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See attached staff memorandum and material.

The applicant will be in attendance at 7:30pm.

Recommendation:
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See attached staff memorandum and material.
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Recommendation:

That Heritage Markham Committee has no objection to the Heritage
Permit application for a new front yard fence at 30 Colborne Street
based on the example of a historic precedent shown in the book,
Markham Remembered, on the condition that the new front yard fence
be painted white and appropriate wooden caps be installed on the posts;
and,

1.

That Heritage Markham Committee has no objection to the rear yard
privacy fence (visible from the front of the property) as the re-planting
of a vegetative hedge along the west boundary (near the garage) will
help soften the impact over time; and further,

2.

That Heritage Markham Committee supports the re-planting of the
vegetative hedge to replace the yew hedge that was removed along the
west boundary of the property.

3.

6.2 COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT VARIANCE APPLICATIONS AND
CONSENT APPLICATIONS

41

162 & 174 MAIN STREET
182 MAIN STREET
186 MAIN STREET
188 & 194 MAIN STREET
CREATION OF A REAR LOT DEVELOPMENT PARCEL
UNIONVILLE HERITAGE CONSERVATION DISTRICT (16.11)
FILE NUMBERS:
• B/22/19
• A/116/19
• A/117/19
• B/23/19
• A/118/19
• B/24/19
• A/119/19
• B/25/19
• A/120/19
Extracts:
R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning
G. Duncan, Senior Heritage Planner
J. Leung, Secretary, Committee of Adjustment

See attached staff memorandum and material.

Recommendation:
That Heritage Markham has no comment on the Consent and Minor Variance
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applications for 162 & 174 Main Street, 182 Main Street, 186 Main Street, and
188 & 194 Main Street from a heritage perspective, subject to securing heritage
easement agreements as a condition of consent approval for the following
properties:

• the Queen’s Hotel (162 &174 Main Street)
• the Stiver-Summerfeldt Store (182 Main Street), and
• Unionville’s First Post Office and Store (188 & 194 Main Street)

7. PART FIVE - STUDIES/PROJECTS AFFECTING HERITAGE RESOURCES -
UPDATES

The following projects impact in some manner the heritage planning function of the City
of Markham.  The purpose of this summary is to keep the Heritage Markham Committee
apprised of the projects’ status.  Staff will only provide a written update when
information is available, but members may request an update on any matter.

a) Doors Open Markham 2020
b) Heritage Week, February 2020
c) Unionville Heritage Conservation District Plan Amendments/ Update
d) Unionville Heritage Centre Secondary Plan
e) Unionville Core Area Streetscape Master Plan (2020)
f) Update to Markham Village Heritage Conservation District Plan 
g) New Secondary Plan for Markham Village 
h) Comprehensive Zoning By-law Project (2019) – Review of Development
Standards – Heritage Districts

7.1 STUDIES 59

STRATEGY TO ADDRESS CULTURAL HERITAGE RESOURCES IN THE
NORTH DISTRICT EMPLOYMENT LANDS (16.11)
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning

See attached staff memorandum and material.

Recommendation:
That Heritage Markham Committee receive the update on the consultant study
entitled ‘Strategy to Address Cultural Heritage Resources in the North District
Employment Lands’, as information.

7.2 INFORMATION 65

ONTARIO HERITAGE CONFERENCE UPDATE (16.11)
Extracts:
R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning
C. Kakaflikas, Director, Economic Growth, Culture & Entrepreneurship
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See attached memorandum.

Recommendation:
That Heritage Markham Committee receive for information the update on the
Ontario Heritage Conference (May 28-30, 2020) being organized and hosted by
the City of Markham.

7.3 STUDIES 70

MAIN STREET UNIONVILLE COMMERCIAL CORE STREETSCAPE
MASTER PLAN 2020, FINAL DRAFT STUDY REPORT - UPDATE (16.11)
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning

See attached staff memorandum and material.

Recommendation:

That Heritage Markham Committee receive the staff presentation on
the preferred concept, streetscape features and enhanced treatment
options outlined in the Main Street Unionville Commercial Core
Streetscape Master Plan 2020 – Final Draft Study Report; and,

1.

That Heritage Markham supports the Modified Concept #2 and
Enhanced Treatment Option #6 for the Main Street from a heritage
perspective; and further,

2.

That Heritage Markham supports the improvements to the East Lane
from a heritage perspective.

3.

7.4 ADVOCACY 73

HERITAGE EDUCATION (16.11)
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning

See attached memorandum.

Recommendation:
That Heritage Markham Committee receive for information.

8. PART SIX - NEW BUSINESS

9.  ADJOURNMENT
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Heritage Markham Committee Minutes 

 

Meeting Number: 1 

January 8, 2020, 7:15 PM 

Canada Room 

 

Members Ken Davis 

Evelin Ellison 

Shan Goel 

Councillor Keith Irish 

Councillor Reid McAlpine 

David Nesbitt 

Paul Tiefenbach 

Jennifer Peter-Morales 

   

Regrets Graham Dewar 

Doug Denby 

Anthony Farr 

Councillor Karen Rea 

   

Staff George Duncan, Senior Heritage 

Planner 

Regan Hutcheson, Manager, Heritage 

Planning 

Peter Wokral, Senior Heritage Planner 

Victoria Hamilton, Committee 

Secretary (PT) 

_____________________________________________________________________ 

 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

Ken Davis, Vice Chair, convened the meeting at 7:20 PM by asking for any disclosures 

of interest with respect to items on the agenda. 

