spread and caliper);

v) crown of tree
vi) condition (state of health)

vii) quality of tree with regard to species;

viii) sensitivity of tree to development, and,

ix) indicate whether the tree is to be retained or removed, with reasons if the tree is to

be removed.

d) ln the considertaion of the development appl¡cations in which there is a net loss of trees, the

Town willr equire this loss to be compensated by the developer with the replacement of trees in a

location to be determined by the Town.

e) The Town shall encourage aided succession or reforestation through the plantings of any

cieared lands which are nõt proposed for development and which are not used for agricultural

purp0ses.

9,1.2.5. CONSERVATION AUTHORITY REGULATED AREAS AND INFILTRATED AREAS

a) ln general, the Town shall not permit new development, the expansion, reconstruction

or replacement of existing non-conforming uses, the placement of fill or the alteration of

watercourses within the area regulated by the Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority

without the prior approval authorities having jurisdiction.

b) lnfiltration areas are identified for information purposes on Schedule F4.These areas have a

high potential for replenishing the groundwater supply'

c) Development that is proposed within an area identified as an infiltration area shall only be

considered if it ls demonstrated to the Town, in consultation with the relevant agencies, that

the proposed development will have no detrimental effects on the quality and quantity of water

which recharges the groundwater or aquifer. the Town may require a hydrogeology study to

examine the potential impact of the proposal on the groundwater system.
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36 CHURCH STREET. HERITAGE ASSESSMENT REPORT

HISTORICAL SIGNIFICANCE

ATA has been able to establish a list of individuals/families who have owned the property. From

earliest owners to most recent that list is as follows:

o 1804 to 1830 - lsaac Griffin
o 1830 to 1833 - Daniel Mann
. '1833 to 1839 - Amos Crittenden
¡ 1839 to 1847 - John Cawthra
¡ 1847 to 1878 - Harvey and Margaret Huntley
¡ 1878 to 1881 - John 0'Donohoe
¡ 188'l to 1885 - Josiah Willoughby
¡ 1885 to 1921 - Elisha Mann
o 1921 to 19?? - Van Van Norman
. 1952 to 1960 - Arthur R. and Winnifred Pollock
. 1960 to 1967 - John C. Gable
. 1967 to 1968 - Gavin P. and Eleanor Mornton
. 1968 to 1985 - Thomas W. and Elizabeth E. Holden
. 1985 to Present - Keith and Pauline Burford

36 Church Street sits . lt, along with t Lot

14 were granted to ls in 1803. lsaac G he

land to Dãniel Mann. , was a path-ma of

North Gwillimbury an y name remains area

today.

0f his 150 acres, Mann sold one third to Amos Crittenden, who then sold 10 of his 50 acres

to John Cawthra. Amos Crittenden and his relative Jas Crittenden remained in the area, with

residential housing being developed along Church Street.

Tremaine l\llap - City of Toronto. North Gwillirnbury -.
source: Georgina Archives, Georgina Pioneer Village.
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HISTORTCAL SIGNIFICANCE

36 Church Street sits on the 10 acres of land that was once owned by the Huntley's, The Census

carpenter.

for $700, and then sells the lot four years later for $1800 to Elisha Mann'

there.

Street, as well as the brick used, is evidence to Elisha's standing as a prominent local farmer. lt

can bå assumed that this farmer lived in the currently existing house at 36 Church Street until he

2016 Aerial View of Lot l4, Concession 3 showing clearly distinguishable lot lines

Source: Google MaPs

1954 Aerial View of Lot 14, Concession 3

Source: York Maps, https://ww6.yorkmaps.caiYorkMaps/nindex.html
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36 CHURCH STREET. HERITAGE ASSESSMENT REPORT

HISTORICAL SIGNIFICANCE

sold the property in 1921, shortly before his death in 1922 of terminal cancer. His last name is

evidence of Elisha's relation to the land's previous owner Daniel Mann.

Van Van Norman purchased the land in 1921, which at this point still remained the original 10

acres owned by the Huntley's. Van Van Norman was a brother of Richard Van Norman, one of

North Gwillimbury's Reeves. Richard purchased some of Lot 14 from Patrick Connell in the late

1880's, and ran the main general store in Keswick for several years, as well as being Postm-afer.

Both brothers came from ã large family, many of whom did very well for themselves. Their family

name carries on in the Keswick community today.

The ownership between '1921 and 1952 is hazy, iue to illegible land registry records. Van Van

Norman lived al the property beginning in 1921, and in 1952 Arthur R. Pollock and his wife

Winifred, purchased itre taná at iO Church Street. At this point, the 10 acres had been divided

into smaller lots. Arthur, also known as Art, purchased the land but never lived in the house. He

had planned to develop the lot, possibly for his business. Art owned a car dealership and service

station - the only one in town for many'years - until he retired and sold it in the mid 1960's. He

and his wife liveô in the area, and his lranddaughter Corinne still does. She owns Petal Pushers,

a local florists and gift shop in town. The house was then owned by John C. Gable and his wife

Evelyn. Their specific professions are unknown, but a local historian remembered the house being

used for accordlon and guitar lessons, leading one to believe that they were well known in the

community.

The home was sold to Gavin P. Morton and Eleanor Morton in 1967, who owned and lived on the

property for one year. Gavin Morton was a well known contractor/builder. He was very involved

in the lócal Histoiical Society and even had a street named after him in the Pioneer Village,

Within the Newmarket Era Ñewspapers, many articles mention Gavin, his construction work, and

his involvement in the community. Ée buih the Pr st office as well as the school at Willow Beach,

was president of the Keswick Opiimists group raising money for youth groups like Scouts and

Cubs, and even sat on the Planning boaid for North Gwillimbury. His wife was also very involved,

holding community meetings at théir house. lt would not be surprising if, during the year the

couple lived at 36 Church Street, Gavin fixed it up a bit, before selling it in 1968'

The Burford's purchased the land from Thomas and Elizabeth Holden in 1985 and aside from a

few mìnor renòvations of the interior, the house was remained the same since their purchase.

Keith and Pauline Burford did add a smalladdition to the East side of the house, as a workshop

for Keith. lt is a roughly constructed shanty on the house, that would not have to be retained,

that has been a part of the growth of the community.
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ARCHITECTURAL SIG NIFICANCE

36 CHURCH STREET. HERITAGE ASSESSMENT REPORT

36 Church Stree of the Victorian farmhouse style' lt has classic

proportions and at typify the style in the design.of the façade, The

gable end, with 2 over 2 windows, is balanced by the steep gable

óver the second ween the entrance and ground floor window.

bargeboard if everything had been built as of the same date.

The combination of the front and rear brick sections of the house has created a large livable

family house. The interior is largely untouched ¿nd has not had significant modernizations to

negaie its heritage character. The-windows appear to be orìginal throughout the home and the

ori"ginal pine floo-rs are visible in most areas. There is limited, if any, water damage apparent

ìnside the home.

Gable over the front window. featurinq a king post design.
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ARCH ITECTU RAL FEATU RES

The exterior frame additions have no architectural merit and should be removed in any

conservation is likely a result of a lack of

raìn water co

a) A lac from the roof and the Porch

b) A lac from the house walls (driP

edge)
c) A Éck of positive drainage at grade. The area around the house is dramatically

ouergrown, and the pooiy coñstructed additions create additional drainage problems and

flows along the junctions between brick and roofing.

The exterior wood is weathe

replacement, 0n the surface

that much of the house is or

defining elements are either

restoration are possible.

{t

ka/
F':

Ê,

photos of the Gables around the house. The Kingpost can be seen sitting infront of the bargeboard, unlike the front 9able.
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EXTERIOR PHOTOS OF 36 CHURCH STREET

36 CHURCH STREET. HERITAGE ASSESSMENT REPORT

'?!.,

L,, _

Front view from South of the original building

Page 39 of 159



36 CHURCH STREET. HERITAGE ASSËSSMENT REPORT

EXTERIOR PHOTOS OF 36 CHURCH STREET

View of the Front Porch. Large wall crack likely

due to water damage; freeze/thaw due to lack of

downspouts, typical.

View of the house from the East.
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36 CHURCH STREET. HERITAGE ASSESSMENT REPORT

EXTERIOR PHOTOS OF 36 CHURCH STREET

View of the East side of the property, including the workship addition. The Rear of the building is blocked from view and access by a fence and trees'
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EXTERIOR PHOTOS OF 36 CHURCH STREET

View of the West side of the property Close-up views of the brick and window sill deterioration'
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INTERIOR PHOTOS OF 36 CHURCH STREET

BASEMENT

,,sn

Close up view of the stairs going down to the basement,

36 CHURCH STREET - HERITAGE ASSESSMENT REPORT

Stairs leading down to the basement View of the unfinished basement. View of the unfinished basement.
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36 CHURCH STREET - HERITAGE ASSESSMENT REPORT

INTERIOR PHOTOS OF 36 CHURCH STREET

GROUND FLOOR

Ground floor living area on the south side of the building includes two originalwindows, originalhardwood floors, and the main entrance. The

walls have been re-drywalled and painted.
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INTERIOR PHOTOS OF 36 CHURCH STREET

GROUND FLOOR

36 CHURCH STREET. HERITAGE ASSESSMENT REPORT

The dining room connects to the main living area and entryway. The View of the bedroom on the Ground Floor'

walls here are the origìnal plaster.
The floors are worn, but remaín the original wood.
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INTIERIOR PHOTOS OF 36 CHURCH STREËT

GROUND FLOOR

The Kitchen is located near the rear of the house.
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INTERIOR PHOTOS OF 36 CHURCH STREET

GROUND FLOOR

The Kitchen connects to two adjoining rooms, an office/storage room, and a workshop'
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INTERIOR PHOTOS OF 36 CHURCH STREET

GROUND FLOOR

A hallway leads back from the kitchen to a second stair to The Office/Storage room contains two windows and an exit door. lt is unknown if this is an additlon to the origìnal home
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INTIERIOR PHOTOS OF 36 CHURCH STREET

GROUND FLOOR

The double doors from the kitchen lead to the woodshop, which is clearly a later addition to the home
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INTERIOR PHOTOS OF 36 CHURCH STREET

SECOND FLOOR

Steps from the front living area enter ¡nto the main stairwell to the second floor. These stairs also appear to be original. The walls have been re-drywalled and painted
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INTERIOR PHOTOS OF 36 CHURCH STREET

SECOND FLOOR

Office on the Second floor. The room has a sloped ceiling and one window. These floors also appear to be original
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INTERIOR PHOTOS OF 36 CHURCH STREET

SECOND FLOOR

Bathroom on the second floor with angled ceiling notches. The bedroom on the second floor also has an angled ceiling
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INTERIOR PHOTOS OF 36 CHURCH STREET

SECOND FLOOR

The living space on the second floor includes sloped ceilings on both sides of the room, as well as three original windows
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CONTEXTUAL 5IG NIFICANCE

36 Church Street sits on the North Eastern border of Keswick at the intersectlon of Church Street

and industrial development as well.

commercial corner,

The site in question, 36 Church Street, is regulated by the Lake Simcoe Region Conservaion

Authority, while also being part of the infiltration area. The area ìs part of the Keswick North

Watercolrse. The Lake Simcoe Conservation Authority acquires these areas, through purchase or

donation, for the purposes of protecting their natural heritage values. Many ol 1¡_.s9 
propertíes

are wetlands, and make significant coniributions to both water quality and wildlife habitat.

Due to the difficuhy of accãss, and the sensitivity of their features, no trails or other public use

facilities have been developed in these conservation areas.

The house is |ocated in summary in an area of transition, The house would be more compatible

with future residential development along Church Street; however, it could be incorporated into

the future commercial development as well.
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CONTEXTUAL SIG NIFICANCE

' ",Jrþ

View from across Church Street toward the property, which is mainly blocked from view by large trees. The land to the right will be developed for commercial use to add to Woodbine Avenue's

commercial/employment district

T,,fr'tu

View from the property across Church Street. The Gem Cinema and Plaza continue Woodbine Avenue's commercial district onto Church Street. The remainder of Church Street to the East consists of

empty fields and Residential development.

síêì

View of the intersection at Church Street and Woodbine Avenue
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CONTEXTUAL SIGNIFICANCE

t-

View looking North up Woodbine Avenue. A small Jiffy Lube and commercial building sit across the street. Behind are large open fields

View looking South down Woodbine Avenue. Although the street is a main Commercial/Em ployment district, much of the streetscape includes open fields and undeveloped land

View from Woodbine Avenue looking East, at the Plaza across from 36 Church Street.
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CONTEXTUAL SIGNIFICANCE

View looking West on Church Street onto the property directly to the East of 36 Church St.

36 CHURCH STREET - HERITAGE ASSESSMENT REPORT

Closest ' neighbour" to the 36 Church Street Property sits on the Eat side of Woodbine Avenue,

just North of the intersection.
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CONTEXTUAL SIG NIFICANCE

As the largest urban community within the Town of Georgina, K s

day as a commuter homestead. Keswick includes the East shore

Haibour to lsland Grove, The South-western portion of Keswick rsh,

and is part of the World famous Hollard Marsh. The surrounding area of Keswick has been

known for it's rich loamy and fertile soil.

36 Church Street sits on the North Eastern border of Keswick at the intersection of Church Street

and industrial development as well.

Church Street on the other hand mainly consists of residential development. The East end of

Church Street acts as one of the main roads through Uptown Keswick's Urban Centre. This

commercial corner.

Much of the area around 36 Church Street is regulated by the Lake Simcoe Region Conservaion

Authority (LSRCA). lt is part of the infiltration area as well as being part of the Keswick North

Watercourse. The LSRCA has confirmed that athough the lot at 36 Church Street is within their

jurisdiction, it is cunently outside of the area that is regulated by eh LSRCA under 0ntario

Regulation 119106.

lVap showing 36 Church Street and the area regulated by the LSRCA

Source: LSRCA
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COÍ\ITEXTUAL SIG N I FI CANCE

LAK:E SIMCOE REGION CONSERVATION AUTHORITY
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CONTEXTUAL SIG N IFICANCE

TOWN OF GEORGINA - KESWICK SECONDARY PLAN
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B. Demonstrates a high degree of technical or scientific achievement' E VG G

36 CHURCH STREET. HERITAGE ASSESSMENT REPORT

I Evaluator: Alexander Temporale B.Arch, O.A.A., F.R.A.l.C., C.A.H,P.

