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Meeting Agenda

Date: Monday, June 12, 2017

Time and Location: 7 p.m., Holland Room, Aurora Town Hall

1. Approval of the Agenda
Recommended:

That the agenda as circulated by Legislative Services be approved.

2. Declarations of Pecuniary Interest and General Nature Thereof

3. Receipt of the Minutes

Heritage Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes of May 8, 2017

Recommended:

That the Heritage Advisory Committee meeting minutes of May 8, 2017, be received
for information.

4. Delegations
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5. Matters for Consideration

1.

HAC17-012 — Request to Remove a Property from the Aurora Register of

Properties of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest
34, 38, 42 and 46 George Street

Recommended:

1. That Report No. HAC17-012 be received; and

2. That the Heritage Advisory Committee recommend to Council:

(a) That the properties located at 38, 42 and 46 George Street be
removed from the Aurora Register of Properties of Cultural Heritage
Value or Interest; and

(b) That the pending list status of 34 George Street be removed; and

(c) That future building elevations are subject to approval of Planning staff
and reviewed by the Design Review Panel to ensure the proposed
new residential development will maintain the heritage character of the
area.

HAC17-013 — Heritage Status of the Aurora Train Station

121 Wellington Street East

Recommended:

1.

2.

That Report No. HAC17-013 be received; and
That the Heritage Advisory Committee recommend to Council:

(a) That staff consult with Metrolinx with respect to a potential designation
of the Historic Train Station at 121 Wellington Street East under Part
IV of the Ontario Heritage Act; and

(b) That staff prepare a future report on the Heritage Impact Assessment
to be released by Metrolinx for proposed station upgrades.
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3. | Memorandum from Planner
Re: Additional Information — Architectural Salvage Program

Recommended:

1. That the memorandum regarding Additional Information — Architectural
Salvage Program be received; and

2. That the Heritage Advisory Committee recommend to Council:

(@) That staff make items from the Architectural Salvage Program
available to the public in July 2017; and

(b) That a notice with respect to the event be published in the local
newspapers and the Town of Aurora website.

6. Informational Items

4. HAC17-014 — Existing Heritage Status
Historical Yonge Street within the Aurora Promenade

Recommended:

1. That Report No. HAC17-014 be received for information.

5. Extracts from Council Meetings of March 28 and May 9, 2017
Re: Heritage Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes of February 13,
March 6, and April 10, 2017

Recommended:

1. That the Extracts from Council Meetings of March 28 and May 9, 2017,
regarding the Heritage Advisory Committee meeting minutes of February
13, March 6, and April 10, 2017, be received for information.

7. New Business

8. Adjournment




Heritage Advisory Committee Meeting Agenda item 1
Monday, June 12, 2017 Page 1 of 21

/* Town of Aurora
AUI@RA Heritage Advisory Committee Report No.HAC17-012

Subject: Request to Remove a Property from the Aurora Register of
Properties of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest
34, 38, 42 and 46 George Street

Prepared by: Jeff Healey, Planner / Heritage Planning
Department: Planning and Building Services
Date: June 12, 2017

Recommendation

1. That Report No. HAC17-012 be received; and
2. That the Heritage Advisory Committee recommend to Council:

a) That the properties located at 38, 42 and 46 George Street be
removed from the Aurora Register of Properties of Cultural Heritage
Value or Interest; and

b) That the pending list status for 34 George Street be removed.

c) That future building elevations are subject to approval of Planning
Staff and reviewed by the Design Review Panel to ensure the
proposed new residential development will maintain the heritage
character of the area.

Executive Summary

The purpose of this report is to provide Council with direction from the Heritage Advisory
Committee regarding the request to remove the properties located at 38, 42 and 46
George Street from the Aurora Register of Properties of Cultural Heritage Value or
Interest. 34 George Street is a Pending List property, which carries no official status
under the Ontario Heritage Act.

e The structures was constructed between 1910 and 1925, 38 George Street may
be constructed as early as 1884.

¢ No Heritage Impact Statement has been submitted

¢ No concept elevations for the subject lands have been submitted for review
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Background

The owner of the property located at 46 George Street submitted an Application to
request that the subject property be removed from the Aurora Register of Properties of
Cultural Heritage Value or Interest on March 30 2017.

On April 12 2017, incomplete Demolition Permits were received for all four properties
from a land developer who has conditionally purchased the properties. After repeated
requests from Heritage Staff to submit a complete demolition permit or provide a notice
in writing of intent to demolish, the land developer has not submitted a complete
demolition permit, nor has provided proper notice in writing to the Town for an intent to
demolish, therefore the 60 day notice period as per Section 27(3) of the Ontario
Heritage Actis not in place for any property at the time of writing of this report.

Location

The subject properties are located on the west side of George Street between
Wellington Street West and Tyler Street (See Attachment 1). The properties identified
as 38, 42 and 46 George Street are listed and non-designated on the Aurora Register of
Properties of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest. The property municipally known as 34
George Street is a Pending List property, which carries no status under the Ontario
Heritage Act.

Provisions of the Ontario Heritage Act for delisting process

According to Section 27 of the Ontario Heritage Act, a Municipal Register of Cultural
Heritage Value or Interest may include properties that have not been designated under
the Ontario Heritage Act, but that the Council of a Municipality believes to be of cultural
heritage value or interest.

The principal implication of properties non-designated and listed on the Aurora Register
pertains to subsection 27. (3) of the Ontario Heritage Act where,

If property included in the register under subsection (1.2) has not been
designated under section 29, the owner of the property shall not demolish
or remove a building or structure on the property or permit the demolition
or removal of the building or structure unless the owner gives the council
of the municipality at least 60 days notice in writing of the owner’s
intention to demolish or remove the building or structure or to permit the
demolition or removal of the building or structure. 2006, c. 11, Sched. B,
s. 11 (2).