2. DISCLOSURE OF PECUNIARY INTEREST 

There were no disclosures of interest. 

3. PART ONE - ADMINISTRATION 

3.1 APPROVAL OF AGENDA (16.11) 

A.  Addendum Agenda 

o 45 John Street, Thornhill Heritage Conservation District 

B. New Business from Committee Members 

Recommendation: 
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That the January 8, 2020 Heritage Markham Committee agenda be approved, as 

amended. 

Carried 

 

3.2 MINUTES OF THE DECEMBER 11, 2019 HERITAGE MARKHAM 

COMMITTEE MEETING (16.11) 

Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 

Recommendation: 

That the minutes of the Heritage Markham Committee meeting held on December 

11, 2019 be received and adopted, as presented. 

Carried 

 

3.3 2019 YEAR END REVIEW  

Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 

Regan Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning, addressed the Committee and 

reviewed the memo. 

In response to a query regarding the reduction in site plan control applications, R. 

Hutcheson noted that changes in provincial government policy may have resulted 

in some applicants delaying the submission of site plan applications until 2020. 

He further stated that the reduction in site plan applications likely contributed to 

the reduced number of permit and sign applications. 

Recommendation: 

That the presentation be received as information. 

Carried 

 

4. PART TWO - DEPUTATIONS 

5. PART THREE - CONSENT 

5.1 HERITAGE PERMIT APPLICATION 

50 PETER STREET, INDIVIDUALLY DESIGNATED 

DELEGATED APPROVALS: HERITAGE PERMITS (16.11) 

FILE NUMBER: HE 19 141611 

Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 
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Recommendation: 

That Heritage Markham receive the information on the heritage permit approved 

by Heritage Section staff under the delegated approval process. 

Carried 

 

5.2 BUILDING AND SIGN PERMIT APPLICATIONS 

377 MAIN STREET NORTH 

10720 VICTORIA SQUARE BOULEVARD   

DELEGATED APPROVALS: BUILDING PERMITS (16.11) 

FILE NUMBERS: 

• 19 132299 AL 

• 19 138150 AL 

Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 

Recommendation: 

That Heritage Markham receive the information on building and sign permits 

approved by Heritage Section staff under the delegated approval process. 

Carried 

 

5.3 CORRESPONDENCE (16.11) 

Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 

Recommendation: 

That the following correspondence be received as information: 

a. Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture Industries: Organizational 

Realignment  

  

Carried 

 

6. PART FOUR - REGULAR 

6.1 COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT VARIANCE APPLICATION  

1 BEECH STREET (16.11) 

FILE NUMBER: A 159 19 

Extracts:  

Page 9 of 73



 4 

 

R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 

P. Wokral, Senior Planner 

Peter Wokral, Senior Heritage Planner, addressed the Committee and summarized 

the details outlined in the memo. 

Recommendation: 

That Heritage Markham has no objection from a heritage perspective to the 

requested variance to permit (0) additional parking spaces for the existing 

accessory dwelling unit at 1 Beech Street.  

Carried 

 

6.2 COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT VARIANCE APPLICATION 

105 AND 107 MAIN STREET, UNIONVILLE HERITAGE 

CONSERVATION DISTRICT 

COMMERCIAL PARKING LOTS (16.11) 

FILE NUMBERS:  

• A/16/19 

• A/151/19  

Extracts:  

R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 

J. Leung, Secretary, Committee of Adjustment 

George Duncan, Senior Heritage Planner, addressed the Committee and 

summarized the details outlined in the memo. He indicated that the Applicant had 

received an order to comply and that the current application was to legalize the 

existing commercial parking lot in the rear yard of 107 Main Street, and that no 

further parking spaces would be created and no trees would be affected.  

The Committee expressed concern regarding the precedent that would be set by 

supporting a variance to allow a paved rear lot of a residentially-zoned property. 

In response to a query, G. Duncan confirmed that both 105 and 107 Main Street 

were located in the flood plain and that Staff would be contacting the Toronto and 

Region Conservation Authority (TRCA) for their comments on the application. 

Councillor R. McAlpine noted that the residential property at 107 Main Street was 

previously used as commercial space and therefore may have required the 

additional parking spaces, however the property was currently being used 

residentially, and did not require the additional parking spaces any longer.  
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The Committee proposed a recommendation to support by-law enforcement's 

efforts to return the rear parking lot of 107 Main Street to greenspace in 

residential use, and in compliance with the zoning bylaw. 

Recommendation: 

That Heritage Markham supports by-law enforcement's efforts to return the rear 

parking lot of 107 Main Street to greenspace in residential use, as per the zoning 

by-law requirements. 