Rationale

The previous owners and tenants of this property were well known members of the

community, owning businesses and property that remain today.

Keswick is well known for it's farming and fertile soil. Elisha Mann lived at this house while

farming the land on either side of Church Street for over 35 years. A prominent part of the

community and agricultural culture of the area.

The early agricultural actìvity in the Keswick area remains significant in the area today'

,_ The Victorian farmhouse style speaks to the agricultural history of the community

No specific architect is connected to this Property.

Rationale

The DroperTv features a Z-storev modest Victorian farm house style home that is a good

reoróseñtati'on of the style of cónstruction of the area. Much of the original interiors remaìn,

while the exterior featuies are delapidated, but salvageable.

The detaìling of the gables, although damaged, is well executed. The the house is of a well

proportioneá and thé br¡ck detailirig was originally well executed.

The home uses standard constructìon methods and materials.

Rationale

The retention of the building would maintain the streetscape, and the memory of the

agrìcultural beginning that t-he quickly developing area once had.

Having housed the farmerwho worked the land surrounding the home, and across the

street, the building holds contextual value

The proÞertv lacks the architectural interest and scale required to be considered a

landinaik; h'owever, it is a good example of the Vlctorian Style, it will stand visually as a

result reoardless of its future context.

SUIVIMARY REGARDING EXISTING STRUCTURE
RATING SYSTEN/I

E - Excellent
VG- Very Good
G - Good
F - Fair

L-Low
Municipal Address: 36 Church Street, Keswick

HISTOR¡CAL VATUE OR ASSOCIATIVE VATUE

'1 . Has direct associations with a person, organization, or ìnstitution

that is significant to a commun¡ty.

2. Has direct associations with an event or activity that is significant to

a community.

3. Has direct associations wìth a theme or belief that is significant to a
community.

4. Yields, or has the potential to yield, information that contributes to

an understanding of a community.

5, Demonstrates or reflects the work or ideas of an architect, artist,

buìlder, designer, or theorist.

DESIGN OR PHYS]CAL VATUE

6. ls a rare, unique, representative, or early example of a style, type,
expression, material, or construction method.

7. Displays a high degree of craftsmanship or art¡st¡c merit.

CONTEXÎUAL VALUE

9. ls important in defining, maintaining, or supporting the character of
an atea.

10. ls physically, functionally, visually, or historically linked to its
surroundings.

'11. ls a landmark.

Date: July, 2017

Grade

GF L

LE @ G F

LtVG

VG

VG

E

f
L

E

E

EVG

G

Grade

G

Grade

F

t

L

G

G

VG

VG

VG

E

E

FL
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H ERITAGE ASSESSMENT SUMMARY

36 Church Street is not designated, but has been listed as of-interest on the Heritage Registry

of the Town of Georgina. The house sits in a quickly developing neighbourhood, on'the brink

between residential and commercial proposed developments. Due to it's historical connections to

the growth and agricultural roots of the community, as well as the retention of its original interiors

and exteriors, the property should be protected and designated under Part lV of the Ontario

Heritage Act after or part of the site plan approval process for the redevelopment of the site.

agricultural roots of the community.
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PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT
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MITIGATING MEASURES

value, and after redevelopment should be designated.

Proposed Development

0riginal/Existing house

Proposed Townhouses

Lot Lines

Option 1:The first option uses the proposed development, however uses the existing home ln the

pìã-ce of ttre proposed restaurant. They are of similar sizes, and it would result in the retention of

ihe streetscape. lt is not uncommon fòr a house to be reused as a commercial building, often as

restaurant. Other uses are professional offices, lawyers accountants etc. As well as tea houses,

flower shops, antique stores cafes etc. lf additional space was needed, a sympathetic addition

could potentially be added to the structure. The retention of the structure could provide the new

development w'lth character and act as a precedent for the surrounding future developments.

I
I

¡

I

I Ill 0ption 1

Original/Existing house

Proposed Townhouses
'-'LotLìnes

sustainability.
Example of possible use for Heritage Building, Roseborough Centre, 1250 Eglinton Ave. W. l\4ississauga 0N.

Source: Google lVlaps
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adding to the Town's plan for a commercial centre.

I

I

Residential II
Commercial

I Option 2

I originallrxisting house

Proposed Townhouses
-- Lot Lines

The purpose of the design options presented is to demonstrate that the retention of the heritage

houie should not negatõ the opportunity to develop the site. ATA has not met with the planning

department of the Town of Geoigina; however, based on the size of the site and the desire of the

Town to create a residential and ðommercial district, such options and other similar options should

be explored.
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GEORGINA HERITAGE REGISTER

Date
listed on
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LAND REGISTRY RECORDS
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fo Build
or:ton Ot Keswic/<

New Posf OÍlice

ütlRlSTllÂS Tf:¡l P'UÌTY

tln historieal- - 
Oh V*-l on and his tqr hal"

V lrulf lóhing tnalror' Goocl work,
:ijl j

,ì.j':;.

Thc Hono¡¡ble Jeen.paul
Descheleletr, ñlinlster of pub.

nnounded the
e{,001 contrect

P. lrto¡ton of
e conslrucüor

bullding sl

.. Tllc conlraclor submitted
the lowert bid of eight in ¡e.
sponse to rdverliringl for pub.
t¡c lcnd€r! which closed on
tlunc -t-{, t084. rhe htehãst Ulli
was -gti,Ð00. The work lsschedulcd fo¡ comptcllon in
tour month¡.

The one orcy bullding.
ylth.ouJ bas není, *iii---Ligrceled on thc cornor oIçnureh Sl¡eel, and the slreel
l.eåd$E to thc lflunlcipat Cen.
lre. lttllh lhe ¡¡aln cniranee on

Chureh Slreet, thc buildin¡
will be 3E feot by ¡l lect ñ
¡lze. tt rvlll have ¡ conciete
foundatlon,'a ryood frame ¡nd
an e.lterlor llnkhcd ln brlck
vcnoen Plywood linl¡her
abóve and below lhe wlndows
and et the entranee door¡ wlll
be palnted. itre lntcrlor wl¡i bã
llnlrhed ln gypsum board wlth
linoleum on the floo¡¡,

The bulldlng wlll bc ¡erv.
lced by a psved l¡uck yard
and loadlng platform ¡t- the
t€âr.

Plan¡ end rpecif lcellonr

Clippings from the New Market Newpaper - The Era - featuring Gåvin lvlorton, a previous owner of the home at 36 Church Street'

Source: The Era - Newmarket Dígital Newspaper Project

http: //news.ourontario.ca/newmarket/search
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THE ERA - NEWMARKET NEWSPAPER CLIPPINGS

l1!r- and lìtrs. Bud Flstl¿r ol
To¡onÉo v!Ê¡ted ltr. and !1"s.

fårnily ¡t Chath¡n.
Dtr, and lf¡s Dour and son

Veyne of Herpmarl¡et spenl
Su¡day w¡th M¡ss MeYe

Isllngton Ìvere gu€sts St¡¡¡day
er¡eaing of ùlr. end IV[re" Fred
Peet.

Sor¡'to report lfr. Clarence
Critte¡rdm and Jaek are on tl¡e
sick list
-lïre W.Â- ol lhe Unitcd d¡t¡¡ch

¡!¡e hdding a luncheon o¡t
thursda¡ Feb. 4 in the S. S.
tÒom. Rev. Hoplon of Sutton
will be the Éu¿st speaker, with
trfra l(. Eoothby conductinE the
worchi¡l serviea.

Itlyra lsytor. McrßÐ¡et Alder,
Pcggy C¡rt, Bn¡ce ßeõd, Dmnls
fltÍneh atlended ¡ Y.P. trainlng
eonfcrencc in Î'ìqronlo on 8¡l¡¡r-
doy-

ilfrs. ållan ÉTnmctÇ Çourt-

Keswiclr News tiü
Kcswick Onti-l[¡s" held a

rneeting on Jan - at
the home ol Mrs. ton

Dtr. and ìlrs. of

Sprague.
Itilrs. George Carnpbell ls viçit-

ia her danghter dgnes In foro'n-
to for a few days.

Mr. anil lì,frs. Go'rdon Wooû of
Toronto apent lhe weehend wittl
ilf¡. snd Mrs. Perry Winch.

Mr. end Mrr. I¡aac ltaldon
bave retu¡nqd homc after a
mo¡th's visit with their famiþ
ìn Toronto aad lúrs Faldoaþ
rister in Hanorraa

Iltr. and ÌIrs E¡ines of 1o¡o¡r-
1o s¡rent Suadoy u¡ith ltr. and
llrs. Bobcrt lfeller.

TÌ¡c Chrbllan chr¡rch monlhly
uisshnary mc€ting vrilt be held
lrldey eveoÍng, Jan- 28-

cub Drct!
asútsnge

$E ¡l hÐtrrt¡¡lcf
ËülrÞ

rad ßted cût¡¡ß¡t'¡
iD 1050" Cou¡c¡l ûended counnll ¡nû tolil ol tbe

assoeieùÍo¡b pl¡tìe fot an u¡der-
¡nsü where lhe lùeEopotlta¡
c!ßes their rostl lnlo the child-Ênay, 8.C., tyes tha guect of her

fdead. lür¡. lL Boolhby, for
sever¡l days lrst week

Dfn and llfrs, K. Boothby ûnd
F*¡!y w.ith Mrs. , Ea¡m_ett hed

Era - featuring Gavin lvlorton, a previous owner of the home at 36 Church street.

Project
Clippings from the New lr/arket Newpaper - The

Source: The Era - Newmarket Digitaì Newspaper

http://news.ouro ntario.ca/newma rket/search

I,

Page 93 of 159



36 CHURCH STREET. HERITAGE ASSESSMENT REPORT

THE ERA - NEWMARKET NEWSPAPER CLIPPINGS

WORK PROGRESSES

oN NEW SCHOOT
AT WIILOW 8ËACH

lVork 13 grogrrsclng on lhe
nar* ¡chool lrclng erectrtl on thr-r
sirth
ùury,
llltr
lrekl
now wcll, under way and ll¡e
building Lr under roof ¡nd llrr
v¡indows have bcan ghzcrl.

ßediant he-nllng p¡pcs horyo
bean lald ond hrve baen tsstcd
ln tl¡e three clussruon¡s ¡¡nd lhe
ccmenl flooring has btcn pour.
crl. As llro rc¡nulndcr of ll¡c
plfie are ttstcd the concretc w¡ll
be laid,

$/ilh a t¡lochcy's r,oaton conr.
plalc wilh kilchenotlc antl toih.t
focililieìr, cloah-ltoms lor tcaeh-
o¡e ond pu¡ile and adcgulto toi.
let lacllitle¡ for lhe cNkl¡cn in
addlllon to thc three cloærcorng
lhe ¡chml rhould ¡oree the
need¡ of iha seclton

wllhout loo much work lnvolv.
ed.

Clippings from the New lVìarket Newpaper - The Era - featuring

Source: The Era - Newmarket Digital Newspaper Projecl

http://news o urontario.calnewmarket/search

lorn¡lþ 0f
lloffiGrlllfi;hry

l{ewnrattel.Sullon hlgh n¿hool
board.

TÌ¡e Plannlng Board ronslsts ol

plaees Carl Èlorton who has hetd
fhe positlon on thc eommlllcc
slnce Gaorge Lsmont re¡lcned
frorn it gevcrol monlhs eß0.

ELIfAVEN-Sortb
Lltt¡c IùG¡hê tr

A$t¡êg

6cê¡es slaff lndudes Sammolûs alÉ Fbrgnan
Oebb¡e ¡o¡clrer (l¡ant ol ollhc Jrry wlll he glo¡'rd
hor¡¡e), Trudy Deas þ Jolg¡ llc¡æan.
(rnuslel a¡¡d Trudy -.'fl!fs¡@|¡¡¡!¡¡Gùlm (púdr¡cart. selo elacted lo oflice et

lbe'ütcrtre gun ¡s lhe Eept. 13 annu-al
dc¡sd lo enroütec lhat ¡eæral Ecetlrq, of lìe
ihev h¡ve lilled rh¡ Soulh Shorc The¡rre
veeãncy in thr cast for ¿rorp: gresldelt, lrrry
the prodsetio¡. Îl¡e Eoulær, vlocprcsÉenr
È09üls la*1er.- lVally Scotchlc.

nrcoty-sevcn easl EecretsrY - lerrY
member¡ ¡re meellnÉ ltcK.cnncy. treasurer'
rcßul¡rty ¡l Bclhaveñ Tlrdn¡¡ f,hnn. lecùnlcal
Hâll orcoa¡lnc for director. Scott Dlae
man¡¡¿ìieñt ¡uoú- 2l- IlmsH. irt¡slh d¡¡€ctor'' nÙptri'æ lsa n¡rll¡t Dcunstcreß,tr¡bldtl
l¡d oú ctd mcmber¡ for Kay Nsynrrd' fgnd
Ttre Rodd¡ l¡wÌ.er: raióing. f,rôy Allis¡.