The purpose of providing Council with 60 days to determine the Notice of Intention is to
provide time to determine whether or not the property should be designated under the
Ontario Heritage Act. According to subsection 27(1.3) of the Ontario Heritage Act, the
Council of a Municipality shall, before removing the reference to such a property from
the Register, consult with its Municipal Heritage Committee.
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Analysis

Heritage Briefs for each property can be found in Attachment #2 of this report.
History of the Properties

The history of each property was compiled from the Aurora Museum archives, additional
history of the property may be uncovered with a complete Heritage Impact Assessment
for the properties.

34 George Street

34 George Street was constructed between 1935 and 1945. Assessment rolls for 34

George Street identify former owners Robert Simpson, Carpenter and Fred Chapma,
woodworker who owned the property before the building was constructed. It appears
that Leonard Chapma owned the home in 1951 after the home was constructed. The
current owners of 34 George Street have owned the property for over 35 years.

38 George Street

The construction date for 38 George Street is contains two varying accounts. The
Town’s Cityview records identify the building was constructed in 1884 while the LACAC
assessment of the property identifies the building was constructed circa 1915. Fred
Chapma, wood worker is identified as the owner of 38 George Street between 1921 and
1931. Dan Burling is identified as the owner by 1951.

42 George Street

42 George Street was constructed circa 1915, likely by 1912. Assessment Rolls identify
that the building was owned by Jim Watson Carpenter in 1921, and W. Morning,
garageman (auto mechanic) between 1931 and 1951.

46 George Street

46 George Street was constructed circa 1920. The property was owner by Jim Watson,
Carpenter from 1921 through to 1951. By 1981, the property was owned by Douglas
Watson.

Heritage Features of the Existing Buildings
34 George Street

34 George Street can be described as a 1 ¥ storey Workers House with a side gable
roof. The front elevation displays a picture window on the left, while the front door, a
vertical window and a smaller box window are featured on the right. The front elevation
of the first storey is cladded with stone, while the first floor of the remaining elevations
are cladded with aluminum siding. The front elevation has previously featured an
uncovered wood porch, however the porch is currently removed. A single pedimented
dormer cladded with vinyl siding projects from the second storey on the front elevation.
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The original siding of the main building may have been either removed or covered. An
accessory shed is also located in the rear yard.

38 George Street

38 George Street can be described as a 1 ¥z storey structure with a gable roof. The
architectural design of the house reflects an Ell-shape Victorian Gothic style. As
buildings with similar architecture in Aurora were constructed circa 1890 would support
an earlier construction date for 38 George Street. The front fagade displays a single 3
over 3 casement window on the upper floor capped with an arched window and three 2
over 3 casement windows on the lower floor. The front open porch, supported by four
columns, centres the front door and spans three quarters of the front fagcade. The front
porch features wood railings along its span, although the railings are not original to the
home retain the porch’s original character. The building comprises of vinyl siding on all
elevations, the original siding has likely been covered or removed. According to
Cityview records, a rear addition was added to the building circa 1994. It is noted that
the existing windows have replaced the original double hung windows which were
previously featured on the home. An accessory shed is also located in the rear yard and
appears to have been re-sided circa 2010.

Although the original siding, porch railings and the windows have been removed from
the home, the house remains remarkably intact from previous photos of the home taken
circa 1935 (see figure 1 below).

Figure 1: 38 George Street circa 1935

42 George Street

42 George Street can be described as a 2 storey Workers House with a front gable roof.
The front fagade displays a gabled roof with a porch and verandah. The building
displays a front porch, supported by three wood columns. The front fagade displays
three double-hung windows, one on the first floor and two on the second floor. The
building is cladded with wood board and batten siding, coloured blue. The original siding
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of the main building may have been either removed or covered. An accessory garage
with matching siding is also located in the rear yard.

46 George Street

46 George Street can be described as a 1 ¥ storey bungalow with a side gable roof.
The first floor displays two casement windows centred by the verandah and front door.
The building is currently sided with aluminium siding The building displays a front
verandah spanning the centre third of the front elevation and is supported by two wood
columns. Decorative brackets and bargeboard adorn front verandah, which adds
character to the home, however is not original. A single pedimented front gable dormer
is displayed from the second storey of the front elevation, this dormer was likely added
after the original construction of the home. The condition of the building appears to
have improved compared to earlier photos of the building taken in the mid-1990’s. The
current owner should be applauded for good stewardship of the home.

The neighbourhood comprises of Listed Heritage Properties

George Street, between Wellington Street West to the north and Hillview Road to the
south, encompasses a total of nineteen (19) properties, five (5) of which are listed on
the Aurora Register of Properties of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest. Furthermore,
the properties are located within 150 metres of sixteen (16) properties on Tyler Street
that are listed on the Aurora Register of Properties of Cultural Heritage Value or
Interest.

It is noted that the subject properties are located within close proximity of one (1)
property Designated under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act.:

e 80 George Street- The Benjamin Willis House

Building Evaluation

The Evaluation Working Group met to perform an objective evaluation of the subject
properties on May 24, 2017 (See Attachment 3). The Evaluation Criteria for assessing
the cultural heritage value of cultural heritage resources have been developed by the
Town in consultation with its Municipal Heritage Committee. As per Section 13.3 e) of
the Official Plan, Priority will be given to designating all Group 1 heritage resources in
the Register.