Carried 

 

7. PART FIVE - STUDIES/PROJECTS AFFECTING HERITAGE RESOURCES - 

UPDATES 

Doors Open Markham 2020 

Staff confirmed that the event would be held on September 12, 2020. It was noted that 

Heintzman House was interested in being a site this year. 

In response to a Committee member's proposal to hold the event over two days, G. 

Duncan advised that the event had started as a two-day event, but was changed to one-

day because some property owners did not wish to participate in the event for two days. 

In addition, the reduction in size of the organizing committee and number of volunteers 

over time affected the committee's ability to run the event effectively over two days.  

A Committee member proposed dividing the sites between the two days, which would 

allow attendees to view a greater number of properties. G. Duncan noted that a number of 

the sites participated in Doors Open every year, allowing attendees continued 

opportunities to visit the sites. G. Duncan would present the two-day proposal to the 

Doors Open Committee at their next meeting. 

  

Heritage Week, February 2020 

In response to a query, P. Wokral noted that there would be a display in the main lobby of 

the Civic Centre during Heritage Week. 

  

Ontario Heritage Conference, May 2020 

In response to a query, R. Hutcheson stated that this item was in progress and that a 

detailed update would be provided at the February 2020 Heritage Markham meeting.  
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Unionville Heritage Centre Secondary Plan 

In response to a query, R. Hutcheson noted that an update was expected in the near 

future. 

8. PART SIX - NEW BUSINESS 

8.1 SITE PLAN CONTROL APPLICATION 

45 JOHN STREET, THORNHILL HERITAGE CONSERVATION 

DISTRICT (16.11) 

FILE NUMBER: SPC 19 142354 

Extracts: 

R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 

F. Hemon-Morneau, Development Technician 

George Duncan, Senior Heritage Planner, addressed the Committee and 

summarized the details outlined in the memo. He also noted Staff concerns 

regarding the proposed masonry surrounds and the entrance door height. 

The applicant's representative, Daniel Falzon of Lasonne Engineering Ltd., was in 

attendance and responded to the Committee's questions. He confirmed that the 

proposed dwelling was a 1-storey bungalow and clarified that the window above 

the garage was part of the attic space, and that trusses would be used for the 

framework. 

The Committee discussed the roof height and massing compared to the ground 

floor, and the square footage. D. Falzon confirmed that the dwelling would be 

built within the by-law size requirement. 

In response to a query, D. Falzon advised that none of the original house could be 

salvaged or reused; there was misalignment of the foundation walls and the wood 

frame was completely destroyed. 

The applicant's representative stated that the windows were within the bird 

friendly guidelines, and requested that the Committee further consider permitting 

the protrusion of the garage past the front porch to allow them to maximize the 

internal area while conforming to the by-laws. The applicant's representative 

advised that they were willing to work with Staff on the recommended changes. 

A Committee member noted a preference for the design to be more consistent 

with the heritage style of the Thornhill community because the property was 

located close to the historic core area of Thornhill. 
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In response to a comment on existing houses with projecting garages, G. Duncan 

noted that the heritage district in Thornhill did not exist until 1986, and that 

dwellings built prior to the establishment of the heritage district were 

grandfathered and would not be permitted today. 

A Committee member expressed concern that the applicant would build a second 

storey in the future, based on the height of the roof. R. Hutcheson noted that such 

a change would require the submission of another application, which would come 

before the Heritage Markham Committee. 

Recommendation: 

That Heritage Markham recommends that the applicant address the comments 

identified in the memo and that a revised design be brought back to the Heritage 

Markham Committee for further review. 

Carried 

 

9.  ADJOURNMENT 

The Heritage Markham Committee meeting adjourned at 8:28 PM. 
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MEMORANDUM 

 
TO: Heritage Markham Committee 

 

FROM:  Regan Hutcheson, Manager-Heritage Planning  

 

DATE: February 12, 2020 

 

SUBJECT: End of Term for Member 

 Heritage Markham Committee 

      

 

As of November 30, 2019, Maria Cerone officially completed her appointed term on the 

committee.  Maria has decided not to stay on the committee until a replacement is appointed by 

Council and indicated her time on the committee is completed as of January 8, 2020.  The City 

has declared her position as vacant and a replacement will be obtained by Clerks Department in 

the near future. 

 

Maria was a representative for the Unionville area. She served for 2 ½ years (since June 2017) 

 

At this time, it would be appropriate to acknowledge the contribution of Maria for her 

commitment to the Heritage Markham Committee and her support for the City’s heritage 

conservation program.   

 

 

Suggested Recommendation for Heritage Markham  
 

That Heritage Markham acknowledges and appreciates the 2 ½ years of commitment and service 

provided by Maria Cerone to the Heritage Markham Committee.  