Íllr¡.'Otls lCharltt' A¡l nractinge r¡c
mdùcl r¡ill be pf¡yed by tetqf bêld ¡t Bdh¡wn
P¡l lhtmonds; Grace lull nigþlþ fiqn ?:f,lr I
(her daugbtert Kethy pm. ulth tlÈ erecption d
Du¡o: R¡h¡t Hw¡¡d ltr¡æday¡¡celir€¡$hcä
(The Peogte'r Law' ùegln ar 9 p.n

Gavin Morton, a previous owner of the home at 36 Church Srreet.
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about him b ü

't..,,.rt;

Photoqraph of Partick adn Susannah Connell, owners of the neighbouring lot. Susannah was Daniel Mann's Daughter.

sourceiGeorgina Archives, Georgina Pioneer Village.
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'1954 Aerial View of Lot 14, Concession 3

Source: York Maps, https://ww6.yorkmaps.calYorkMaps/n¡ndex.html

Page 98 of 159



36 CI.IURCH STREET - HERITAGE ASSESSMENT REPORT

1970 Aeri¿l View of Lot 14, Concession 3

source: York Maps, https://ww6.yorkmaps.calYorkMaps/nindex.html
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1988 Aerial View of Lot 14, Concessìon 3

5ource; York Maps, https://ww6.yorkmaps.calYorkMâps/nindex.html
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1995 Aerial View of Lot 14, Concessìon 3

5ource: York Maps, https://ww6.yorkmaps.calYorkMaps/nindex.html
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20'l'1 Aerial View of Lot 14, Concess¡on 3

Source: York l\4aps, httpsJ/ww6.yorkmaps calYorklvlaps/nindex.html
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2016 Aerial View of Lot 14, Concess¡on 3

Source: York Maps, httpsJ/ww6.yorkmaps.ca/YorkMaps/nindex.html
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ALEXANDER TEMPORALE CV

Alexander Louis Temporale, B.Arch., 0.4.4., F.R.A.l,C, C.A.H,P

Ed ucation

University of Toronto, B.Arch,

Background

Alexander Temporale has had a long history of involvement in heritage conservation,

downtown revitalization, and urban design. As a foundtng partner of Stark Temporale

Architects, Mr. Temporale was involved in a variety of restoration projects and heritage

conseNation studies, including: the Peel County Courthouse and Jail Feasibility Study, the

Brampton Four Corners Study and the Meadowvale Village Heritage District Study. The

study led to the creation of the first heritage district in Ontario.

His involvement and interest in history and conservation resulted in a long association

with the heritage conservation movement, as a lecturel resource consultant, and heritage

planner, He was a member of the Brampton LocalArchitectural Conservation Advisory

Committee, a director of the Mississauga Heritage Foundation, and chairman of the

Mississauga LACAC Committee. As a member of LACAC, Alex Temporale was also a

member of the Architectural Review Committee for Meadowvale Village. He is also a former

Director of the Columbus Centre, Toronto and VisualArs 0ntario. Mr. Temporale has been

a lecturer for the Ontario Historical Society on Urban Revitalization and a consultant to

Heritage Canada as part of their "Main Street" program.

ln 1982, Alexander Temporale formed his own architectural firm and under his direction the

nature and scope of commissions continued to grow with several major urban revitalization

studies as well as specialized Heritage Conservation District Studies. His work in this fíeld

has led to numerous success storier The Oakville Urban Design and Streetscape Guidelines

was reprinted and used for approximately 20 years. The study of the Alexander Homestead

(Halton Region Museum Site) led to the Museum's rehabilitation and a significant increase

in revenue.The Master Plan reorganized the site and its uses, as wellas facilitating

future growth. During this time, Alex received numerous awards and his contribution

to architecture was recognized in 2007 in becoming a Fellow of the RoyalArchitectural

lnstitute of Canada, Many projects have become community landmarkt received awards

or been published, These include Lionhead Golf Clubhouse, Brampton; the Emerald Centre,

Mississauga; St. David's Church, Maple; Gutowski Residence, Shelburne; Martin Residence,

Mississauga and Stormy Point, Muskoka, to name a few,

Mr.Temporale is recognized at the 0MB as an expert in urban design and restoration

architecture. He is a member of the advisory committee of Perspectives, a journal published

by the Ontario Association of Architects. He is a frequent author on design issues. He

has also authored numerous urban design studies and heritage studies for a variety of

municipalities i.e, Brantford, Grimsby, Brampton, Flamborough and Burlington.The firm has

been a recent recipient of the Lieutenant Governois Award for Excellence in Conservation

and the National Heritage Trusls Award for Heritage Rehabilitation of 0akville's historic

Bank of Montreal Building, Below are other previous offices held:

Past Offices

> Director and Chair Communication Committee, CAHP

> Jurist, 2010 Mississauga Urban Design Awards

> Chairman, Mississauga Local Architectura I Conservation Advisory Comm ittee

> Director, Visual Arts Ontario

> President, Port Credit Business Association

> Directo[ Brampton Heritage Board

> Director, Mississauga Heritage Foundation

> Director, Columbus Centre

> Director, Villa Columbo, Toronto

> Resource Consuhant, Heritage Canada
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Heritage Assessment and Urban Design Studies

> 114 Balsam Drive Heritage lmpactAssessment, Oakville

> 332-338 Robinson St. Heritage lmpactAssessment, 0akville

> 104 Burnet St. Heritage Assessment, Oakville

> High Park Forest School Retrofit Feasibility Study, Toronto

> 2494 Mississauga Road Heritage lmpactAssessment, Mississauga

> 1187 Burnhamthorpe Road East Heritage Assessment, Oakville

> 103 Dundas Street Heritage Assessment, 0akville

> 3060 Seneca Drive Heritage Assessment, Oakville

> 491 Lakeshore Road (Captain Morden Residence) Heritage Assessment, 0akville

> 2347 Royal Windsor Drive Heritage Assessment, 0akville

> 107 Main 5t. E. HeritageAssessment, Grimsby

> 74 &TlTrafalgar Road Heritage Assessment and Urban Design Brief, Oakville

> 7005 Pond Street Heritage Assessment, Meadowvale

> 7015 Pond Street (Hill House) Heritage Assessment, Meadowvale

> 44 and 46 Queen Street South Heritage Assessment, Streetsville

> 264 Queen Street South (Bowie Medical Hall) Heritage Assessment, Streetsville

> Fred C. Cook Public School Heritage Assessment, Bradford West Gwilimbury

> Harris Farm Feasibility Study, City of Mississauga

> Benares Condition Assessment Report, City of Mississauga

> Lyon Log Cabin Relocation, Oakville, Ontario

> 4TParkAvenue Heritage Assessment, Oakville, Ontario

> The Old Springer House Herìtage Assessment, Burlington, Ontario

> 2625 Hammond Road Heritage lmpact Study, Mississauga, Ontario

> 153 King Street West Heritage Assessment, Dundas, Ontario

> Brampton Civic Centre Study, Brampton, Ontario

> 139 Thomas Street Heritage lmpact Study, Oakville, Ontario

> Historic Alderlea Adaptive Reuse and Business Case Study, Brampton, Ontario

> Trafalgar Tenace Heritage lmpact Study, 0akville, Ontario

> Binbrook Heritage Assessment, Glanbrook, Ontario

36 CHURCH STREET - HERITAGE ASSESSMENT REPORT

> Fergusson Residence, 380 Mounta¡nbrow Road, Burlington, Ontario, Heritage Assessment

> CanadianTre Gas ïar,1212 Southdown Road, Mississauga,Ontario, Heritage

> Donald Smith Residence, 520 Hazelhurst Road, Mississauga, Ontario, HeritageAssessment

> Hannon Residence, 484 Brant Street, Burlington, Ontario, HeritageÆsessment

> Bodkin Residence, 490 Brant Street, Burlington, Ontario, HeritageAssessment

> Fuller Residence, 8472 Mississauga Road, Brampton, Ontario, Heritage Assessment

> 11953 Crediwiew Road, ChinguacousyTownship, Brampton, Ontario Assessment

> Historic Meadowvale Village lnventory/Heritage Assessment Study (Stark Temporale)

> Brampton Four Corners Urban Design Study (StarkTemporale)

> Erindale Village Urban Design Study (Stark Iemporale)

> Oakville Downtown Urban Design and Site Plan Guidelines Study

> Burlington Downtown, Urban Design and Façade lmprovement Study

> Burlington East Water"front Study

> Victoria Park Square Heritage District Study, Brantford

> Bullock's Corners Heritage Conservation District Study, Town of Flamborough

> BrantAvenue Heritage Conservation District Study, Brantford

> Urban Design Guidelines for lnfill Development, Town of Oakville

> 11 1 Forsythe, OMB Urban Design Consultant, Town of Oakville

> TrafalgarVillage Redevelopment, Urban Desígn Consultant, Town of Oakville

> Eagle Ridge (Three Condominium Towers) Development, Urban Design Consultant

> Trafalgar Market Redevelopment, Urban Design Consultant, Town of Oakville

> St. Mildred Lightbourne Private School Expansion, Urban Design Consultant, Town of Oakville

> OPP Academy (Art Deco Heritage Building), Feasibility Study, City of Brampton

> Kennedy Road, Victorian Farmhouse Study, City of Brampton

> Chisholm Estate F€asibility Study, City of Brampton

> Urban Design Guidelines, Hurontario and 403, Housing for Ontario Realty Corporation,

Mississauga

> Urban Design Study Canadian GeneralTower Site, Oakville

> Port Credit Storefront Urban Design Study (Townpride)

> Port Credit Streetlighting Phases I and ll, Lakeshore Road
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> Urban Design Study for the Town of Grimsby Downtown Area

> Clarkson Village Community lmprovement Study as a member of the Townpride Consoftium

> Richmond Hill Downtown Study, as a member of the Woods Gordon Consortium

> Heritage Building, 108 - 116 Sparks Street, Ottawa, Feasibility Study for National Capital

Commission

> Niagara Galleries Project, Niagara-on-the-Lake, Design ConcepUFeas¡bility Study

> Aurora Library/Public Squa re Study (Townpride)

> Oakville Dorval Glen Abbey Study of High Density Residential

> Halton Regional Museum (Feasibility Study and Master Plan) Phase I construction including

conversion of the Alexander Barn to Museum and Exhibits Building to Visitor Centre,

Partlai List of l-lerltaqe Restoration Projects

> 5t Mark's Church Restoration/Rehabil¡tation, Hamilton

> Pinchin Barn Foundation Repairs & Landscape lmprovemenþ Mississauga

> Stewart Memorial Church Heritage GrantApplication Package, Hamilton

> 126-128 Lakeshore Road East Façade Restoration, 0akville

>Oakville Radial Railway Station, Contract Drawings, May construction start, Oakville

> Old Springer House, Addition Design, Burlington

> 505 Church and Wellesley, Schematic Design, Rehabilitation and Addition, Toronto

> Adamson House Roof Repai6 Mississauga

> Restoration/Maintenance of 4 City of Mississauga Properties, Adamson Estate, Restoration

Benares Historic House, Derry House and Chappell Estate

> The Old Springer House Renovation and Replacement of Existing Banquet Hall, Burlington,

0ntario
> Historic Bank of Montreal Building, Restoration and Addition, Oakville, Ontario

> Fergusson House Restoration, Burlington, Ontario

> Bovaird House Window Restoration, Brampton, Ontario

> Vickerman Residence Renovations Design, Oakville, Ontario

> Ontario Agricultural Museum, Master Plan Revisions (Stark Temporale with Prof. Anthony

Adamson)

> Restoration of Lucas Farmhouse and Women's lnstitute (Stark Temporale with Prof. Anthony

Adamson).

> Backus Conservation Area, Master Plan of Historical Museum (Stark Temporale)

> Peel County Courthouse & Jail Feasibility Study (StarkTemporale)

> Port Credit Streetscape lmprovements (Stark Temporale)

> Miller Residence, Stone Farmhouse, Brampton (Stark Temporale)

> Salkeld Residence, Brick, Late Victorian, Brampton (Stark Temporale)

> Bridges Residence, Brick, Late Victorian, Brampton (Stark Temporale)

> Graff Residence, Brick, Late Victorian, Brampton (Stark Temporale)

> Sheridan Day Care Centre, Late Victorian Farmhouse (Stark Temporale)

> 5t. Paul's Ch urch Renovation/Restoration, B rampton (Stark Temporale)

> Mclnnis Residence, Second Empire Style Renovation/Addition, Brampton (StarkTemporale)

> Shore Residence, Main Street, Victorian Addition/Renovation Brampton (Stark Temporale)

> Watts Residence, Late Victorian, Renovation and Addition, Brampton

> Faculty Club Renovations and lnteriors, Heritage Building, University of Toronto

> Cawthra Elliot Estate Conference Centre (Feasibility Study; Restoration and Renovations),

Mississauga

> Springbank Centre for the VisualArts, Renovation Phases l-lV Mississauga

> Wilcox lnn Renovations and Restoration, Mississauga

> Chappel Riverwood Estate, Restoration and Alterations Concepts for residential use

>Thomas Street Mews, Streetsville, conversion of existing heritage residence to shops

> Owens-Baylay House, Mississauga, relocation and renovation to designated Century Farmhouse

> Queen Street Store, Streetsville, exterior restoration and renovations/addition

> Atchinson Residence, Brick Late Victorian, Brampton

> Cameron Residence, Design Victorian, Brampton

> Reid Residence, Victorian Farmhouse, Caledon

> Stonehaven Farm, restoration of stone heritage building, Ajax

> National Competition: Spark Street Mall (Honourable Mention)

> Strathrobyn Feasibility Study and Restoration Project, Defence Canada,Toronto

> MedicalArts Building, Toronto, Feasibility Study and Restoration of Art Deco Lobby
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1

Sarah Brislin

From: Mamata Baykar
Sent: September-21-17 12:51 PM
To: Sarah Brislin
Subject: FW: COA - Deadline for Comments: October 04, 2017
Attachments: B22-17 (NOH).pdf

Hi Sarah, 
 
Please find attached Consent application B22‐17 for property located at 8163 Morning Glory Road. The Beneficiary Land 
‘C’ (25347 Stoney Batter Road, Pefferlaw; Roll # 040‐009) to which the subject land is to be added to is listed on the 
Georgina Heritage Registry.   
 
Kindly forward all comments to me on or before October 04, 2017.  
 