The purpose of the Evaluation is to identify the design/physical value,
historical/associative value, and contextual value of the property as per Ontario
Regulation 9/06, which outlines the criteria for determining cultural heritage value or
Interest under the Ontario Heritage Act in order to conserve significant heritage
resources.
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The Evaluation found the 38, 42 and 46 to each score in the low end of Group 2,
suggesting that the properties are “significant, worthy of preservation”. The Evaluation
found 34 George Street to score in Group 3, suggesting that the property is “moderately
significant, worthy of documentation and preservation as part of a historic grouping”.

According to the Heritage Evaluation Guide for buildings scored within Group 2:

e The designation of the building pursuant to the Ontario Heritage Act will be
encouraged;

» The retention of the structure in its existing location is encouraged;

e Any development application affecting such a structure should incorporate the
identified building; and

o Appropriate alternative uses for the building will be encouraged when necessary
to ensure its preservation.

e A Letter of Credit may be required to ensure the protection and preservation of
the building in connection with a redevelopment application.

The Heritage Evaluation Guide also provides the following for buildings rated within
Group 3:

e The designation of the building pursuant to the Ontario Heritage Act may be
supported with an approved restoration plan, but would not necessarily be
initiated by the Town unless part of a historic grouping such as an intact
streetscape;

o Retention of the building on site is supported, particularly if part of a historic
streetscape; and

e If the building is to be demolished, a photographic record, measured drawings
and/or salvage of significant architectural elements may be required.

The conservation of remaining physical attributes of the property would require formal
designation under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act, making it necessary for owners to
obtain Heritage Permits for proposed work.

The Ontario Heritage Act provides criteria for determining cultural heritage value or
interest with Ontario Regulation 9/06. This Regulation requires that a building must
exhibit significant design/physical, or associative, or contextual value to warrant
designation. The Evaluation working group found the final weighted score of 34 George
Street to be 26.5/100, 38 George Street to be 47.5/100, 42 George Street to be 45/100
and 46 George Street to be 46.4/100.

Proposed Concept Plan

The subject lands are part of a conditional sale. The land developer wishes to remove
the properties from the Aurora Register as a non-designated ‘listed’ property with the
intention of demolishing the existing structures to prepare the lands for a new
development. To date, staff have not received any conceptual drawing from the land
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developer, nor has any pre-consultation meeting discussing the development taken
place with Heritage Staff.

Design Review Panel

The Design Review Panel has not discussed this application as there is no concept
proposal received to date for the subject lands. Review from the design review panel
will occur when a planning application is submitted.

Financial Implications

There are no financial implications.
Communications Considerations
No Communication Required.

Link to Strategic Plan

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

Alternatives to the Recommendation

1. Refuse the application and recommend Designation under Part |V of the Ontario
Heritage Act.

Conclusions

38,42 and 46 George Street were evaluated using the Town of Aurora Heritage Building
Evaluation Guide and was rated in the low end of Group 2, which encourages the
retention of the building as well as designation under the Ontario Heritage Act. 34
George Street was rated in Group 3. It is recommended that the proposed elevations of
any future development are subject to approval of Planning Staff and the Design
Review Panel to ensure a future development will maintain the heritage character of the
area. Staff recommend the Heritage Advisory Committee remove 38,42 and 46 George
Street from the Aurora Registrar of Properties of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest.

Attachments

Attachment #1 — Location Map

Attachment #2 — Heritage Resource Briefs (2010)
Attachment #3 — Evaluation Working Group Scores
Attachment #4 — Photos of George Street properties (2017)
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Previous Reports

None.

Pre-submission Review

Agenda Management Team Meeting review on June 1, 2017.

Departmental Approval

M@__M
e

Marco Ramunno

Director, Planning and Building Services
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Report No. HAC17-012
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Attachment 2
AURORA REGISTER OF PROPERTIES OF CUL. o......

HERITAGE VALUE OR INTEREST (Updated 2010)

Address: 38 George Street

=
= Former Address:
=1
wn Legal Description: PLAN: 30 LOT: 11
Current Use: Residence Original use: Residence

w .
- Heritage Status: Listed By-law No. & Date:
: Official Plan: Urban residential Zoning: R2 (Detached dwelling 2nd
i density)
2 HCD: Plaques:

E

o

e

=

=

KEY MAP
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AURORA REGISTER OF PROPERTIES OF CULTURAL
HERITAGE VALUE OR INTEREST (Updated 2010)

ARCHITECTURE

GENERAL INFORMATION:
Address: 38 George Street

Construction Date:  C1920
Architectural Style: Worker’s House
Heritage Easement:

GENERAL DESCRIPTION:
Floor Plan:

Foundation Materials:
Exterior Wall Materials:
Roof Type:

Entrance:

Gable; gable front ell

UNIQUE FEATURES:
Chimney (s):
Dormers:

Roof Trim:
Window Trim:

Builder:
Architect:
Original Owner:
Historical Name:

Storey: 1Y,

Windows:
Bays:

Special Windows:
Porch/Verandah:
Door Trim:
Other:

Verandah

Aluminum siding,
replacement windows

HISTORY

Historical Society files include:

Town of Aurora files include:

PHOTOS:
HISTORICAL PHOTO
Photo date

The Aurora Inventory of Heritage Buildings was compiled by the Aurora Heritage Advisory Committee (LACAC) between 1976 and 1981.
The completed inventory was adopted by Council and released in 1981. On September 26, 2006 Aurora Council at its meeting No. 06-
25, has officially changed the name of the Aurora Inventory of Heritage Building to the “Aurora Register of Property of Cultural

1995 INVENTORY PHOTO
Photo date

Heritage Value or Interest” and all property included in the Inventory were transferred to the Register.
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AURORA REGISTER OF PROPERTIES OF CULTURAL
HERITAGE VALUE OR INTEREST (Updated 2010)