 

 

 

 

 

File: Heritage Markham Committee file 

 
Q:\Development\Heritage\HERITAGE MARKHAM FILES\MEMBERS\Retirements\HM Maria Cerone.doc 
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MEMORANDUM 

 
TO:  Heritage Markham Committee 

 

FROM:   George Duncan, Senior Heritage Planner 

 

DATE:  February 12, 2020 

 

SUBJECT: Delegated Approvals 

Heritage Permits Approved by Heritage Section Staff 

     

 

The following Heritage Permits were approved by Heritage Section staff under the delegated 

approval process: 

 

Address Permit Number Work to be Undertaken 

7751 Yonge Street 

Thornhill Heritage 

Conservation District 

HE 20 106255 Simulated divided lights retrofit of new 

windows to match previous design. 

131 Main Street 

Unionville Heritage 

Conservation District 

HE 20 107736 Refinishing of front doors of the historic 

portion of Central United Church. 

 

Suggested Recommendation for Heritage Markham  
 

THAT Heritage Markham receive the information on heritage permits approved by Heritage 

Section staff under the delegated approval process. 

  

 

 
File Path: Q:\Development\Heritage\SUBJECT\Heritage Permits Monthly Delegated Approvals\2020\HM Feb12 2020.doc 
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                                     MEMORANDUM 

 
TO: Heritage Markham Committee 

 

FROM:  George Duncan, Senior Heritage Planner 

 

DATE: February 12, 2020 

 

SUBJECT: Delegated Approvals 

Building and Sign Permits Approved by Heritage Section Staff  

     

 

The following Building and Sign Permits were approved by Heritage Section staff under the 

delegated approval process: 

 

Address Permit Number Work to be Undertaken 

11 Princess Street 

Markham Village 

Heritage Conservation 

District 

19 138593 HP New dwelling pursuant to an approved Site 

Plan Control Application. 

4360 Highway 7 East 

Unionville Heritage 

Conservation District 

20 106901 SP CIBC re-branding with new wall and 

ground signs. 

 

Suggested Recommendation for Heritage Markham  

 

THAT Heritage Markham receive the information on building and sign permits approved by 

Heritage Section staff under the delegated approval process. 

 

 

 

 
File Path: Q:\Development\Heritage\SUBJECT\Building Permits Delegate Approval\2020\HM Feb 12 2020.doc 
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MEMORANDUM 

 
TO: Heritage Markham Committee 

 

FROM: George Duncan, Senior Heritage Planner 

 

DATE: February 12, 2020 

 

SUBJECT: HERITAGE PERMIT APPLICATION HE 19 141022 

 Front Yard and Side Yard Fences 

 30 Colborne Street 

 Thornhill Heritage Conservation District 

     

 

Property/Building Description: 

 John Ramsden House, c.1852, Georgian architectural tradition. A one and a half storey 

frame dwelling with a recently constructed addition (File No. SPC 19 115724). 

Use: 

 Residence. 

 

Heritage Status: 

 A Class A heritage building within the Thornhill Heritage Conservation District. 

 

Application/Proposal: 

 A Heritage Permit application has been submitted for a new front yard fence, 4 feet in 

height, a new side yard privacy fence 6 feet in height, and a new evergreen hedge along 

the west side property line, adjacent to the driveway. 

 The front yard fence is a wood, board-style fence with a top and bottom rail, and the 

privacy fence is a horizontal board wood fence.  See attached photographs, 

 The fences were constructed prior to the application being made. 

 The applicant has advised that the front yard fence will be painted white when the 

weather permits it. 

 

Background: 

 This property previously had a traditional white picket fence in the front yard (see 

attached photograph).  It is not known how old the fence was. 
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 The majority of this picket fence was removed during the construction of the residential 

addition to allow the installation of construction hoarding.  Staff was under the 

understanding that the former fence would be returned once construction was completed.  

The District Plan does note in the front yard fencing guidelines that “where historic 

fences or hedges exist, they should be retained”. 

 Staff was advised in late November that a new fence was under construction. Staff 

contacted the owners to advise them that a Heritage Permit is required for any alteration 

to the property (not previously approved through other applications), and a Heritage 

Permit application was submitted on November 26, 2019. The application showed the 

height and location of the fences, but no illustrations of their style were provided. 

 Photographs of the completed fences illustrate the style (see attached photographs). 

 Because the front yard fence design is not a traditional picket fence and is not a design 

reflected in the guidelines of the Thornhill Heritage Conservation District Plan, staff was 

hesitant to approve it under the delegated approval process. Therefore, the application has 

been referred to Heritage Markham for review and comment. 

 It should also be noted that the northern section of a mature yew hedge was removed by 

the applicant in order to install the side yard fence (west side), and this hedge will be 

replaced with a new hedge as indicated in the Heritage Permit application. 

 

Staff Comment: 

 Front Yard Fence 

 Although the new front yard fence is not reflective of the traditional picket fence designs 

in the District Plan, it is in some ways similar to examples of fences illustrated on page 

172 of the guidelines (see excerpt from the District Plan, attached). 

 Staff has located an archival photograph of an old fence very similar to the new front yard 

fence at 30 Colborne, on a farm once located at Stouffville Road and McCowan Road 

(see the archival photo from page 58 of the book, Markham Remembered, attached). 

Based on this photograph, there is some historical precedent for this fence design in 

Markham Township. The main difference between the historical example and this new 

fence is that the vertical fence boards are double-layered at 30 Colborne Street (front and 

back sides). 