Application  Comments   Initials  
    

B22-17 
8163 MORNING GLORY ROAD 
ROLL NO.: 040-101 

     

   

    

Thanks, 

 

Mamata Baykar 
Secretary-Treasurer to the Committee of Adjustment 
Development Services Department |Town of Georgina 
26557 Civic Centre Road, Keswick, ON | L4P 3G1 
905-476-4301 Ext. 2267 | georgina.ca 
Follow us on Twitter and Instagram 
Like us on Facebook 
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Civic Centre
26557 Civic Centre Road

Keswick, ON L4P 3G1
Phone : (905)-476-4301

(705) 437-2210
Fax: (905)-476-4394

NOTICE OF HEARING
CONSENT

APPLf CATIONS NUMBERT 822-17

IN THE MATTER OF SECTION 53 OF THE PLANNING ACT, R.S.O. 1990
AS AMENDED, AND IN THE MATTER OF AN APPLICATION BY THE PROPERTY
OWNERS: DONALD JOHN RAE AND BRENDA EDITH RAE

WITH REGARD TO THEIR PROPERTY LOCATED AT:
8163 MORNING GLORY ROAD
PART LOTS 13 & 14, CONCESSION 5 (G)
ROLL NO.:040-10l

The owners of the above-noted property, which is zoned Rural (RU), on Map 1 of Schedule
'A' to Zoning By-law No. 500 (as amended), have submitted an application for consent to
request permission to severthe Subject Land, indicated as'A', from the Remainder Land,
indicated as 'B', and add it to the Beneficiary Land, indicated as 'C', as shown on Schedule
'3' attached. Subject Land 'A' contains agricultural and wooded lands while Remainder
Land 'B'contains the existing residential dwelling and associated structures. Subject Land
'A' is approximately 64.57 hectares. The purpose of the application is to sever and convey
the agricultural and wooded lands to the owner of Beneficiary Land 'C' for farming and
retain the residential portion of the property.

Committee of Adjustment appoints October 23, 2017 at 7:30 p.m., in the Gouncil
Chambers of the Georgina Civic Gentre, 26557 Civic Centre Road, KESWICK, forthe
hearing of all persons who desire to be heard in support of, or in opposition to, the
application.

PLEASE REFER TO THE ATTACHED SKETCHES FOR THE LOCATION OF THE
SUBJECT LAND AND GENERAL DETAILS OF THE APPLICATION. IF MORE
INFORMATION IS REQUIRED, PLEASE CONTACT THE SECRETARY-TREASURER OF
THE COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT FOR ASSISTANCE, BY PHONE AT EXT. 2267 OR
BY EMAIL AT mbavkar@georoina.ca.

A COPY OF THE STAFF REPORT REGARDING THIS APPLICATION MAY BE
OBTAINED FROM THE PLANNING DIVISION AT ANY TIME AFTER 12:00 P.M. ON THE
THURSDAY PRIOR TO THE HEARING.

NOTE: Any person who supports or opposes this application and is unable to attend the
hearing, may make a sioned, written submission, together with reasons for support or
opposition, which must be delivered to the Secretary-Treasurer prior to, or during, the
hearing. Please include your printed name and address. lF YOU WISH TO BE NOTIFIED
OF THE DECISION OF THE COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT IN RESPECT OF THIS
APPLICATION, YOU MUST SUBMIT A WRITTEN REQUEST TO THE COMMITTEE OF
ADJUSTMENT SECRETARY-TREASURER. THIS WILL ALSO ENTITLE YOU TO BE
ADVISED OF A POSSIBLE ONTARIO MUNICIPAL BOARD HEARING. EVEN IF YOU
ARE THE SUCCESSFUL PARTY, YOU SHOULD REQUEST A COPY OF THE DECISION
SINCE THE COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT DECISION MAY BE APPEALED TO THE
ONTARIO MUNICIPAL BOARD BY THE APPLICANT OR ANOTHER MEMBER OF THE
PUBLIC.
Any person who is planning to attend the hearing and have any accessibility needs, please
contact the Secretary-Treasurer of the Committee of Adjustment as soon as possible.

THE CORPORATION OF THE
TOWN OF GEORGINA
THE COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT
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NOTICE TO COMMENTING AGENCIES ONLY: Please examine the enclosed information
and forward any comments to the Secretary-Treasurer, ON OR BEFORE OCTOBER 04,
2017. É your written comments have not been received by the due date, the Members of
the Committee of Adjustment will consider your agency to have no interest in this
application.

IMPORTANT NOTICE TO OWNER: lf you do not attend or are not represented at this
hearing, the Committee may proceed in your absence and make a decision.

Dated at the Town of Georgina, September 20,2017

Mamata
Secretary-Treasurer
Committee of Adjustment
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Other

Letter of J ustification

The intention of this lot line adjustment is to convey our agricultural lands to our

son, Alan. He owns and farms the adjacent 40.469 hectare property.

According to the Town of Georgina's official plan, consolidation of agricultural

parcels is encouraged. W¡th the Lot line adjustment Alan's farm land would

increase to 105.039 hectares. Our current residence and six auxiliary structures

would be surplus to the farming operation as a result of this consolidation.

Donald and Brenda Rae
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Introduction  
 

About the National Commemoration Program 
 

Since 1919, the Historic Sites and Monuments Board of Canada (HSMBC) has advised the Minister 

responsible for Parks Canada on the designation of nationally significant places, persons and events and 

on the marking of these subjects to enhance awareness, appreciation and understanding of Canada’s 

history.  The HSMBC is a statutory advisory group composed of members from each province and 

territory in Canada.   

The HSMBC encourages the public to become involved in the commemoration of Canada’s rich and 

diverse heritage.  Nominations are received by the HSMBC’s Secretariat, which verifies the subject’s 

conformity with the Board’s criteria and guidelines.  If the application satisfies requirements, the subject 

is brought forward for the consideration of the HSMBC in the form of a formal research paper at 

either its Fall or Spring meeting.  The Board’s recommendations to the Minister of the Environment 

are recorded in the form of Minutes of Proceedings.  Once the Minister has approved the Minutes, 

applicants are informed of the outcome of their nominations.  

About this Booklet  

 
Over time, the HSMBC has developed a number of policies, criteria and guidelines within which to 

frame its advice to the Minister.  The terminology has evolved with the Board’s adoption of the 

“Criteria for National Historic Significance and General Guidelines” in 1998.  “Policy” now refers 

solely to Parks Canada’s “Guiding Principles and Operational Policies.”  The “criteria” are those found 

in the “Criteria for National Historic Significance.”  And the term “guideline” refers to both the 

“General Guidelines” as adopted by the Board in 1998, and the “Specific Guidelines,” which are based 

on Board decisions to address specific aspects of commemoration, adopted through the years. 

This booklet contains direct citations from the Board’s Minutes.  Where the terminology has been 

changed in citations to reflect current usage, the change is indicated by square brackets [ ].  Italics are 

used to reflect the commentary and explanatory notes added by the HSMBC’s Secretariat to place the 

citations into context.  The specific guidelines in each section are presented in chronological order.  The 

HSMBC – Criteria and Guidelines 1    Spring 2007 
 Page 122 of 159



booklet will be updated annually by the Secretariat to include any new guidelines approved by the 

Board.  This version is a compilation of Board decisions regarding criteria and guidelines up to and 

including those recorded in its Spring 2007 Minutes.     

HSMBC – Criteria and Guidelines 2    Spring 2007 
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1.  Criteria for National Historic Significance (1998)  
 
 
 
Any aspect of Canada’s human history may be considered for Ministerial designation of national 

historic significance. To be considered for designation, a place, a person or an event will have had a 

nationally significant impact on Canadian history, or will illustrate a nationally important aspect of 

Canadian human history. 

 
Subjects that qualify for national historic significance will meet one or more of the following criteria: 
  
1. A place may be designated of national historic significance by virtue of a direct association with a 

nationally significant aspect of Canadian history. An archaeological site, structure, building, group 
of buildings, district, or cultural landscape of potential national historic significance will: 

 
a) illustrate an exceptional creative achievement in concept and design, technology and/or 

planning, or a significant stage in the development of Canada; or 
 

b) illustrate or symbolize in whole or in part a cultural tradition, a way of life, or ideas important in 
the development of Canada; or 

 
c) be most explicitly and meaningfully associated or identified with persons who are deemed of 

national historic importance; or 
 

d) be most explicitly and meaningfully associated or identified with events that are deemed of 
national historic importance. 

 
2. A person (or persons) may be designated of national historic significance if that person individually 

or as the representative of a group made an outstanding and lasting contribution to Canadian 
history. 

 
3. An event may be designated of national historic significance if it represents a defining action, 

episode, movement, or experience in Canadian history. 
 
 
 
 

HSMBC – Criteria and Guidelines 3    Spring 2007 
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2.  General Guidelines (1998)   
 
 
Considerations for designation of national historic significance are made on a case-by-case basis, in 
accordance with the above criteria and in the context of the wide spectrum of Canada’s human history. 
 
An exceptional achievement or outstanding contribution clearly stands above other achievements or 
contributions in terms of importance and/or excellence of quality. A representative example may 
warrant a designation of national historic significance because it eminently typifies a nationally 
important aspect of Canadian history. 
 
An explicit and meaningful association is direct and understandable, and is relevant to the reasons 
associated with the national significance of the associated person or event. 
 
Uniqueness or rarity are not, in themselves, evidence of national historic significance, but may be 
considered in connection with the above criteria for national historic significance. 
 
Firsts, per se, are not considered for national historic significance. 
 
In general, only one commemoration will be made for each place, person, or event of national historic 
significance.  
 
 
PLACES (2007) 
 
Buildings, ensembles of buildings, and sites completed by 1975 may be considered for designation of 
national historic significance. 
 
A place must be in a condition that respects the integrity of its design, materials, workmanship, 
function and/or setting to be considered for designation of national historic significance, insofar as any 
of these elements are essential to understand its significance. 
 
The boundaries of a place must be clearly defined for it to be considered for designation as a national 
historic site. 
 
Large-scale movable heritage properties that would not normally be considered suitable for museum 
display may be considered for designation of national historic significance. 
 
 
PERSONS 
 
Persons deceased for at least twenty-five years may be considered for designation of national 
historic significance, with the exception of Prime Ministers, who are eligible for commemoration 
immediately upon death. 
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EVENTS (2002) 
 
Events that occurred at least 40 years ago may be considered for designation of national historic 
significance.  Historic events that continue into the more recent past will be evaluated on the basis of 
what occurred at least 40 years ago. 
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3.  Specific Guidelines: Place   
  

3.1 Extra-Territorial Commemorations  
 
In 1960, the Board considered a proposal for the Government of Canada to take over the General Simcoe 
family burial ground at Wolford in the United Kingdom.   
It was moved, seconded and carried, 

That the Board deem it not advisable to recommend historical commemorations outside the 
boundaries of Canada.  

The Board continues to not recommend the designations of sites that are not on Canadian soil, however, the 
Board has recommended the commemoration of persons and events outside of Canadian territory. 
 

3.2 Commemoration of Cemeteries   
 
Prior to 1990, the Board had long held a policy of not recommending the commemoration of grave sites, save for 
those of the Fathers of Confederation and those of archaeological significance.  The Board recommended in 
October 1969:  

that, in view of the fact that Board [guidelines] excludes from commemoration graves, except 
for those of Fathers of Confederation, no action can be taken with respect to the Old Loyalist 
Burial Ground, Saint John, N.B. 

 
In June 1990:  
The Board then reaffirmed its long-standing interest in the commemoration of cemeteries and graves of 
archaeological significance and of the graves of the Fathers of Confederation.  Further, following 
discussion, the Board recommended that its [guidelines] respecting the commemoration of cemeteries 
be expanded as follows:  

that the Board consider eligible for commemoration only those cemeteries which are exceptional 
examples of designed or cultural landscapes in accordance with the following criteria; 
1) it is a cemetery representing a nationally significant trend in cemetery design; 
2) it is a cemetery containing a concentration of noteworthy mausoleum, monuments, markers or 

horticultural specimens; 
3) it is a cemetery which is an exceptional example of a landscape expressing a distinctive cultural 

tradition. 
 

3.3 Churches and Buildings Still in Religious Use  
 
For a number of years, churches and other buildings still used for religious purposes were excluded from 
commemoration; however, in June 1970, the Board recommended that:  

in the consideration of churches and other buildings still in use for religious purposes the same 
[guidelines] of historic and/or architectural significance as in the case of other matters coming 
before the Board should apply, and that commemoration of such structures should normally be by 
plaquing only, with the possibility of architectural advice being provided when necessary; only in 
cases of outstanding historical and/or architectural significance should a recommendation for 
financial assistance be made. 
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This recommendation was further refined in June 1976, and in June 1977, when the Board recommended:  

that the June 1976 recommendations, which, in summary, state that all religious buildings should be 
evaluated as any other building using the [guidelines] already established by the Board, be 
reaffirmed; 
that these [guidelines] be applied in a judicious manner so as to provide proper selection of religious 
buildings for commemoration; 
that the following definition of a religious property be adopted: 

A religious property is a building whose greater part is in active and frequent use either for 
public religious worship, or by a religious community or for other religious purposes, whether 
or not secular events also occur within that building. Any other building which is adjoining or 
adjacent to it, perceived as part of the same architectural complex, under the same (or related) 
ownership, and of related use shall be considered as a portion of the same religious property; 
that it resist any suggestion to establish quotas based on denominational or regional 
consideration. 

Current guidelines do not, of course, preclude churches and other buildings still used for religious purposes from 
commemoration.  
 

3.4 Archaeological Sites   
 
In June 1978:   
Concerning archaeological sites in general, the Board recommended that a declaration of national 
ignificance be based on one or more of the following [guidelines]:  s 

a) substantive evidence that a particular site is unique, or  
b) that it satisfactorily represents a particular culture, or a specific phase in the development of a 

particular cultural sequence, or  
c) that it is a good typical example, or  
d) that it otherwise conforms to general Board [guidelines] touching the selection of historic sites 

for national recognition. 
 