Address: 42 George Street

=
i Former Address:
|
N Legal Description: PLAN: LOT: 12
Current Use: Residence Original use: Residence

N
- Heritage Status: Listed By-law No. & Date:
: Official Plan: Urban residential Zoning: R2 (Detached dwelling 2nd
e density)
2 HCD: Plaques:

E

o

B

=

e

KEY MAP
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AURORA REGISTER OF PROPERTIES OF CULTURAL
HERITAGE VALUE OR INTEREST (Updated 2010)

GENERAL INFORMATION:
Address: 42 George Street
Construction Date:  C1910
Architectural Style: Worker’s House
Heritage Easement:

Builder:
Architect:
Original Owner:
Historical Name:

HISTORY

The Aurora Inventory of Heritage Buildings was compiled by the Aurora Heritage Advisory Committee (LACAC) between 1976 and 1981.
The completed inventory was adopted by Council and released in 1981. On September 26, 2006 Aurora Council at its meeting No. 06-
25, has officially changed the name of the Aurora Inventory of Heritage Building to the “Aurora Register of Property of Cultural
Heritage Value or Interest” and all property included in the Inventory were transferred to the Register.

D GENERAL DESCRIPTION:
= Floor Plan: Storey: 1%
@) Foundation Materials:
E Exterior Wall Materials:
= Roof Type: Gable front Windows:
m Entrance: Bays:
@)
&2 | UNIQUE FEATURES:
<« Chimney (s): Special Windows:
Dormers: Porch/Verandah:  Verandah
Roof Trim: Door Trim:
Window Trim: Other: Insulbrick, covered by board
and batten
Historical Society files include:
Town of Aurora files include:
PHOTOS:
HISTORICAL PHOTO 1995 INVENTORY PHOTO
Photo date Photo date
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AURORA REGISTER OF PROPERTIES OF CULTURAL
HERITAGE VALUE OR INTEREST (Updated 2010)

Address: 46 George Street

=
ot Former Address:
[
95} Legal Description: PLAN: 30 LOT: 13
Current Use: Residence Original use: Residence
% Heritage Status: Listed By-law No. & Date:
: Official Plan: Urban residential Zoning: R2 (Detached dwelling 2nd
o density)
2 HCD: Plaques:
an = = o
m f s .,.’f&-‘;[
S , ' e
g — e
i =

--------- l' EErgE
225, é.v.v.‘a r—l OXHK
® ; ‘

g

KEY MAP
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AURORA REGISTER OF PROPERTIES OF CULTURAL
HERITAGE VALUE OR INTEREST (Updated 2010)

GENERAL INFORMATION:
Address: 46 George Street Builder:
Construction Date:  C1925 Architect:
Architectural Style: Bungalow Original Owner:
= Heritage Easement: Historical Name:
g GENERAL DESCRIPTION:
E= Floor Plan: Storey: 1%
&) Foundation Materials:
E Exterior Wall Materials:
= Roof Type: Gable Windows:
E Entrance: Bays:
&)
& | UNIQUE FEATURES:
< Chimney (s): Special Windows:
Dormers: Porch/Verandah:  Porch
Roof Trim: Door Trim:
Window Trim: Other: Aluminum siding, extensive

replacement windows

Historical Society files include:

Town of Aurora files include:

PHOTOS:
HISTORICAL PHOTO 1995 INVENTORY PHOTO
Photo date Photo date

HISTORY

The Aurora Inventory of Heritage Buildings was compiled by the Aurora Heritage Advisory Committee (LACAC) between 1976 and 1981.
The completed inventory was adopted by Council and released in 1981. On September 26, 2006 Aurora Council at its meeting No. 06-
25, has officially changed the name of the Aurora Inventory of Heritage Building to the “Aurora Register of Property of Cultural
Heritage Value or Interest” and all property included in the Inventory were transferred to the Register.
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Attachment 3

r Municipal Address: 39 Geo o

Legal Description: N Lot: Cons: Group: 3
Date of Evaluation:  Maq ¥ ¢/ /"2 Name of Recorder: __ J b{
HISTORICAL E G F TOTAL
Date of Construction 30 20 0 10730
Trends/Patterns/Themes 40 27 0 14//40
Events 15 10 5 O/15
Persons/Groups 10 5 O/15
Archaeological (Bonus) 10 7 3 @ 0/10
Historic Grouping (Bonus) 10 7 3 @ 0/10
Construction Date (Bonus) 10 /10
HISTORICAL TOTAL 24(/100
ARCHITECTURAL E G F TOTAL
Design 20 13 7 0 ) O/20
Style 30 20 0 10 /30
Architectural Integrity 20 13 0 0 7 /20
Physical Condition 20 13 0 10720
Design/Builder 10 7 3 0/10
Interior (Bonus) 10 7 3 O/10
ARCHITECTURAL TOTAL 7. $/100
ENVIRONMENTAL TOTAL
Design Compatibility 40 27 14 140
Community Context 20 13 O/20
Landmark 20 13 7 020
Site 20 ® 7 13 /20
ENVIRONMENTAL TOTAL 277100

SCORE INDIVIDUAL OLD AURORA
Historical Score X 40% = 29x20%=_ 4.8
Architectural Score X 40% = 27 X35%=_1ggR G 5
Environmental Score X 20% = 27X 45% = 2.2 ‘
TOTAL SCORE