 Once the new fence is painted white, it will blend better with the Colborne Street 

streetscape. 

 

 Rear Yard Fence 

 The taller privacy fence is constructed of wood, but is different from the recommended 

privacy fence examples shown on page 174 of the District Plan (see excerpt from the 

District Plan, attached) because its boards are placed horizontally rather than vertically.  

 The new fence is behind the front corner of the dwelling and is therefore set back from 

the street and appears to be in compliance with the Fence By-law.  

 The Thornhill Heritage Conservation District Plan does indicate that “new or replacement 

rear yard fencing, unless on a corner lot” is exempt from review/heritage permit.  

However, the Plan also indicates that “front yard and backyard fences will conform to the 

Guidelines…”  This would appear to indicate that those rear yard fences on corner lots 
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which are more visible to the public, should adhere to the designs suggested in the 

Guidelines. 

 The visual impact of the new side yard rear privacy fence will be lessened if new hedge 

material is planted and grows as is proposed by the applicant. 

  

 Evergreen Hedge 

 The owner is already committed to re-planting part of the former yew hedge that was 

removed without approval along the west property boundary near the front of the 

property.  In order to install the new fencing, the owner indicated that the remainder of 

the former mature hedge was removed, but the owner is proposing to re-plant a new yew 

hedge along the west boundary. 

 

Suggested Heritage Markham Recommendation: 

 

THAT Heritage Markham Committee has no objection to the Heritage Permit application for a 

new front yard fence at 30 Colborne Street based on the example of a historic precedent shown in 

the book, Markham Remembered, on the condition that the new front yard fence be painted white 

and appropriate wooden caps be installed on the posts; 

 

THAT Heritage Markham Committee has no objection to the rear yard privacy fence (visible 

from the front of the property) as the re-planting of a vegetative hedge along the west boundary 

(near the garage) will help soften the impact over time. 

 

AND THAT Heritage Markham Committee supports the re-planting of the vegetative hedge to 

replace the yew hedge that was removed along the west boundary of the property. 

 

 

 

File Path: 
 Q:\Development\Heritage\PROPERTY\COLBORNE\30\HM Feb 12 2020.doc 
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Previous Picket Fence at 30 Colborne Street (above), New Fence, Below 
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New Front and Side Yard Fences at 30 Colborne Street 

 

 

 
 

 

Historic example of similar fence, Bartholomew House, Stouffville Road at McCowan Road 
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MEMORANDUM 

 
TO: Heritage Markham Committee 

 

FROM:  Regan Hutcheson, Manager-Heritage Planning  

 

DATE: February 12, 2020 

 

SUBJECT: Strategy to Address Cultural Heritage Resources in the North District 

Employment Lands 

      

 

Project:  Consultant Study - Development of a Strategy to Address Cultural Heritage 

Resources in the North District Employment Lands 

 

Background:  

 As part of the City’s Future Urban Area work in northern Markham, a specific 

component of the North Planning District has been designated for employment 

uses.   

 Currently this area is rural in nature comprised primarily of farm properties, a 

number of which possess buildings of cultural heritage value or interest. 

 The City has recently announced this area as part of the Markham Innovation 

Exchange or the MiX.  This would be a distinctive innovation district utilizing 

one of the largest undeveloped opportunities for greenfield employment lands in 

the Greater Toronto Area.  A campus-style environment is envisioned where 

entrepreneurs, innovators and start-ups can collaborate and grow their business. 

 The issue of how to address properties of cultural heritage value or interest on the 

North District Employment Lands was first raised during recent capital budget 

discussions regarding potential maintenance expenditures for a City owned 

property.  Members of the Budget Committee indicated at the time that a strategy 

for the cultural heritage resources within the Employment Lands should be 

explored.   

 Also, during recent discussions concerning the acquisition of a property in this 

area by the City, Council directed staff to consider the issue of heritage buildings 

situated on employment lands as part of an independent third party study to be 

undertaken and to report back to Council with further recommendations.  It was 

felt that when considering how best to handle a cultural heritage resource, 

corporate wide objectives should be considered in addition to heritage 

conservation objectives.  
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 Although there are policies in the Markham Official Plan indicating that it is the 

policy of Council that significant cultural heritage resources should be 

incorporated into new development either in their original use or an adaptive re-

use, some have questioned the feasibility of this when dealing with employment 

lands.   

 

Scope and Purpose of Study 

 The study will consider how best to address the existing properties of cultural 

heritage value or interest which are located within a defined area of future 

employment lands.  The purpose of the study is to provide the City of Markham 

with options regarding the existing cultural heritage resources and a recommended 

strategy.   

 Originally there were 9 properties of cultural heritage value or interest that were 

within the study area boundaries.  Six of the properties are in private ownership, 

two are owned by the City of Markham and one is owned by the Region of York.  

The Region of York property has been addressed and has been removed from the 

Study.  Two additional properties have been added (see below) 

 

Study Area Boundaries 

 The study area for this project are the lands designated Employment Area in the 

North District Planning District generally bounded by Woodbine Avenue, Elgin 

Mills Road, Warden Avenue and the Markham/Whitchurch-Stouffville municipal 

boundary to the north.  See attached map for the original study area. 