3.5 Facades of Historical Structures Integrated into Modern Developments  
 
In November 1986:  
The Board then turned to the question of whether facades integrated into modern developments were 
suitable subjects for commemoration and, if so, under what conditions. Following discussion, the 
Board expressed its opinion that when the facade of a structure alone is retained, the integrity of the 
building that once existed has to all intents and purposes been destroyed. Consequently, it 
recommended that  

the facades of historical structures incorporated into contemporary developments are not 
suitable subjects for commemoration at the federal level, save for those facades that could be 
considered, in and of themselves, to be of exceptional significance.*  

 
* i.e., facades that are intrinsically works of art of major significance or those that represent a significant 
technological innovation. 
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3.6 Identification of Historic Districts of National Significance   
  
In November 1987, the Board adopted the following definition and guidelines:  
Historic districts are geographically defined areas which create a special sense of time and place through 
buildings, structures and open spaces modified by human use and which are united by past events and 
use and/or aesthetically, by architecture and plan.  
1) Historic districts constitute appropriate subjects for commemoration, and those of national 

significance will include one or more of the following: 
a) a group of buildings, structures and open spaces, none of which singly need be of 

national architectural significance, but which, when taken together, comprise a 
harmonious representation of one or more styles or constructions, building types or 
periods;  

b) a group of buildings, structures and open spaces, none of which may be of individual 
historical significance, but which together comprise an outstanding example of 
structures of technological or social significance;  

c) a group of buildings, structures and open spaces which share uncommonly strong 
associations with individuals, events or themes of national significance.  

2) Above all, an historic district of national significance must have a “sense of history”: intrusive 
elements must be minimal, and the district’s historic characteristics must predominate and set it 
apart from the area that immediately surrounds it.  

3) A commemorated historic district will be subject to periodic review in order to ensure that those 
elements which define its integrity and national significance are being reasonably maintained.  

 

3.7 Identification of Schools of National Significance  
  
In November 1988, the Board agreed that:   
in order to be considered for possible commemoration on grounds of national historic and/or 
architectural significance, a school, be it rural public, urban public, private or [Aboriginal] must meet 
one or more of the [specific guidelines] which follow: 
1) The school building or complex (and its setting) retains its integrity and is representative of type, 

particularly in the relationship of form to function. 
2) The school building or complex (and its setting) retains its integrity and is representative of 

significant developments or changes in educational practices and theory which found expression 
through architectural design. 

3) The school building or complex is a superior example of an architectural style prominent in the 
context of Canadian architecture. 

4) The school building or complex is of national historic significance by virtue of its associations with:  
a) prominent Canadian educators; 
b) important and innovative educational practices;  
c) a number of individuals who, over time, graduated from it and gained prominence in later life. 
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3.8 Monuments Which Themselves Have Commemorative Purpose   
 
In November 1989, the Board considered the possible significance of the Welsford-Parker Monument in 
Halifax, deferred from the previous June.  
Following considerable discussion, the Board recommended that  
     as a matter of policy, it not consider commemorating monuments unless those monuments were, 

intrinsically, works of art or architecture of national historic and/or architectural significance.  
The Board shared the Committee’s belief, however, that it would be entirely appropriate for it to make 
a monument the focus of a commemoration of a nationally significant aspect of Canadian history, if the 
monument were closely associated with the subject of commemoration and appeared to be the most 
appropriate location at which to recognize its significance. In such cases, it was suggested that the 
commemorative plaque be erected on a plinth or stand so as not to detract from the monument itself. 
 

3.9  Commemoration of Movable Heritage Property   
 
In July 2003, the Board replaced the former 1991 guidelines with the following:  
Nominations of large-scale movable heritage properties, particularly those that are in essence fixed at a 
specific place (excepting movement related to conservation), will be evaluated against the Board’s 
standard criteria for sites of national historic significance.  Only on an exceptional basis would large-
scale movable heritage properties that remain mobile and easily moved, or frequently moved for 
reasons not related to conservation, be considered candidates for national commemoration, and then 
more probably as “events.” 
 

3.10 Identification of Parks and Gardens of National Significance  
   
In November 1994, the Board recommended that:  
A park or a garden may be considered of national significance because of: 

1) the excellence of its aesthetic qualities; 
2) unique or remarkable characteristics of style(s) or type(s) which speak to an important period or 

periods in the history of Canada or of horticulture; 
3) unique or remarkable characteristics reflecting important ethno-cultural traditions which speak 

to an important period or periods in the history of Canada; 
4) the importance of its influence over time or a given region of the country by virtue of its age, 

style, type, etc.; 
5) the presence of horticultural specimens of exceptional rarity or value; 
6) exceptional ecological interest or value; 
7) associations with events or individuals of national historic significance; 
8) the importance of the architect(s), designer(s), or horticulturalist(s) associated with it. 

The Board stated, however, that it expected the case for national commemoration of any garden or 
park would not rest solely on one of the eight guidelines adopted, save in the most exceptional of 
circumstances. 
Further, with respect to guidelines 7) and 8) above, the Board felt that normally it would be more 
appropriate to recognize gardens and parks whose national significance derived from their associative 
values with individuals (architects/designers) or events of national significance through 
commemoration of the individuals or events themselves at the garden or park in question. 
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3.11 Identification of Rural Historic Districts of National Significance   
 
In November 1994, the Board adopted the following:  
Definition 

Rural historic districts are geographically definable areas within a rural environment which create a 
special sense of time and place through significant concentrations, linkages and continuity of 
landscape components which are united and/or modified by the process of human use and past 
events. 

 
[Guidelines] 

Rural historic districts of national significance:  
1) contain a significant concentration, linkage, or continuity of landscape components, which 

when taken together comprise an exceptional representation and/or embody the distinctive 
characteristics of types, periods, or methods of land occupation and use, illustrating the 
dynamics of human interaction with the landscape over time; and/or 

2) contain a significant concentration, linkage, or continuity of landscape components, which 
when taken together comprise an outstanding example of a landscape of technological or 
social significance; and/or 

3) contain a significant concentration, linkage, or continuity of landscape components which 
share common associations with individuals or events of national significance. 

 

3.12     Country Grain Elevators  
 
In November 1995, the Board adopted the following:  
A row of country grain elevators may be considered to be of national significance if: 

1) the row is comprised of three or more adjacent elevators; 
2) all the elevators in the row were built before 1965; 
3) all the elevators in the row are substantially intact, mechanically and architecturally; 
4) the row of elevators is accessible and stands on a rail line in a rural context within a grain 

growing region;  
 5)   the row has some symbolic value in the region. 
The Committee and the Board agreed ... that there might well be elevators brought forward for 
consideration, either individually or in groups, which did not meet the above [guidelines], but, which, 
because of technological, architectural or historical importance, clearly merited review. They also agreed 
that, should such situations arise, it would be reasonable to assess them on an individual basis.   
The members then discussed the importance of attempting to ensure that any rows of country grain 
elevators designated by the Board had a chance of surviving intact over the long term. 
 

3.13 Assessing Sites Associated with Persons of National Historic 
Significance  
 
The following guidelines first adopted in June 1996, and later amended in June 2001:  
1. The National Significance of the Associated Individual 

1.1. The national significance of an individual should be the key to designating places associated 
with them; the nominated sites must communicate that significance effectively.  

1.2. A nominated site should be assessed for all its pertinent associative and physical values.  
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2. Types of Association and their Evaluation 
 2.1 For a site to be designated for its association with a nationally significant person, the nature of 

the association will be important, and will be one or a combination of the following: 
• A site directly and importantly associated with a person’s productive life often best 

represents his or her significant national contribution.  
•  A birthplace, a childhood home, or a site associated with a person’s formative or retirement 

years should relate persuasively to the national significance of the person. 
  •  A site that is attributed to be the source of inspiration for an individual’s life work requires 

scholarly judgement of that relationship. 
  •  A site associated with a consequential event in a person’s life must be demonstrably related 

to his national significance. 
  •  A site that has become a memorial (that is, that has symbolic or emotive associations with a 

nationally significant person) must demonstrably speak to the significance of the person in 
the eyes of posterity.  

2.2 When a nominated site is reviewed for its association with a nationally significant person, all 
sites prominently associated with the individual will be compared, with a view to choosing the 
site(s) that best tell(s) the national historic significance of the individual. 

2.3 Where the associated individual is the designer of the site, and their national significance lies 
with that aspect of their lives, then the nominated site should be evaluated for physical as much 
as associative values. 

 
3. Related Commemorations at One or More Places 
 3.1 A long, complex or multi-faceted life can warrant more than one commemoration, provided 

nationally significant aspects of that life are reflected in each of the commemorations. 
  
4. The Test of Integrity 

4.1. A site must retain sufficient integrity or authenticity to convey the spirit of the place, and/or to 
tell the story of the national significance of the person. 

4.2. The richness of association of the individual, or the closeness of the identification of the 
individual with the nominated site, may override degrees of physical modifications to the site. 

4.3. A site that has symbolic and emotive associations with a nationally significant person may be 
designated for that association where the degree of compelling emotive attachment is 
established by research and analysis. 

 

3.14 Built Heritage of the Modern Era  
 
The following guidelines first adopted in November 1997, and later amended in July 2007:  
A building, ensemble or site that was created during the modern era may be considered of national 
significance if it is in a condition that respects the integrity of its original design, materials, 
workmanship, function and/or setting, insofar as each of these was an important part of its overall 
intentions and its present character; and  
1) it is an outstanding illustration of at least one of the three following cultural phenomena and at least 

a representative if less than an outstanding illustration of the other two cultural phenomena of its 
time:  
a) changing social, political and/or economic conditions;  
b) rapid technological advances;  
c) new expressions of form and/or responses to functional demands; or 

2) it represents a precedent that had a significant impact on subsequent buildings, ensembles, or sites. 
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3.15 Framework for Identifying and Assessing Settlement Patterns  
 
In November 1997:  
The Board noted that this paper provided a useful and clear elaboration of [guidelines] for a 
multifarious subject and requested that any future briefing materials on priority sub-themes related to 
settlement patterns follow this framework. 
 
The Board then accepted (with minor changes as bolded below) the subtypes of the categorical 
framework for settlement patterns proposed in Mr Mills paper as well as the [guidelines] for settlement 
pattern commemoration.   
  
The subtypes are:  Patterns of Distribution; Dispersed Rural Settlement; Nucleated Settlement Patterns 
- Hamlets and Villages; and, Nucleated Settlement Patterns - Towns and Cities.  
 
The [guidelines] proposed to provide a conjectural framework for identifying settlement patterns of 
possible national significance are:  Historical/ Precontact Associations; Representative Characteristics; 
and, Resource Integrity and Completeness.  
 
The definitions, characteristics, subtypes and specific guidelines for identifying and assessing settlement patterns 
are found in the report entitled “Canadian Settlement Patterns, Historic Sites and Monuments Board of 
Canada Framework Study” (Fall 1997).  
 

3.16 Historic Engineering Landmarks  
 
In November 1997, “Historic Engineering Landmarks Project, Consultations on Prioritizing Sites for 
Potential Commemoration” was presented to the Board, which approved the following:  
Resources will be assessed primarily for their engineering significance, but also for their historical 
significance with respect to their impact on Canadian history and Canada’s development. A forty-year 
rule is also applied to preclude the selection of engineering landmarks of the present era. 
 
To merit inclusion on the list of engineering landmarks, a site has to meet one or more of the following 
uidelines: g 

• embody an outstanding engineering achievement; 
• be intrinsically of outstanding importance by virtue of its physical properties; 
• be a significant innovation or invention, or illustrate a highly significant technological advance; 
• be a highly significant Canadian adoption or adaptation; 
• be a highly challenging feat of construction; 
• be the largest of its kind at the time of construction, where the scale alone constituted a major 

advance in  engineering; 
• have had a significant impact on the development of a major region in Canada; 
• have particularly important symbolic value as an engineering and/or technical achievement to 

Canadians or to a particular Canadian cultural community; 
• be an excellent and early example, or a rare or unique surviving example, of a once-common 

type of engineering work that played a significant role in the history of Canadian engineering; 
and/or 

• be representative of a significant class or type of engineering project, where there is no extant 
exceptional site to consider for inclusion.  
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3.17 Assessing the National Historic Significance of Lighthouses  
 
In December 1998, the Board approved the following guidelines:  
A lighthouse or light station may be considered of potential national historic significance if its current 
physical context and historic integrity respect or potentially respect its ability to meet two or more of 
he following guidelines: t 

1) It illustrates a nationally important historical theme in maritime navigation. 
2) It is an important engineering achievement related to its primary functions. 
3) It is a superior or representative example of an architectural type. 
4) It is nationally symbolic of the Canadian maritime tradition. 
 

3.18 Aboriginal Cultural Landscapes  
 
In June 1999, the Board recommended the following definition and guidelines:  
An Aboriginal cultural landscape is a place valued by an Aboriginal group (or groups) because of their 
long and complex relationship with that land. It expresses their unity with the natural and spiritual 
environment. It embodies their traditional knowledge of spirits, places, land uses and ecology. Material 
remains of the association may be prominent, but will often be minimal or absent. 
   
1) The long associated Aboriginal group or groups have participated in the identification of the place 

and its significance, concur in the selection of the place, and support designation. 
2) Spiritual, cultural, economic, social and environmental aspects of the group’s association with the 

identified place, including continuity and traditions, illustrate its historical significance. 
3) The interrelated cultural and natural attributes of the identified place make it a significant cultural 

landscape. 
4) The cultural and natural attributes that embody the significance of the place are identified through 

traditional knowledge of the associated Aboriginal group(s). 
5) The cultural and natural attributes that embody the significance of the place may be additionally 

comprehended by results of academic scholarship. 
 
On the matter of self-definition by Aboriginal groups, the Board felt that appropriate consultations 
would alleviate any concerns about overlapping interests in a given area by different Aboriginal groups. 
It was agreed that the Board must be satisfied that there is agreement by all interested parties, 
Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal, before considering a cultural landscape for its historic significance. 
 

3.19 Shipwrecks of National Historic Significance in Canada  
  
I n December 2000, the Board recommended:  
For designation purposes, shipwreck shall mean an artifact representing a ship, boat, vessel or craft, 
whatever its type, which is deemed to have sunk, been driven aground, run aground or wrecked, and 
has been abandoned, thus putting an end to its career. 
 