] [2¢.]5
GROUP 1 =70-100 GROUP 2 =45-69 @ROUP 3 =44 or lesd) J
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AL TR S R i

b T

B Municipal Address:
Legal Description: N Lot: Cons: Group: ;2
Date of Evaluation: Moi(, 29 / )2 Name of Recorder: <3 79
HISTORICAL E G F P TOTAL
Date of Construction 30 Qo) 10 0 20/30
Trends/Patterns/Themes 40 = (27) 14 0 27/40
Events 15 0 5 (0) O/15
Persons/Groups 15 10 5 0) O/15
Archaeological (Bonus) 10 7 3 O /10
Historic Grouping (Bonus) 10 7 3 O /10
Construction Date (Bonus) 10 /10
HISTORICAL TOTAL &3100
ARCHITECTURAL E G F P TOTAL
Design 20 7 0 (3 /20
Style 30 10 0 20/30
Architectural Integrity 20 7 0 13/20
Physical Condition 20 T3 7 0 16/20
Design/Builder 10 7 3 O/10
Interior (Bonus) 10 7 3 0/10
ARCHITECTURAL TOTAL 6 /100
ENVIRONMENTAL TOTAL
Design Compatibility 40 27 d4) 0 19 140
Community Context 20 13 (D 0 /20
Landmark 20 13 7 @ 0 /20
Site 13 7 0 20/20
ENVIRONMENTAL TOTAL 7/ /100
SCORE INDIVIDUAL OLD AURORA
Historical Score X40% = 47 X20%= 9, &
Architectural Score X 40% = 6 x35%=_1 4
Environmental Score X20% = Yl X45%=_18.5
TOTAL SCORE '
[ ] 425
GROUP 1 =70-100 GROUP 2 =45-69 GROUP 3 =44 or less
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Municipal Address: 4/2 Ge
Legal Description: > Lot: Cons: Group: 2
Date of Evaluation: ddﬂ/‘ V) 2 / I;Z Name of Recorder: "y H
HISTORICAL E G F P TOTAL
Date of Construction 30 10 0 20 /30
Trends/Patterns/Themes 40 27 0 14 /40
Events 5 10 5 (09 o/13
Persons/Groups 15 10 5 (0 O/15
Archaeological (Bonus) 10 7 3 O/10
Historic Grouping (Bonus) 10 7 3 O /10
Construction Date (Bonus) 10 /10
HISTORICAL TOTAL 100
ARCHITECTURAL E G F P TOTAL
Design 20 13 0 7120
Style 30 20 0 10/30
Architectural Integrity 13 0 20/20
Physical Condition 20 13 7 0 10120
Design/Builder 10 7 3 0 0O/10
Interior (Bonus) 10 7 3 O/10
ARCHITECTURAL TOTAL &7 2/100
ENVIRONMENTAL TOTAL
Design Compatibility 40 27 A 0 14 140
Community Context 20 13 (7) 0 220
Landmark 20 13 (7) 0 <2/20
Site @ 13 7 0 20120
ENVIRONMENTAL TOTAL &2 /100
SCORE INDIVIDUAL OLD AURORA
Historical Score X 40% = 39 X20%=
Architectural Score X 40% = Y2AX35%=
Environmental Score X20% = H8X45%= 24 £
TOTAL SCORE '
] [ 94]a
GROUP 1 =70-100 ROUP 2 @ GROUP 3 =44 or less

—
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BT s

Municipal Address: 4 /4 Geome S?"fee"‘
Legal Description: Lot: Cons: Group: 2
Date of Evaluation: ﬂay Y /1 2 Name of Recorder: Tj‘é/
HISTORICAL E G F P TOTAL
Date of Construction 30 20 (0 0 16 /30
Trends/Patterns/Themes 40 27 (14) 0 14 /40
Events 15 10 5 @ O35
Persons/Groups 15 10 5 ©) O/15
Archaeological (Bonus) 10 7 3 0o
Historic Grouping (Bonus) 10 7 3 O/10
Construction Date (Bonus) 10 /10
HISTORICAL TOTAL 24 /100
ARCHITECTURAL E G F P TOTAL
Design 20 (13 7 0 13 120
Style 30 Q0) 10 0 20/30
Architectural Integrity 20 (3) 7 0 (3120
Physical Condition 13 7 0 20 /20
Design/Builder 10 7 3 O/10
Interior (Bonus) 10 7 3 Q10
ARCHITECTURAL TOTAL éé /100
ENVIRONMENTAL TOTAL
Design Compatibility 40 27 (4 0 14140
Community Context 20 13 D 0 7 120
Landmark 20 13 O 0 /20
Site 20 O 7 0 13 120
ENVIRONMENTAL TOTAL g [ /100
SCORE INDIVIDUAL OLD AURORA
Historical Score X 40% = 29 x20%=_4.8
Architectural Score X 40% = 86 X35%= 23,1
Environmental Score X20%= Y X45%=_ (8.5
TOTAL SCORE A
[ ] (%.%
GROUP 1 =70-100 GROUP 2 = 45-69 GROUP 3 =44 or less
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Photos of George Street Properties-May 2017

38 George Street- Front Elevation
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46 George Street- Front Elevation
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AUILORA Heritage Advisory Committee Report No.HAC17-013

Subject: Heritage Status of the Aurora Train Station
121 Wellington Street East

Prepared by: Jeff Healey, Planner / Heritage Planning
Department: Planning and Building Services
Date: June 12, 2017

Recommendation

1. That Report No. HAC17-013 be received; and,
2. That the Heritage Advisory Committee recommend to Council:

a) That Staff consult with Metrolinx with respect to a potential
designation of the Historic Train Station at 121 Wellington Street
East under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act; and

b) That Staff prepare a future report on the Heritage Impact Assessment
to be released by Metrolinx for proposed station upgrades.