 During the start up meeting, the consultants were also asked to consider two 

additional City-owned properties: 2780 19th Avenue (Alfred Read House) and 

11091 Warden Avenue (former Elson Miles Farmhouse) 

 

 Consultants Retained 

 MHBC Consultants have been retained and have started the assignment.  Sub-

consultants include: George Robb Architects - Peter Stewart (Architecture) and 

urbanMetrics - Peter Thoma (Economics). 

 

Status/ Staff Comment 

 The study is currently underway. 

 The work will take approximately 4 months (February to May).  The general work 

program is attached. 

 Heritage Markham Committee will be consulted on the options under consideration prior 

to the final strategy development. 

 

Suggested Recommendation for Heritage Markham  
 

That Heritage Markham Committee receive the update on the consultant study entitled ‘Strategy 

to Address Cultural Heritage Resources in the North District Employment Lands’, as 

information. 

 
File: Q:\Development\Heritage\SUBJECT\Future Urban Area\Employment Lands Study\HM Update.doc 
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Work Program 
  
 The following summarizes anticipated tasks: 
 
 A. Study Organization Meeting 

- meet with Study Working Committee  
- review goals and objectives of the study 
- review issues and constraints related to the project 
- confirm study methodology 
- provision of background information and materials 

 
 B. Review of Background Materials/ Consultation 

- examination of policies and plans, including the Markham Official Plan, 
Conceptual Master Plan for the FUA, provincial polices (PPS) and legislation 
(Planning Act and the Ontario Heritage Act). 

- review information on the Markham Innovation Exchange (MiX) concept for 
the employment lands. 

   - consultation with impacted land owners 
    
 C. Existing Policy Framework 

- provide an overview/ summary of the applicable policy and planning 
framework  as it relates to future planning of the area, economic development, 
natural heritage constraints, and cultural heritage resources.   

- consider the municipal, provincial and national policies and standards related 
to cultural heritage resources. 

- consider timing of future development on these lands 
 

D. Summary of Cultural Heritage Resources  
- provide a brief overview of the existing cultural heritage resources (based on 

existing information to be provided to the consultant) 
- ownership (public, private) 
- heritage status (designated, listed, easement agreement) 
- historical and architectural information 
- existing condition 
- evaluation score (from Council’s Heritage Resources Evaluation System)  

 
E. Real Property and Financial Implications 

- impact of a cultural heritage resources on land value in this area (i.e. loss of 
land value as a result of having to retain and maintain heritage resources in –
situ versus other options). 

- financial implications on property owner for having to maintain heritage 
resources on site and/or convert the resource for employment uses/related 
functions versus relocation for residential uses. 

- impact on development potential: 
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 including potential uses of cultural heritage resources within 
employment area scenarios); and, 

 relative to loss of value on surrounding lands within the property as a 
result of having to retain the cultural heritage resource in-situ 

- impact on function and design of the property versus other options if heritage 
resources are left in-situ.   

 
F. Development of Potential Options for Cultural Heritage Resources 

- consultant to prepare options for consideration 
- option(s) should consider examples from other areas where heritage buildings 

have been integrated into employment lands 
- each option should include its pros and cons, financial implications and policy 

implications 
- options to be considered should include: 

a. Retention of Resources in-situ (stabilize only for future use – if 
vacant, enforce the minimum requirements of the Keep Markham 
Beautiful By-law and Property Standards By-law) 

b. Retention of Resources in-situ (Owner restores and tenants- likely 
adaptive re-use) 

c. Retention of Resources in-situ (sever property and sell heritage 
component with heritage protection mechanisms) 

d. Relocation of Resources (to a selected site in the Employment 
Lands – grouping of resources) 

e. Relocation of Resources (Markham Heritage Estates or elsewhere 
in the municipality) 

f. Demolition of Resources (low value resources or all) 
g. Demolition of only Outbuilding/Barns 
h. Other 

 
- Review the existing criteria associated with “threat of loss” as approved by 

Council for use when considering buildings for Markham Heritage Estates/or 
other relocation opportunities.  Consider additional flexibility for the City when 
certain criteria are met. 

 
G. Review Options  

- review options with Study Work Committee (and select other staff) 
- review options with Heritage Markham Committee for its feedback 
 

H. Recommended Strategy  
- prepare a recommended strategy for Council consideration 
- the strategy is to include: 

 Recommendations on the applicability of the strategy for other 
employment areas such as potential best practices. 

 Guidance for Official Plan Heritage Policy modification or interpretation 
related to relocation of a heritage resource (the policy: “where it has 
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been demonstrated that retention in its original locations is neither 
appropriate or viable” How to determine what is “appropriate or viable”. 

 Recommendations regarding best practices for on-going maintenance of 
heritage assets where development of the land is not anticipated for 
several years. 