The shipwreck will be submerged and possibly embedded in an ocean, lake or waterway floor, be lying 
or buried in a tidal flat, beach or any other type of shore, including a modified ancient shore. 
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The physical condition of the shipwreck may vary. The shipwreck may be in one piece or in the form 
of remains spread out over a large area. In the latter case, a shipwreck may be nominated as an 
rchaeological site or as archaeological remains, depending on the approach necessary to document it. a 

 
Included in the definition of shipwreck or shipwreck site will be the vestiges associated with the 
structure, cargo, equipment, human remains and personal effects of occupants, fragmented remains 
associated with these items and any natural accretions following the shipwreck. By extension, a 
shipwreck designated an archaeological site will include the preceding elements and even any natural 
accretions following the shipwreck, which may help to reconstitute the context of the wreck’s evolution 
and to clarify its specific attributes.  
 

3.20 Commemoration of Court Houses 
 
In June 1980, the Board recommended […]  
that Court Houses selected for commemoration by the Board would be identified as falling into one of 
three distinct categories:  
  
These categories are:  
  
Category I: One Court House in each province, which is to be commemorated as being representative 
of the judicial institution in that province.  
  
Category II: Court Houses, which are to be commemorated as being representative of significant 
functional types.  
  
Category III: Court Houses, which are to be commemorated for reasons other than those stated in 
categories I and II; i.e., on the grounds of architectural merit, of aesthetic appeal or as exemplifying the 
work of a major architect.          
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4.  Specific Guidelines: Person   
 

4.1 Commemoration of Governors-General  
 
This guideline was first adopted in June 1968, but was modified in December 2005 to read: 

   
A governor may be designated of national historic significance if that person, in the performance of his 
or her vice-regal duties, made an outstanding and lasting contribution to Canadian history. To be 
regarded as a subject of national significance, a governor: 

 
1) will have had a determining influence or impact on the constitutional evolution of Canada; [and/or] 
2) will have had a determining influence or impact on Canadian external relations or military issues; 

[and/or] 
3) will have had a determining influence or impact on the socio-cultural or economic life of the nation; 

[and/or] 
4) will have distinguished himself or herself in an exceptional way by embodying the values of 

Canadians [and/or] by symbolizing Canada at home and abroad.* 
 

*  A governor who is of national historic significance because of achievement(s) outside the functions of viceroy, 
and not within, will be considered only in light of the Criterion for Persons of National Historic Significance. 
 

4.2 Provincial Figures Both Prior to and Subsequent to Confederation  
 
This guideline was first adopted in November 1973, but was modified in November 1990 to read:  

any provincial or territorial figure of significance prior to the entry of the province or territory, in 
which the individual is active, into Confederation may be considered to be of national significance: 
but, post- Confederation figures who are of provincial or territorial significance must be proven to 
be of historic significance on the national scale, if they are to merit federal commemoration. 

  

4.3 Commemoration of Prime Ministers   
 
In December 2004, the Board asked that this guideline begin with the following statement: 
 

Prime Ministers are eligible for consideration as national historic persons immediately upon 
death. 

 
I n May 1974, the Board recommended:  
1) that the commemoration may take a number of forms: in some instances only the standard 

plaque may be erected; in some instances a distinctive monument may be more appropriate; and 
in others it may be desirable and practicable to acquire a house associated with a Prime Minister 
for preservation; 

2) that the Board recognizes the desirability of retaining for the nation memorabilia, papers and 
other artifacts associated with Prime Ministers and it recommends that exploratory discussions 
be undertaken as soon as possible between officers of the [National Historic Sites Directorate], 
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the [National Archives of Canada] and the [Canadian Museum of Civilization] with a view to 
determining the most desirable way of ensuring the preservation of such materials. In the 
context of these discussions consideration should be given to the possibility of entering into 
agreements with incumbent Prime Ministers concerning the disposition of the appropriate 
effects; 

3) that when a decision has been taken to acquire a house it would be most appropriate to choose 
one that is either closely associated with the most important period in the Prime Minister’s 
career or which has very close family ties. When the Prime Minister is survived by a widow then 
life tenancy to the widow will in all cases be granted should she desire it; 

4) that the present policy of not, with very rare exceptions, commemorating birthplaces and graves 
of Prime Ministers should be re-affirmed.  

The National Program of Grave Sites of Canadian Prime Ministers is an additional form of commemoration. 
 

4.4 Individuals of Importance in the Canadian Economy   
 
In November 1990, the Board adopted the following guidelines for assessing the national significance of leaders 
n the economic field:  i 
1) Economic leaders must have made a contribution to Canadian life that is of a definite or 

positive or undeniable kind. 
2) Economic leaders must have made contributions, which are of national significance rather than 

of provincial or territorial importance. 
3) In the consideration of business or economic leaders, where it seems appropriate that in the 

absence of outstanding individuals, firms which are no longer in existence may be 
commemorated.  

 

4.5 Canadians Who Developed an Image of Canada Abroad  
 
In November 1996, the Board recommended:  

In exceptional circumstances, Canadians whose major accomplishments took place abroad may be 
recommended to be of national historic significance irrespective of whether or not those 
accomplishments had a direct impact on Canada, as long as the individual developed or sustained 
an image of Canada abroad, as was the case with Dr. Norman Bethune.  

  

4.6 Evaluating Canadian Architects  
 
In July 2003, the Board adopted the following guidelines:  
An architect or, when appropriate, an architectural firm of national significance will have made an 
outstanding and lasting contribution to Canadian history.  In this context, a contribution to Canadian 

istory is: h 
1) a significant and/or influential creative architectural design achievement, either as a 

practitioner or as a theorist, as exemplified by a body* of consistently exceptional design 
work; and/or 

2) a significant and/or influential contribution to the profession and discipline of architecture 
in Canada, as an exceptional educator, writer, organizer, or other activity not directly related 
to the architectural design process.  
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*  In cases where an architect’s reputation is based on a single (or small number of) exceptional architectural 
achievement(s), the individual work(s) should be considered for designation of national significance, not the 
architect per se.  

4.7 Evaluating Canadian Athletes 
In July 2007, the Board adopted the following guidelines: 
An athlete may be considered of national historic significance if: 

1 a)  he or she fundamentally changed the way a sport in Canada is played through his or her 
performance; and/or, 

 b)   he or she greatly expanded the perceived limits of athletic performance; and 
2)  he or she came to embody a sport, or had a transcendent impact on Canada 

 
Note: When these guidelines are applied to a sport team, the team will be presented to the Board as an 
“event” rather than a “person” 
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5.  Specific Guideline: Events/Other   
 

5.1 Origins of Settlements  
 
In 1923, the subject of settlements throughout Canada was thoroughly gone into in all its phases, and 
the following resolution was passed: 

That the Board has considered with care the communication of Mr. W.H. Breithaupt, President of 
the Waterloo Historical Society, with reference to the proposed monuments to commemorate the 
pioneers of the County of Waterloo, as well as representations from other districts as to similar 
proposals therein, and desires to express its hearty approval of every effort to perpetuate and 
honour the memory of the founders of settlements, throughout the Dominion, and its high 
appreciation of Mr. Breithaupt’s patriotic objects and efforts. 
The Board, however, has to deal with so many sites of outstanding national importance which 
require priority of action that it feels it would not be advisable for it to undertake at present 
action in the matter of the placing of memorials in connection with early settlements in 
Canada. 

 
This policy has been reaffirmed numerous times. For example, in October 1967:  
In connection with the proposal to commemorate the Founding of Pictou, the Board reaffirmed its 
policy of not recommending the commemoration of settlement origins; but recommended that the 
Department suggest to the Government of Nova Scotia the appropriateness of a provincially 
sponsored commemoration.  
 
In October 1969:  
The Board reaffirmed its policy of not recommending the origins of existing communities for 
commemoration, but considered that the significance of former settlements and colonizing ventures 
should be considered each on its own merits. 
 

5.2 Pre-Confederation Events 
 
In November 1973, the Board recommended that:  

pre-Confederation events should be regarded on their individual merits on a line basis, i.e., as 
significant events in the development of a region which later became a province of Canada. 

 

5.3 Assessing the Role of Organized Religion in the Social Development of 
Canada  

  
In November 1973, the Board enunciated that:      

while recognizing the overwhelming impact of organized religion on the development of Canada, 
prefers for the present that the Board should deal with items in this category on an individual basis 
as they arise and that they be reviewed in the light of the Policy Statement’s first stated [guidelines], 
i.e., a site, structure or object shall be closely associated or identified with events that have shaped 
Canadian history in a prominent way, or illustrate effectively the broad cultural, social, political, 
economic or military patterns of Canadian history. 
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5.4 Ethnic or Religious Groups  
 
In November 1977, the Board recommended that:  

religious and ethnic groups, per se should not be specifically commemorated but that we should pay 
particular attention to the contributions of such ethnic and religious groups as represented in 
buildings of national architectural or historical significance, individual leaders of national 
importance, or events of national historic significance. 

 
In June 2002, the joint Cultural Community and Criteria Committees recommended, and the Board accepted, 
that this guideline be amended as follows:   

The Board will assess the national historic significance of places, persons and events associated with 
the experience of ethnic or religious groups in Canada, rather than advocating an approach that 
would consider the commemoration of ethnic or religious groups themselves. 

 

5.5 Disasters and Disaster Areas  
 
In November 1982:  
Following considerable discussion, the Board was unanimous in its recommendation that:  
 it continue to be guided in its deliberations by the 1967 “National Historic Sites Policy” 
Amended as follows:  

normally disasters will be excluded from consideration by the Board unless there is evidence that 
their long-term impact has been such that they would merit consideration under Criterion 1.6.ii of 
the general Board criteria [in the “Parks Canada Policy” (1979)], that is to say - as events which 
shaped Canadian history. 

 
In November 1997, the Board reviewed its existing guideline and:  

agreed that it would consider only the most exceptional disasters if they were seen to have caused 
changes to some facet of Canadian society, for example, changes to social programs, public policy, 
or causing long-standing economic impacts. 

 

5.6 Commemoration of Post-Secondary Educational Institutions   
 
In February 1992, following three requests in one year asking that it consider the possible national significance 
of institutions of higher learning, the Board asked the Criteria Committee to reflect on the matter. In November 
1992, the Committee and, in turn, the Board recommended:  

that due to the increasing number and complexity of post-secondary institutions which have been 
established in recent decades, and the consequent difficulty of assessing their significance to Canada 
in a rigorous and equitable manner, the Board should no longer recommend the commemoration 
of such institutions, per se. The Board, however, should continue to consider nationally significant 
aspects of universities, colleges and training schools, such as founders, administrators, faculty 
members, benefactors, and individual faculties or departments, as well as school and university 
architecture and research contributions. 
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6 .  Specific Guidelines: Forms of commemoration        

6.1 Monuments Not Owned by the Department  
 
In October 1967:  
The Board reviewed the proposal of the Montmagny-L’Islet Historic Monuments Society, requesting 
federal assistance for a monument to Étienne-Pascal Taché. Considerable discussion ensued on the 
Department’s monuments [guidelines].  The Board then passed the following resolution: 

The Board as a policy does not recommend that the Minister contribute to the construction of 
monuments not owned or built by the Department, and further, recommends that in those cases in 
which the Department builds a monument, the Department should determine and control the 
design. 

The above guideline was reiterated by the Board at its June 1985 meeting.  
 

6.2 Distinctive Monuments 
 
In June 1968, the Board recommended the following:  
The Criteria Committee of the Board has had under consideration the future [guidelines] that should be 
ollowed with respect to distinctive monuments. It makes the following recommendations:  f 

1) It is essential, for the future guidance of the Board, that precise and more restrictive 
principles should govern the choice of such monuments; 

2) The Board believes that in the vast majority of cases the desire for a distinctive monument 
could and should be satisfied by a slight modification to the existing setting of the standard 
plaque. Where practical and appropriate, the design of the setting could be varied so as to 
represent the achievement of the person or the nature of the event to be commemorated, 
and in a manner suitable to the location; 

3) Where existing standard plaques or settings must be replaced, the principles given in (2) 
above should be borne in mind; 

4) With respect to distinctive and more elaborate monuments the Board believes that even its 
limited experience has indicated the many and serious problems involved. In the light of 
that experience it seems clear that those subjects selected for such commemoration should 
be few in number and should, in the opinion of the Board be either persons of quite 
exceptional importance, especially outstanding or unique fields of significant endeavour, or 
events which would be nationally regarded as turning points of decisive importance in 
Canadian history. 

 
The Committee then considered what guidelines should be followed by the [Program] in respect to the 
design of distinctive and elaborate monuments, and recommended that the following considerations 
hould be borne in mind:  s 

a) The National Historic Sites [Directorate] should be leaders in the field of designing 
distinctive monuments, and should not be slaves to tradition. Designs in all cases should be 
distinguished and exciting and not second-rate or banal, and landscaping should always be 
carefully planned.  

b) The [Directorate] should, in the choice of sculptors, be guided by the advice of the 
Directors of the National Gallery of Canada and of the leading government-operated gallery 
in the province concerned, and of the Board member in that province. 
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c) The type and design of the monument in each instance will vary according to the person or 
event to be commemorated, the theme to be emphasized, the location of the monument 
and any special local circumstances that have to be taken into consideration. 

d) Generally the design will not be completely abstract and should be able to convey to the 
average member of the public some feeling of the theme to be emphasized in connection 
with the person or event. 

e) The most important audience to reach in every instance is the younger generation, for 
whom Canadian history must be made to live in all its excitement and significance. 

  

6.3 Quality and Content of Plaque Inscriptions  
 
In June 1988, the Board, following discussion, accepted the following recommendations regarding plaque 
inscriptions.       
The Board first stated that it believed that the primary purpose of its plaques was to educate and it 
followed, therefore, that plaque inscriptions should be above all else informative. With this in mind, the 
Board put forward a number of specific recommendations to serve as guidelines when drafting plaque 
inscriptions: 

1) a plaque inscription must state clearly why the subject of commemoration is of national 
significance; 

2) an attempt should be made to put a human face on all inscriptions, in order to make them 
understandable to a general audience; 

3) appealing words and phrases (e.g., “legendary character”) should be used in inscriptions when 
appropriate, as they add colour and tend to make the text more memorable; 

4) when possible the title of the plaque should be used to convey information – this information 
need not be repeated in the text; 

5) if in the title, birth and death dates should not be repeated in the text; 
6) dates should be used judiciously in texts and be inserted only when relevant; 
7) texts dealing with architecture should, whenever possible, have a historical anchor; 

 8) architects and architectural firms need not be identified in an inscription if they are not of some 
prominence in their own right. 