Executive Summary

The purpose of this report is to provide the Heritage Advisory Committee information
with respect to the Heritage Status of the historic Train Station located at 121 Wellington
Street East.

e The Metrolinx Heritage Committee has identified the historic train station as a
structure of Provincial Significance, therefore the Train Station is Designated
under Part lll.1 of the Ontario Heritage Act

e This report includes an outline of the differences between Parts Ill.1, IV and V of
the Ontario Heritage Act and the Heritage Railway Stations Protection Act

e Proposed works with respect to the GO Transit lands are not anticipated to affect
the existing train station
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Background

On March 6 2017, the Heritage Advisory Committee requested staff to prepare a report
on the heritage status of the historic Train Station. This report will outline existing
heritage protections in place for the building.

Location

The subject property is located on the south side of Wellington Street East between
Berczy Street and Industrial Parkway South (See Attachment 1). The property is listed
on the Aurora Register of Properties of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest and can be
described as a “Stick Style” variation of the Grand Trunk Railroad Standard Station #1.
The building was constructed in 1900, by the Grand Trunk Railroad.

Provisions of the Ontario Heritage Act
Part .1 of the Ontario Heritage Act

Section 25 of the Ontario Heritage Act establishes that all properties owned by a
prescribed public body that are deemed to have cultural heritage value or interest.
Properties that are deemed to have cultural heritage value or interest must comply with
Standards and Guidelines outlined by the Ministry of Tourism Culture and Sport.

Application

(2) This Part applies to property,

(a) that is owned by the Crown in right of Ontario or by a prescribed public body;
or (b) that is occupied by a ministry or a prescribed public body if the terms of the
occupancy agreement are such that the ministry or public body is entitled to
make the alterations to the property that may be required under the heritage
standards and guidelines approved under subsection (5). 2005, c. 6, s. 13.

Heritage standards and guidelines

(3) The Minister may prepare heritage standards and guidelines which shall,

(a) set out the criteria and the process for the identification of properties referred
to in subsection (2) that have cultural heritage value or interest; and

(b) set standards for the protection, maintenance, use and disposal of property
referred to in clause (a). 2005, c. 6, s. 13.

Referencing the Standards and Guidelines for Conservation of Provincial Heritage
Properties, dated April 28 2010, outlines the parameters of Part Ill.1 Heritage
Designation:

Provincial heritage properties are not subject to designation by municipalities or
the Minister. The amendments to the Act gave the Minister of Tourism and
Culture the authority to develop standards and guidelines for the conservation of
provincial heritage properties. As a result, the province now has the responsibility
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to establish a comparable standard of identification, protection and care for
provincial heritage properties as already exists for private property.

Part lll.1 of the Act enables the Minister of Tourism and Culture, in consultation
with the ministries and public bodies affected, to prepare standards and
guidelines that set out the criteria and process for identifying provincial heritage
properties and to set standards for their protection, maintenance, use, and
disposal. In developing these Standards and Guidelines, the Ministry of Tourism
and Culture drew from existing standards, policies, and best practices currently in
use by the Government of Ontario, the federal government, and leading
international jurisdictions. The Ministry consulted with affected ministries, public
bodies proposed to be prescribed by Regulation 157/10 and the Ontario Heritage
Trust.

It is important to recognize that many ministries and public bodies already take
steps to protect the cultural heritage resources in their care. Some have
processes consistent with the Class Environmental Assessments approved for
them by the Minister of the Environment. Others are required to do so by
legislation or their own charter, mandate or mission statement. Building on the
measures already in place, these Standards and Guidelines will bring
consistency and uniformity to the management of provincial heritage assets.

By following the Standards and Guidelines, government ministries and public
bodies will show that the province values the cultural heritage resources in its
care and leads by example in conservation and responsible stewardship.

Metrolinx is identified as a prescribed public body under Ontario Reg. 157/10 under the
Ontario Heritage Act. Other prescribed public bodies include Hydro One Inc., the
Ontario Heritage Trust and the Ontario Infrastructure and Lands Corporation
(Infrastructure Ontario).

Parts IV and V of the Ontario Heritage Act

Parts IV and V of the Ontario Heritage Act serve as tools for Municipalities to protect
properties or a group of properties deemed to be significant within its jurisdiction. A Part
IV Designation cannot occur on a property Designated under Part 1ll.1 unless the
prescribed public body was willing to adhere to the Part IV Designation By-law.
Furthermore, as long as the Trains Station was owned by Metrolinx, any Part IV
Designation would serve as a symbolic stance of Council in the preservation and
conservation of the building.

It is noted that if the train station was sold by Metrolinx to a private company, the
property would no longer be Designated under Part lll.1 of the Act. A Part IV
Designation would need to be applied immediately after the sale of the train station.
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Heritage Railway Stations Protection Act

The Heritage Railway Stations Protection Actis a federal law, which protects heritage
train stations which are owned by federally regulated railway companies (such as CNR
and CPR) under the Canada Transport Act. According to a Cultural Heritage Evaluation
Report prepared by Tylor Hazel Architects dated March, 2014 the Train Station was
designated under the Act in 1990. When the Aurora Train Station and the rail corridor
were sold to the Greater Toronto Transit Authority in1999, the station lost its protection
from the Heritage Railway Stations Protection Act as Metrolinx and its predecessor the
Greater Toronto Transit Authority are not identified as a federally regulated railway
company. It is noted that the Heritage Railway Stations Protection Act could apply to the
building in the future should the building be sold to a federally regulated railway.

Analysis

Information regarding the historical, architectural and contextual value of the train
station was obtained from the Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report- Aurora GO Station
Aurora, ON prepared by Tylor Hazel Architects dated March, 2014.