- review strategy with City staff  
 

I. Finalize Study  
 - complete any final revisions to study document 
 
J. Presentation to Development Services Committee   
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MEMORANDUM 

 
TO: Heritage Markham Committee 

 

FROM:  Regan Hutcheson, Manager-Heritage Planning  

 

DATE: February 12, 2020 

 

SUBJECT:  Ontario Heritage Conference 2020 

 Update 

      

 

Project:  Ontario Heritage Conference 

  Theme: 20/20 Vision – Clarity for a New Decade 

 

Background:  

Date of Conference: Thursday May 28, Friday May 29 and Saturday May 30, 2020 

 

Host: City of Markham (awarded in 2018) 

 

Organizations: Community Heritage Ontario (CHO 

 Architectural Conservancy of Ontario (ACO) 

 Ontario Association of Heritage Professionals (OAHP) 

 

Administration: Local Organizing Committee (LOC) comprised of community and 

heritage representatives, City staff (Heritage, Economic Development, 

Corporate Communications, Finance) and reps from CHO and ACO 

 

Location(s): Thursday Evening – Markham Museum 

 Friday and Saturday Days - SMSV Meeting Facilities 

 Friday Night – Angus Glen Golf Course 

 

Attendance; 175 to 225 

 

Conference 

Hotel: Courtyard by Marriott Markham 

 Start Date: Tuesday, May 26, 2020 

 End Date: Tuesday, June 2, 2020 

 Last Day to Book: Thursday, April 30, 2020 

 Hotel(s) offering your special group rate: 

 Courtyard Toronto Markham for 130 CAD - 140 CAD per night 
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Program: Thursday afternoon: Tours in Markham (2:00 to 4:00pm) 

 Thursday evening – Reception at Markham Museum (7:30pm) 

  

 Friday Morning 

 8:00 – 9:00 am Registration  

 9:00 – 10:30  Opening Ceremonies 

   - greetings from CHO, ACO and OAHP presidents 

   - greetings from the Mayor of Markham 

   - Greetings from Minister of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and  

   Cultural Industries 

   - Brief Info on Church Worship Area 

   - Overview of Markham’s Heritage Program 

 

 10:30-11:00 am Networking/Nutrition Break 

 

 11:00 – Noon  Opening Keynote Address 

    - Alex Bozikovic, Globe and Mail Architecture  

    Critic  

 

 Noon – 1:30  Lunch 

 

 Friday Afternoon 

 1:30 – 3:00 (90 minute sessions) 

 Session 1A – Navigating Changes to the Ontario Heritage Act 

 Session 1B – Using Emerging Technology for Heritage 

 Session 1C – Why Don’t They Like Us? Making Heritage Relevant to 

our Ever Changing Society 

 

 3:00 -3:30  Networking/Nutrition Break  

 

 3:30 – 5:00 (90 minute sessions) 

 Session 2A – Development on Steroids 

 Session 2B – It’s Gotta Come Down! Demolition Due to Structural Issues 

 Session 2C – What To Do Once the Cows Have Left the Barn (Barn Re-

Use) 

 

 

 Friday Night 

 

 7:00 – 9:00   Gala Dinner 

 8:15 – 9:00  Keynote Speaker – William Greaves 

    The importance of Ontario Place as a modernist  

   landmark, its value to Ontario and what the future  

   may hold.     

  

 

Page 66 of 73



 Saturday Morning 

 

 9:00 – 10:00am (60 minute sessions) 

 Session 3A – Ask an Expert 

 Session 3B – That Building Has Style – Architectural Styles in Ontario  

 Session 3C – Convincing Council Why Heritage Matters 

 

 

 10:00 -10:30  Networking/Nutrition Break 

 

 10:30 – Noon (90 minute sessions) 

 Session 4A – Additions to Heritage Buildings –Why Are They So 

Challenging? 

 Session 4B – LPAT – Here We Come! 

 Session 4C – What to Do When God Leaves the Building (Places of 

Worship) 

 

 Noon -1:30  Lunch 

 

 Saturday Afternoon 

 

 1:30 – 3:00pm (90 minute sessions) 

 Session 5A – Protecting Heritage Resources When No One Is Home 

 Session 5B – Everything Old Is New Again (Adaptive Re-use) 

 Session 5C – Buildings on the Move – Relocating Heritage Resources (at 

main venue) 

 Session 5D – Managing Landscapes Within a Heritage District (off site 

tour) 

 

 3:00 – 3:30 Networking/Nutrition Break 

 

 3:30 – 4:30pm (60 minute sessions) 

 Session 6A – Managing Landscapes Within a Heritage District (off site 

tour con’t) 

 Session 6B – Historic Monuments – When Good Monuments Go Bad 

 Session 6C – Markham Heritage Estates Tour (con’t of 5C at the actual 

site) 

 

  

Tradeshow:  Exhibitors ($500/booth) 

   Friday and Saturday 

   Brochure has been produced  

   Heritage consultants and product suppliers have been contacted 
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Sponsorship:  Different levels of support 

   Sponsorship Opportunity 

   Gala Dinner - $3,000 

   Day Sponsor - $2,500 (2 available) 

   Lunch Sponsor - $1,500 (2 available) 

   Welcome Reception - $1,500 

   Networking Break - $500 (4 available) 

   Conference Supporter - $500 (unlimited) 

   Reception Table Sponsor - $250 

  Brochure produced and heritage and non-heritage candidates are bring 

contacted. 