 
In November 1997, the Board further added:  
that in preparing inscriptions, staff should ensure that the first sentence clearly indicate the reason for 
national significance.  Further, national significance must be a single, compelling justification and not a 
layering of many unrelated items, none of which on its own would constitute grounds for national 
significance. 
 

6.4 The Use of Non-Official Language on Commemorative Plaques   
 
In June 2000, a report was presented to the Board on the use of non-official languages on commemorative 
laques.  The Board approved the following guidelines:  p 

• The Board may recommend the use of non-official languages when the national historic 
significance of the subject makes it appropriate to do so.  

• Inscriptions which include non-official languages must conform to the Official Languages Act 
and the “Federal Identity Program Policy” with respect to precedence of English and French, 
and bilingual HSMBC corporate signature.  
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• Additional languages appear with the official languages on one plaque.  In exceptional 
circumstances the Board may recommend separate, non- official language plaques.  Such 
plaques will be erected with the bilingual plaque and will carry the Board’s bilingual corporate 
signature.  

• Non-official language inscriptions will be written according to the same linguistic standards as 
the official languages.  

 

6.5 Consultation on Commemorative Plaque Texts   
 
Since 1993, commemorative plaque texts have been sent to appropriate groups and/or individuals for comments 
or “vetting” before being reviewed by either the Inscriptions Committee or the full Board.  
 
The vetting process provides stakeholders with the opportunity to verify historical facts and to offer their 
perspective for the text.  While the Inscriptions Committee and the Board give every consideration to vettors’ 
comments, not all comments may be incorporated into the final text.   
 
The Board adopted the following guidelines in June 2000 and made modifications in November 2001.  The 
f inal version reads:  

• A Board plaque commemorates a person, place or event of national historic importance.  It 
has a commemorative objective defined by the Board, and from a technical point of view, it 
must conform to a standard length. 

• The text, usually in its first sentence, must clearly indicate the reason for national historic 
significance, as described in the Board Minutes. 

• The authorship of the plaque text lies with the Board, and final approval of the text is given 
by the full Board. 

• The Board seeks consistency in style, tone and arrangement of its plaque inscriptions; 
vettors are therefore discouraged from making comments on these matters. 

• A report of the vettors’ comments is included with the text when it is submitted to the 
Inscriptions Committee for review.  

 

6.6 Style and Layout of Plaque Inscriptions   
 
I n June 2001, the Board approved the proposed plaque design and editing guidelines as follows:   

• Textual material should be written for a high school reading level.  
• A dynamic writing style should be used as opposed to a documentary style, which is more 

suited for a specialized audience.  
• Titles for plaque inscriptions should be brief, simple and set out in distinctive type, using 

familiar and descriptive language, designed to draw the readers attention.  
• Length of text should be limited to a maximum of 500 characters in each language in order 

to attract and retain reader attention.   
• Plaque inscriptions should be divided into three short paragraphs.  Each paragraph should 

begin with a larger capital letter than the capital letters used in the text.  
• A line of text should have at least 45 characters and not more than 55 to 65 characters to 

facilitate scanning the information.  
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• Type style should be a serif character, which helps to clearly delineate each letter. Goudy 
font meets this requirement and in addition, offers the proper combination of height, width 
and thickness of character to enhance text readability.  

• The font size for the body of a plaque text should be between 40 and 45 points, with 60 
points for the title and 40 points for the sub-title.  

• Factors such as spacing between letters, lines and paragraphs facilitate scanning, as well as 
left and right text justification.    

  

6.7 Dual or Multiple Plaquing of a Designation  
 
In December 2002, the Board approved these guidelines as follows:    
Under normal circumstances, a single plaque will be erected for each person, event, or site designated 
of national historic significance.  In rare instances, a dual or multiple plaquing of a designation may be 
onsidered as an option:  c 

• where two or more discrete locations are explicitly and meaningfully associated or identified 
with a national historic person, and are integrally related to the national historic significance of 
the person; or  

• where there are two or more discrete locations in different regions that are explicitly and 
meaningfully associated with a national historic event, and that played an integral part in 
establishing its national historic significance; or  

• where there are two or more distinct components or phases of a national historic event that 
played an integral part in establishing its national historic significance, and are essential in 
conveying national historic significance; and that are directly associated with different 
locations; or 

• where the significance of a national historic event resides in its great geographical extent and 
impact on two or more regions, and its national historic significance can be conveyed in a 
substantially more explicit and meaningful manner by marking its geographical extent; or 

• where the configuration of a national historic site is such that it would render the 
commemoration substantially more explicit and meaningful.  

For national historic events that encompass great geographical extent, only one plaque should be 
erected in any one region or province. 
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7.  Specific Guidelines: Procedure   
 

7.1 Original Fabric on the Ground Floors of Buildings   
 
In June 1988, the Board recommended that:  

as a guideline for future deliberations, the Board stated that the survival of original street-level 
entries and of original fabric on the ground floors of buildings brought forward for consideration 
were factors of such importance that the lack of either on a structure would seriously affect that 
structure’s potential for designation. 

 
In November 1988, the Board reiterated its above recommendation, and:  
emphasized that, in future, architectural papers should clearly identify contemporary fabric in buildings 
when it was felt that the nature and extent of the use of new materials might be a determining factor in 
determining the significance of the structure in question. 
 

7.2 Deferred Matters   
 
In the context of a discussion of Fort Whoop-Up, Alberta, in November 1989, the Board noted that:  
often, matters are deferred in order that additional material may be brought together on the subject 
which will permit the Board to objectively assess its national significance and put forward a 
recommendation to the Minister, in that regard. As the practice of waiting for formal Ministerial 
approval of all Board recommendations often resulted in lengthy delays in the resubmission of deferred 
items to the Board, which seemed to it to be unnecessary, it recommended that  

the Minister consider deferred items to constitute non-recommendations of the Board, in order that 
such items might be followed up in advance of his/her approval of the minutes in which they 
appear. 

 

7.3 National Historic Sites Whose Commemorative Integrity Has Been 
Destroyed  
 
In December 2002, the Board received a discussion paper that explored various approaches to the treatment of 
national historic sites that have lost their commemorative integrity and recommended that:  

 
On the advice of the Historic Sites and Monuments Board of Canada, the Minister may transfer a 
National Historic Site of Canada (NHSC) from the official list of NHSC to a list of NHSC whose 
commemorative integrity has been destroyed.  Such action will rarely be undertaken and then only 
when: 
 
1) the commemorative integrity of the site has been destroyed through loss or impairment of the 

resources directly related to the reasons for designation, or 
2) the reasons for designation of a national historic site can no longer be effectively communicated 

to the public. 
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7.4 Preparation of Submissions to the [Status of Designations] Committee  
 
I n December 2000, the Board approved the following guidelines:  
1) In considering a proposal to clarify the designated place of an existing national historic site, the 

current Board will use a strict constructionist approach to interpreting Board recommendations of 
record (i.e. recommendations from previously approved Minutes of Board meetings), insofar as 
they relate to designated place. 

2) In considering new proposals to expand the designated place of an existing national historic site, 
the Board will not be constrained by recommendations of record, but will treat each new proposal 
on its merits, and with the understanding that the owner(s) of property directly affected by the 
proposed expansion of the designated place would need to give their consent. 

3) In the interests of efficiency and of documenting decisions regarding designated place and 
commemorative intent, submissions should consist of a briefing note format, with the most 
essential information and analysis in a short paper, and additional material, chiefly Board Minutes, 
any preceding Agenda Paper or Submission Report, and maps or plans, in appendices. 

4) The Parks Canada multi-disciplinary team will assess the feasibility of organizing the issues which 
require the Committees attention according to province/territory, table these issues by 
province/territory, and arrange to have the Board member of the relevant province or territory 
attend the Committees meetings. 

5) In light of the time-sensitive nature of many of the requests that will be brought forward for 
clarification, Parks Canada will determine an approach to expediting the Committees 
recommendations for review and approval by the Minister.  

 

7.5 Determining Designated Place  
 
I n the Fall of 1999, with amendments in June 2001, the Board approved the following guidelines:  
1) The approved Board Minute is considered the definitive statement of the Board’s intent; 
2) If the approved Minute refers to a description in an Agenda Paper or Submission Report relating to 

the extent of the “designated place,” then that description should be consulted; 
3) A plaque inscription will not be used to determine the “designated place”; 
4) The reasons given for national significance do not determine the “designated place”;  
5) The “designated place” is the place that was considered by the Board at the time it made its 

recommendation, unless otherwise specified in the Minute; and,  
6) When the boundaries of a national historic site were not defined at the time of designation, and the 

physical feature named in the recommendation of national historic significance was located on a 
single legally-defined property at the time of designation, the boundaries of the designated place are 
deemed to be the boundaries of the property at that time, subject to the Scope and Exceptions 
statement that accompanies this guideline.  

  
Scope:   

• Date and wording of the designation: the national historic site was designated before 
1999; it was not assigned boundaries at the time of designation, but instead was 
designated by name. 

• Property boundaries at the time of designation: at the time of designation, the whole of 
the nationally significant feature (or features) was located on a single, legally-defined 
property or parcel of land, or on adjoining properties owned by the same person or 
persons. 
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• Current property boundaries: since the time of designation, the property has not been 
subdivided or had its boundaries redrawn in a way that affects ownership of the feature 
named in the designation.  

 
Exceptions: 
General exceptions:  for reasons of size and complexity, several types of properties are excluded 
from the application of this guideline.  These exceptions relate to sites where the designated feature 
forms all or part of any of the following:  

•  An institutional complex, such as a university, hospital, ecclesiastical precinct, or airport; 
• Defence works, notably forts, and sites of military operations, such as battlefields; 
• A trading post, whether styled a “fort” or not; 
• A fairground; 
• A linear route or property (e.g. railway stations, roundhouses, dams, bridges, aqueducts, 

canals and trails); 
• A Canadian Forces Base; 
• A First Nations Reserve; 
• Lands administered by Parks Canada; 
• An extensive property, such as an estate or an industrial complex, which was subdivided 

before designation in a manner that left potential Level One resources (either above or 
below ground) outside the administered place; 

• Sites designated for their archaeological value, or as cultural landscapes of associative 
value.  

Special exception: vessels which are considered to be “places”, shipwrecks, and moveable cultural 
heritage objects are also excluded.  In some cases (e.g. Alexander Graham Bell museum collection) 
the objects themselves are Level One cultural resources. 

 

7.6 Changing the Directory of Designations of National Historic 
Significance  
 
I n December 2002, the Board approved the procedures as follows:  
• Approved Minutes will continue to be used to determine the existence of designations and to 

determine the category to which they belong.  Changes to the Directory will therefore be based on 
scrutiny of approved Minutes.  Plaque texts, departmental publications and administrative 
correspondence may be consulted for context and corroboration, but will not be used to overrule 
the Minutes. 

 
• When research confirms the existence of an administrative error in the Directory, an administrative 

process will be followed to correct it.  That process will employ the interdisciplinary team which 
oversees reports to the Status of Designations Committee (SDC). 

 
• The SDC will be informed in a brief note of each correction to the Directory which arises from 

administrative error in the past and which results in a change in the number of designations in any 
category.  This note will be the official confirmation of the change. 

  
• Changes arising from ambiguity or new knowledge will continue to receive the Board’s attention 

through formal reports to the SDC. 
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7.7  Guidelines for Establishing Names for National Historic Sites 
 
In December 2003, the Board approved the guidelines as follows: 
Four principles will be taken into account when site names are chosen; these are (i) well-established 
usage, (ii) historic usage, (iii) communication of the reasons for designation, and (iv) brevity and clarity.  
Ideally, Parks Canada and site owners will submit names which conform to all these principles.  Often, 
though, it will be necessary for one or more principles to prevail over the others.  The four principles 
are stated and explained in the first four proposed guidelines.  The last two proposed guidelines deal 
with the use of official geographical names, and with the official status of names of national historic 
sites. 

 
1. When a proposed or recommended national historic site already has an established name, that name 

should be used, unless there are good reasons to the contrary. 
 

N  otes: 
a.  This principle is particularly appropriate when a site has had the same name throughout 

most of its recorded history.  Established names may be one or more of the following: the 
name on the owner’s publications or Web site; a name carved onto a building on the site, or 
written on a permanent sign; a name well-established in local usage.  When there are 
variants of an established name, the full legal name will not necessarily be the best choice, 
especially if this is long, or generally not known in its locality; the choice shall be made in 
accordance with these guidelines as a whole. 

 
b.  Bar U Ranch NHSC (Longview, Alberta), Fort Wellington NHSC (Prescott, Ontario) and 

Kicking Horse Pass NHSC (Yoho National Park of Canada, British Columbia) are examples 
of sites whose names were well established before they were designated as national historic 
sites. 

 
c.  For sites not administered by Parks Canada, it is preferable for Parks Canada and the 

partner to use the same name.  For example, the Emily Carr House NHSC in Victoria, 
British Columbia, is called Emily Carr House by its owner.  However, if the name used by 
the site’s owners or stakeholders communicates a different message than does the Board 
designation, the Board may recommend a different name.  In the case of the Old 
Woodstock Town Hall NHSC (Woodstock, Ontario), the partner’s name for the site is the 
Woodstock Museum.  Since the Board designation clearly refers not to the museum, but to 
the architecture and former function of the town hall itself, Parks Canada uses a different 
name than does the partner. 

 
In cases when a partner uses a different name than the official one, Parks Canada will use 
the generic “National Historic Site of Canada” (“lieu historique national du Canada”) only 
with the Board-approved specific, and will encourage the partner to follow the same 
practice. 

  
d.  A commercial name will not be used, even if it is the name used by the owner, unless this 

name reflects the reason for designation.  
 

i.  Maplelawn & Gardens NHSC (Ottawa, Ontario) is currently operated as a business called 
the Keg Manor.  This name reflects its current use rather than its historic significance.  In 
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this case, the historic name of the house, Maplelawn, is used by the Board and Parks 
Canada. 

 
ii.  Commercial names can be used, however, when they are directly related to the national 

significance of the site.  For example, the Gulf of Georgia Cannery NHSC (Richmond, 
British Columbia) or the Empress Hotel NHSC (Victoria, British Columbia) incorporate 
commercial names. 