History of the Station

In 1853, the Ontario, Simcoe and Huron Railroad Union Company completed the first
leg of a rail line connecting Toronto to Machell’'s Corners (now Aurora). This railway was
the first operational railway in Canada West, using the first steam engine built in the
province. The railway corridor continued to serve an important route for freight and
passenger traffic. The introduction of the railway transformed Machells Corners, by
spurring early industry such as a grist mill, tannery, wagon maker, coffin maker and as
brewery. The population of the small village would increase from 100 in 1853 to 700 by
1863.

The original Aurora Train station was constructed in 1853. The third (and current) train
station was constructed in 1900. The station was constructed by the Grand Trunk
Railway at a time when similar train stations were constructed in towns such as Maple,
Newmarket and Stayner.

Heritage Features of the Existing Building

The Aurora Train Station displays a high degree of craftsmanship, designed in a Stick
Style architectural style. Stick Style was a variation of station design by Grand Trunk
Railways in the late 1890’s and early 1900’s. The building is a timber-frame structure,
featuring steeply pitched hipped roof with deep, overhanging eaves. An open porte-
cochere extends from the north end of the structure and an operator’s bay extends from
the west elevation. The building was cladded with Insulbrick by CN circa1957 and was
removed and restored with wood board and batten siding by GO transit in 1992.
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The building features an original bay window on the west elevation, which originally
served as the location for telegraph equipment and to provide the station operator with a
clear view on approaching trains.

The interior of the station is finished in Norway Pine, originally varnished now painted.
The building was originally divided into three rooms, an office in the centre, a waiting
room to the north and a baggage room to the south. The original division is now
removed, now divided into an office room in the north, a washroom and utility room in
the southeast corner and the remainder is a waiting room.

Contextual Value

The train station is contextually linked to the surrounding properties through the
historical setting with the railway and linages between Aurora’ residential and industrial
past. The train station is contextually linked to the former Baldwin’s Mill (constructed
1933) and the Railway Hotel (constructed 1856), which are both located on the north
side of the Wellington Street East, on either side of the railway tracks. All three
structures signify a linkage to the emergence of the railway over 160 years ago.

Heritage Attributes

Metrolinx has identified a number of heritage attributes associated with the train
station’s architecture, these attributes are as follows:

e |ts rectangular footprint and one-storey massing.

e |ts domestic scale and delicate, pleasing proportions.

» lts steeply-pitched hip roof, and deep, overhanging eaves, broken by gables on
the north and west (trackside) elevations.

o Features and finishes attributable to its picturesque Stick-Style design, including:

o Bargeboard, King-posts, finials, pendants and arched brackets in the
north-end and west-side gables;

o The pattern of board-and-batten siding, vertical and diagonal boarding,
and externally expressed framing on its exterior wall surfaces;

o The open porte-cochere at its north end with its slender pillars and arched
brackets.

¢ The articulation of exterior and interior wall surfaces as three horizontal bands,
defined by the use of different wood surfaces.

e The placement and proportions of original openings, including the operator’s bay
window and tripartite windows on the west, north and east elevations.

e The projecting operator’'s bay window on the west/track side and all of its
associated materials, including original glazing, wood trim, signage and signaling
hardware.

e The treatment of the interior wall and ceiling surfaces, including wood paneling
and boarding, cornices and door and window surrounds.

Surviving original interior waiting room benches.
The orientation and visual relationship between the station building and the
railway tracks.
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e The visibility and legibility of its heritage attributes when viewed from passing
trains and from Wellington Street East.

Furthermore, the Metrolinx Heritage Committee has identified key attributes of the
provincial heritage property that express its provincial significance:

e The location, content, visibility and accessibility of the plaque erected by the
Ontario Heritage Trust in 2009 commemorating the first steam train in Canada
West.

e The spatial and visual relationship between the plaque and the railway station,
including the proximity of the plaque to the station and key views from the plaque
towards the station.

e The spatial and visual relationship between the plaque and the section of railway
tracks immediately adjacent to the railway station, including: the proximity of the
plaque to the railway tracks; and key views from the plaque towards the railway
tracks.

Southeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation District

Between 2011 and 2014, the train station along with the surrounding neighbourhood to
the south and west were considered as part of a potential Heritage Conservation
District. It is noted that the district study is no longer in progress unless there is new
direction from Council.

Proposed Changes to the GO Station Lands

Metrolinx has outlined the proposed changes to the train station as per station
improvements to incorporate 15 minute all-day train services. The proposed changes
include:

GO Rail Network Electrification

¢ Construction of an electrified overhead contact system

Barrie Rail Corridor Expansion

Construction of a second track

Construction of a new pocket track

Rehabilitation of the existing side platform

Construction of a new island platform

Construction of new and replacement platform shelters

Grading and drainage work

Construction of an electrical, communications and mechanical bunker
Construction of two tunnels with stair enclosures, elevators and partial platform
canopies

¢ Installation of a snowmelt system for new platform and existing platform
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o Expansion of lighting, PA, CCTV and fare systems

Metrolinx has identified that no changes to the train station building itself will occur. Staff
will review the proposed changes as part of a Heritage Impact Assessment that will be
submitted in the coming months. Once the Assessment is provided, staff propose to
bring the report before the Heritage Advisory Committee for review.

Design Review Panel
Not Required.
Financial Implications

There are no financial implications.

Communications Considerations
No Communication Required.

Link to Strategic Plan

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

Alternatives to the Recommendation

None.