 

Advertising/ 

Marketing Website 

 Facebook 

 Twitter 

 

Website: Link https://www.ontarioheritageconference.ca/ 

  

  
 A listing of other available hotels to be available on our website for the 

convenience of delegates.  

 Other activities in Markham and area to be available on website and at 

Conference 

  

Registration: Registration is to open up mid to late February. The on-line registration 

system is new this year and has been set up. All program details need to be 

finalized by then. 

 

Volunteers Roles and responsibilities are being determined 
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Suggested Recommendation for Heritage Markham  
 

That Heritage Markham Committee receive for information the update on the Ontario Heritage 

Conference (May 28-30, 2020) being organized and hosted by the City of Markham. 

  

 

File: 

 

Q:\Development\Heritage\SUBJECT\Ontario Heritage Conference 2020\HM Update Feb.doc 
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MEMORANDUM 

 
TO: Heritage Markham Committee 

 

FROM:  Regan Hutcheson, Manager-Heritage Planning  

 

DATE: February 12, 2020 

 

SUBJECT:  Main Street Unionville Commercial Core Streetscape Master Plan 2020 

 Final Draft Study Report - Update 

      

 

Project:  Main Street Unionville Commercial Core Streetscape Master Plan 2020 

 

Background:  

 The interim study document was reviewed by Heritage Markham Committee in March 

2019. 

 Consultation with the public and a number of community groups as well as City staff has 

been ongoing during 2019.  

 A preferred concept and suggested streetscape components was presented to the 

Unionville Sub-Committee on January 23, 2020 which included the Historic Unionville 

Community Vision Committee members.  The Sub-Committee recommended the 

endorsement of Modified Concept #2 and the Enhanced Treatment Option #6. 

 

Status/ Staff Comment 

 Staff will review the final draft concept with the committee and the potential treatment 

options. 

 

 

Suggested Recommendation for Heritage Markham  
 

That Heritage Markham Committee receive the staff presentation on the preferred concept, 

streetscape features and enhanced treatment options outlined in the Main Street Unionville 

Commercial Core Streetscape Master Plan 2020 – Final Draft Study Report; 

 

That Heritage Markham supports the Modified Concept #2 and Enhanced Treatment Option #6 

for the Main Street from a heritage perspective; and 

 

That Heritage Markham supports the improvements to the East Lane from a heritage perspective. 
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Summary of Heritage Markham Comments from the March 13, 2029 Meeting 

 

The streetscape study including a review of the options were presented to the Heritage 
Markham Committee on March 13, 2019 to obtain feedback from a heritage perspective as the 
study area is within the Unionville Heritage Conservation District. 
 
The Committee expressed a preference for Concept 2 related to the road alignment with a 
preference for 2.0m sidewalks with the larger boulevard on the east side, in order to eliminate 
parking opportunities and driveway conflicts on the west side and allow delivery opportunities 
on the east side boulevard (without blocking traffic).   
 
The Committee also offered general comments on streetscape features: 

• A desire to not over-design the street; 
• Enhance pedestrian/village experience; 
• Consider wooden poles versus metal banner poles 
• Disguising electrical control boxes (serviceable but not visible) 
• Making the street more winter friendly; 
• Appropriate/traditional lighting (colour temperature, direction and projection); 
• Desire for, and treatment of, new trees; 
• Consider a more ambitious approach with regard to better quality materials (both 

placement and use) while considering operational and maintenance requirements. 
 
 

 

 

File: Q:\Development\Heritage\SUBJECT\Unionville Core Area Streetscape Master Plan 2018\HM\HM Feb 13 2020 UPDATE 

ON FINAL CONCEPT.doc 
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Basic Treatment 
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MEMORANDUM 

 
TO: Heritage Markham Committee 

 

FROM:  Regan Hutcheson, Manager-Heritage Planning  

 

DATE: February 12, 2020 

 

SUBJECT:  Heritage Education 

      

 

Project:  Make ‘Save and Re-use’ the Norm – Aligning Heritage Preservation with 

Provincial Priorities 

 

Background:  

 Heritage Day in Ontario is Monday, Feb 17th  

 Heritage Advocacy Day is taking place on Wednesday, February 19th at the Ontario 

Legislature in Toronto. 

 The Architectural Conservancy of Ontario (ACO) will be meeting with members of the 

provincial parliament throughout the day, followed by a reception.  

 ACO’s message this year for representatives at Queen’s Park is to illustrate how heritage 

preservation efforts can align with provincial priorities 

 

Status/ Staff Comment 

 Staff will show a presentation prepared by the ACO for educational purposes. 

 

 

 

Suggested Recommendation for Heritage Markham  
 

That Heritage Markham Committee receive for information. 

  

 

File: Q:\Development\Heritage\SUBJECT\Heritage Week\2020\HM Feb 2020 ACO presentation.doc 
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