 
2. When a site’s current or established name is not appropriate, for one reason or another, a historic 

name may be the best choice. 
 

Notes: 
 

a.  A historic name may be preferable in cases where a change in use or ownership has 
established a new name for a building or site.  The Former Vancouver Law Courts 
NHSC, for example, currently houses the Vancouver Art Gallery, which is how the 
building is now known.  The HSMBC name reflects the building’s historic significance 
rather than its current function. 

 
b.  The advantage of a historic name is that it will continue to be appropriate over time even 

if the owner or use of the site changes. 
 
c.  When a site has had several names over time, and a choice must be made among these 

names, the name most closely associated with the site’s national historic significance is 
generally preferable. 

 
3. When possible, names should communicate the reasons for the designation of national historic 

significance. 
 
Notes: 
 

a.  Marconi Wireless Station NHSC (Port Morien, Nova Scotia), Riel House NHSC 
(Winnipeg, Manitoba) and St. John’s WWII Coastal Defenses NHSC (St. John’s, 
Newfoundland) are examples of names that clearly communicate the commemorative 
intent of the designation. 
 

b.  A commemorative name may be appropriate for sites that are not associated with an 
established place name.  In the past, for example, a number of descriptive, thematic 
names have been used, such as First Homestead in Western Canada NHSC (Portage La 
Prairie, Manitoba) or First Oil Wells in Canada NHSC (Oil Springs, Ontario) 
 

c.  For certain types of designations, however, it is difficult to convey explicitly the 
commemorative intent in the site name: 

  
• when the designation arises through a thematic study, particularly an architectural study.   
 

A site designated as “one of the finest examples of Carpenters’ Gothic on the West Coast 
of Canada,” for example, is not named Carpenters’ Gothic NHSC, but rather Church of 
Our Lord NHSC (Victoria, British Colombia). 
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• when there are multiple reasons for national significance, requiring an arbitrary choice. 
 

Rocky Mountain House NHSC was recognized in 1926 for “its connection with early 
trade, discovery and exploration towards the westward.”  This was supplemented as 
follows in 1968: “and to interpret three major themes: the fur trade, David Thompson, 
and the role of the Peigan (Blackfoot) Indians.” 

 
• when the factors that underpin national significance are too complex or abstract to 

express in a few words. 
 

St. Mary’s Basilica NHSC (Halifax, Nova Scotia) was recognized “because of its central 
role in the religious history of Nova Scotia and more particularly because of its association 
with individuals and events that played a central role in the emancipation of Roman 
Catholics in the Province and in Canada.” 

 
4. An ideal name is brief, clear and pleasing. 

 
Notes: 
  

a.  All official names must include the generic “National Historic Site of Canada” (“lieu 
historique national du Canada”).  In addition, official site names will normally appear as 
plaque titles.  For the specific part, then, brevity is of particular importance. 
 

b.  It will normally not be necessary to specify locality, religious denominations, or similar 
identifiers in a site’s official name.  In exceptional cases, such words may be required to 
avoid confusion at a local or national level.  For example, in the case of St. John the 
Baptist Anglican Cathedral NHSC (St. John’s, Newfoundland) and St. John the Baptist 
Roman Catholic Basilica NHSC (St. John’s, Newfoundland), religious denominations are 
specified to distinguish between two sites with the same name, in the same locality. 

 
  Even if it is not part of the official name, this type of identifier may still be included in the 

descriptive note in the Directory of Designations. 
 

c.  Dual or alternate names will be avoided in the future.  The Directory of Designations, for 
example, currently contains entries such as Malahat Building / Old Victoria Custom 
House NHSC (Victoria, British Columbia), consisting of two names of apparently equal 
status.  Rarely, separate aspects of a site’s history may be jointly reflected in a double-
barrelled name joined by a long dash, for example, Port-la-Joye – Fort Amherst NHSC 
(Rocky Point, Prince Edward Island).  In addition, it will sometimes be appropriate to use 
the conjunction “and” to link two places that are physically separate but jointly 
designated, for example, Arvia’juaq and Qikiqtaarjuk NHSC (Arviat, Nunavut). 
 

d.  It is preferable not to use the word “site” in the specific part of the name, given that 
“National Historic Site of Canada” will always be part of the official name. 
 

e.  “National Historic Site of Canada” is the only approved generic, and terms such as 
“National Historic District” or “National Rural Historic District” will not be used, either 
as a generic or within the specific. 
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5. When the name of a designation incorporates a geographic name approved by the Geographical 

Names Board of Canada, that approved form will normally be used. 
 
Notes: 
 

a.  The Geographical Names Board of Canada (GNBC) is the national body which 
coordinates all matters affecting geographical nomenclature in Canada.  Geographical 
name decisions approved by the appropriate federal, provincial or territorial authority 
become official decisions of the GNBC (Order-in-Council P.C. 2000-83). 
 

b.  The GNBC-approved form of a geographic name should be used when it is part of the 
name of a designation.  For example, the Smiths Falls Bascule Bridge NHSC incorporates 
the name of a settled place in Ontario, which has been approved by the GNBC as Smiths 
Falls (rather than Smyth’s Falls or Smith’s Falls, even though these forms were used in 
early official documents). 
 

c.  When a different, or earlier, form of a name than the one approved by the GNBC is used, 
it must be justified on historic grounds, or be part of an established name. 

 
6. All official forms of names of designated national historic sites will be explicitly part of the Historic 

Sites and Monuments Board of Canada’s advice to the Minister. 
 
Notes: 

 
a.  Names of designations will be among the details of the commemoration, which will be 

recommended by the Board to the Minister, and, when approved, will be the official 
names of these sites.  Changes to official names will similarly require a Ministerially 
approved recommendation of the Board. 

 
b.  All names of designations will have an official form in each of the official languages of 

Canada.  These versions are not considered to be multiple names, but two forms of a 
single name, and they will be derived using established toponymic and translation rules.  
The Board may, at its discretion, recommend adoption of further forms of the name in 
another language that is directly related to the reasons for the commemoration. 

 
c.  The present guidelines provide direction concerning the choice of names for future 

national historic sites, and name changes to existing designations, if required.  These 
names will be considered official names. 

 
Names, which have been explicitly addressed by the Board in the past, are also considered to be 
official.  For example, in 1995 the Board recommended that the name Atherley Narrows Fish 
Weirs National Historic Site be changed to Mnjikaning Fish Weirs National Historic Site 
(Atherley, Ontario). 

  
Procedures: 
 
1. Names will be researched and documented at the time of preparation of submission reports.  All 

submission reports will contain a documented statement of the proposed name(s) for designation.  
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This should include the current name as well as previous names by which the site has been known 
and, when appropriate, should reflect consultation with site owners or stakeholders. 
 

2. Submission reports will provide the proposed name(s) only in the language of the paper.  All 
required language forms of the name will be included in the Board minutes.  The appropriate 
toponymic and translation authorities will be consulted in the derivation of the translated forms. 
 

3. Name changes must be approved by the HSMBC. 
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Sarah Brislin

From: Sarah Brislin
Sent: September-20-17 3:20 PM
To: Frank A. Sebo
Subject: FW: Designation question

I have just been sent this additional information. 
 

From: Duclos, Bert (MTCS) [mailto:Bert.Duclos@ontario.ca]  
Sent: September‐20‐17 3:18 PM 
To: Sarah Brislin <sbrislin@georgina.ca> 
Subject: RE: Designation question 
 

Hi Sarah, 
 
You made mention that the railway line runs into the water. If it is in the water as opposed to being 
on top of the water, please be aware of  relevant Ontario Heritage Act provisions. Part VI of the Act, 
Conservation of Resources of Archaeological Value, provides for marine or other archaeological 
sites. O. Reg. 170/04 of the Ontario Heritage Act defines an archaeological site as any property that 
contains an artifact or any other physical evidence of past human use or activity that is of cultural 
heritage value or interest. It then further defines a marine archaeological site as an archeological site 
that is fully or partially submerged or that lies below or partially below the high-water mark of any 
body of water. 
 
Section 48 of the Act defines activities prohibited on marine archaeological sites. Subsections 69.(1) 
and 69.(3) provides that if a person is convicted of the offense of contravening subsection 48 (1) the 
maximum fine that may be imposed is $1,000,000 or to imprisonment for a term of not more than 
one year, or to both.  
 
You can read Part VI of the Ontario Heritage Act at: https://www.ontario.ca/laws/statute/90o18 
 
You can read O. Reg. 170/04 at: https://www.ontario.ca/laws/regulation/040170 
 
Please let me know if you have any questions on this matter. 
 
Best regards, 

Bert  
Bertrand (Bert) Duclos 
Heritage Outreach Consultant 
Program Planning and Delivery Unit 
Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport 
401 Bay Street, Suite 1700 
Toronto, ON M7A 0A7 
Tel: 416-314-7154 
Fax: 416-212-1802 
Ensuring the Past~Enlightening the Present~Enriching the Future  

I am working with OPSEU and Proud to Serve You 
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From: Duclos, Bert (MTCS)  
Sent: September 20, 2017 2:36 PM 
To: 'Sarah Brislin' 
Subject: RE: Designation question 
 

Hi Sarah, 
 
Unless there is a reservation or exception in a Crown grant, the beds of most navigable lakes and 
rivers are Provincial Crown land and usually under the administration and control of the Ministry of 
Natural Resources and Forestry. The Ontario Heritage Act exempts provincial properties from 
designation by either municipalities or the province itself. Rather, property that is owned by the 
Crown in right of Ontario or by a prescribed public body, or that is occupied by a ministry or a 
prescribed public body, is subject to Part III.1 of the Act, Standards and Guidelines for Conservation 
of Provincial Heritage Properties. 
 
You may wish to review the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport’s website on the Standards and 
Guidelines for the Conservation of Provincial Heritage Properties at 
http://www.mtc.gov.on.ca/en/heritage/heritage_s_g.shtml 
 
Therefore, the water property you describe, including that on which the docks rest, is not subject to 
designation under the Ontario Heritage Act by either the province or the Town of Georgina. The 
Town’s authority does not extend onto any of the water of Lake Simcoe. Shore line property that is 
not owned or controlled by the Provincial Crown or by a prescribed public body, or by the Federal 
Crown or First Nations, is subject to the Town’s authority under the Act. The Lake Simcoe 
Conservation Authority’s approval authority for alterations to shore line property is not an Ontario 
Heritage Act matter. It would be necessary to contact it to determine its authority on any given 
property and what that authority entails. 
 
Best regards, 

Bert  
Bertrand (Bert) Duclos 
Heritage Outreach Consultant 
Program Planning and Delivery Unit 
Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport 
401 Bay Street, Suite 1700 
Toronto, ON M7A 0A7 
Tel: 416-314-7154 
Fax: 416-212-1802 
Ensuring the Past~Enlightening the Present~Enriching the Future  
I am working with OPSEU and Proud to Serve You 
 

From: Sarah Brislin [mailto:sbrislin@georgina.ca]  
Sent: September 20, 2017 2:18 PM 
To: Duclos, Bert (MTCS) 
Subject: Designation question 
 
Hi Bert, 
 
This is somewhat of a jurisdictional question.  We have a docking rail way line that runs from the shore 20 feet or so into 
the water on lake Simcoe. From my understanding the shore is town jurisdiction but the water is MNR and is considered 
owned by the crown. So I guess the question is can we designate on crown land. How would that work, would all of 
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Georgina’s part of lake Simcoe be subject to the designation by‐law or would we create boundaries. Would LSRCA need 
approval before issuing any permits on the designated area (for docks etc.)  
 
 
Thank you! 
 
 
C. Sarah A. Brislin, BA, Dipl.M.A 
Committee Services Coordinator 
Clerk's Division | Town of Georgina 
26557 Civic Centre Rd., Keswick, ON L4P 3G1 
T: 905‐476‐4301 ext 2248 
    905‐722‐6516  
    705‐437‐2210 
E: sbrislin@georgina.ca 
www.georgina.ca 
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Sarah Brislin

From: Gurpersaud, Leela (MTCS) <Leela.Gurpersaud@ontario.ca> on behalf of Schiller, Chris 
(MTCS) <Chris.Schiller@ontario.ca>

Sent: October-03-17 10:57 AM
To: Chernoff, Graham (MTCS)
Subject: Inviting your input into proposed MTCS guide 

 
I am writing to you as a member of Ontario’s cultural heritage conservation community. I would like to 
let you know that the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport has recently posted a proposed new 
guidance document to the Environmental Registry. The document aims to assist municipalities and 
other partners when considering cultural heritage resources and land use planning.  
 
This new guide will replace an older ministry infosheet series that provided advice and best practices 
in managing heritage resources under the land use planning process. You can find the old version 
here: http://www.mtc.gov.on.ca/en/publications/Heritage_Tool_Kit_Heritage_PPS_infoSheet.pdf. The 
new guide takes into account updates made to the Provincial Policy Statement (PPS) in 2014 and 
provides additional advice and best practices to help explain the policy changes in the new PPS. 
These changes added references to Indigenous peoples in several policies. 
 
We recognize how important the management of cultural heritage and archaeological resources in 
Ontario is to your communities. 
 
That’s why we would like to hear from you about our new guidance document, which is designed to 
help those making decisions about land use to carefully consider cultural heritage and archaeological 
resources. 
 
The provincial Environmental Registry posting will be available in October and early November at 
https://www.ebr.gov.on.ca/ by searching Registry # 013-0914. 
 
If you have any ideas or suggestions on how to improve this guidance document, especially as it 
relates to working with your communities, we would appreciate hearing back from you through the 
Environmental Registry process. 
 
Apologies for any cross-posting. 
 
Many thanks 
 
Chris Schiller 
Manager 
Program Planning and Delivery Unit 
Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport 
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