Conclusions

The Train Station located at 121 Wellington Street East has been identified as a
property of provincial significance by Metrolinx, therefore the property is Designated
under Part Ill.1 of the Ontario Heritage Act. Metrolinx has established heritage attributes
for the preservation of the Train Station based from the Ministry of Tourism Culture and
Sport 2010 Standards and Guidelines. A Part IV Designation under the Ontario Heritage
Act requires the permission of the prescribed public body to be included on title with the
property, however would be merely symbolic unless the Part lll.1 Designation was
removed. Staff will bring forward the Heritage Impact Assessment for the Train Station
for review at a future Heritage Advisory Committee meeting.
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Attachments

Attachment #1 — Location Map
Attachment #2 — Heritage Resource Brief (2010)
Attachment #3 — Photos of 121 Wellington Street East (2017)

Previous Reporis
None.
Pre-submission Review

Agenda Management Team Meeting review on June 1, 2017.

Departmental Approval

Marco Ramunno
Director, Planning and Building Services
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Attachment 2

AURORA INVENTORY OF HERITAGE BUILDINGS

S ADDRESS: 135 (121) Wellington Street East PLAQUE: 1992 ("Grand Trunk Railway
I
T Station")
E LEGAL DESCRIPTION: Concession: 1 Part Lot 80
S
T PRESENT USE: Commuter train station ORIGINAL USE: Train Station.
A
HERITAGE DESIGNATION: AHC, OHF, Heritage Railway Stations Protection Act.
T y
U OFFICIAL PLAN: Industrial ZONING: M2 (General Industrial)
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AURORA INVENTORY OF HERITAGE BUILDINGS
A ADDRESS:  Grand Trunk Railway Station - Wellington Street East
R CONSTRUCTION DATE: 1900 STYLE: "Stick Style" - variation of GTR's Standard Station #1.
BUILDER: Grand Trunk Railroad
C
GENERAL DESCRIPTION:
H PLAN: STOREYS: BAYS:
FOUNDATION MATERIAL: Concrete (new 1992)
I EXTERIOR WALL MATERIAL: Board and Batten (restored 1992).
ROOF TYPE: Hip.
T WINDOWS:
E ENTRANCE: Porte cochere
UNIQUE FEATURES:
C CHIMNEY (S):
T DORMERS:
ROOF TRIM:
U WINDOW TRIM:
SPECIAL WINDOWS:
DOOR TRIM:
R PORCH/VERANDAH:
OTHER: 1991-92 the station was restored to its 1900 appearance by Go Transit.
E
Historical Society file includes..
- 1 B/W photo of station-workers in front of building, reprint from museum negative P14c (1930's).
- 1 B/W 8x10" photograph taken from Baldwin Mills, looking down on steam locomotive and station
building.
H - 3-page program for the Unveiling and Dedication of Historical Plaque (1971).
I - 16-page collection of info by Historical Society (1978).
- 7-page Heritage Property Report on the Ontario, Simcoe and Huron Railroad (undated).
S - 7-page Heritage Property Report on the Aurora Station (undated).
T - 1981 B/W photo Vol.1 #23.
- 15-page Preliminary Survey Renewal of CNR Station and Railway Lands (1989).
0 - 30-page Historic Sites and Monuments Board of Canada Railway Station Report (1990).
R - 1-page Successive Buildings - incomplete tale (undated).
- Extensive correspondence concerning designation and restoration process.
Y - 1-page Go-Transit's official re-opening commemorative document (1992).
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Photos of Property — May 2017

West Elevation Station sign and operator’'s bay window
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Commemorative Ontario Heritage Trust Plaque and Bell
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100 John West Way
i Box 1000
Aurora, Ontario

o
AUIL()RA L4G 6J1 Town of Aurora

Phone: 905-727-3123 ext. 4349 Planning and Building Services

Yoere in, Good Company Email:jhealey @aurora.ca
www.aurora.ca

MEMORANDUM
DATE: June 12,2017

TO: Heritage Advisory Committee

FROM: Jeff Healey, Planning and Building Services

CC: Marco Ramunno, Director of Planning and Building Services
RE: Additional Information- Architectural Salvage Program
RECOMMENDATIONS

THAT the Heritage Advisory Committee receive the memorandum regarding the
Additional Information- Architectural Salvage Program for information; and,

THAT staff make items from the Architectural Salvage Program available to the
Public in July 2017; and

THAT a notice with respect to the event be published in the local newspapers and
the Town of Aurora website;

BACKGROUND

Further to the memorandum provided to the Heritage Advisory Committee on May 8, 2017,
the attached documents are a sample of photos with respect to exhibits.

Staff will schedule an event in July to showcase all items part of the Architectural Salvage
program. The items will be provided for free as per the conditions of the Architectural
Salvage Program. Staff recommend that a notice in the newspaper be issued and
advertising on the town website be provided in order to generate local interest.
ATTACHMENTS

Attachment #1- Sample collection items part of the Architectural Salvage Program
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Sample Photos of Architectural Salvage Program

ltem 019A- Door
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ltem 024- Door

ltem 033C- Window
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Salvage Items in Storage
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g
i ~ Town of Aurora
AUIL()RA Heritage Advisory Committee Report No.HAC17-014

Subject: Existing Heritage Status
Historical Yonge Street within the Aurora Promenade
Prepared by: Jeff Healey, Planner/ Heritage Planning
Department: Planning and Building Services
Date: June 12, 2017
Recommendation

1. That Report No. HAC17-014 be received for information.

Executive Summary

The purpose of this report is to provide the Heritage Advisory Committee information
with respect to the Heritage Status of historical Yonge Street and an analysis of existing
architectural guidelines associated with the Aurora Promenade

e Yonge Street south of Wellington Street, north of Ransom Street contains twenty-
seven (27) properties Listed on the Aurora Registrar of Properties of Cultural
Heritage value or Interest and three (3) properties Designated under Part IV of
the Ontario Heritage Act

e [In 2012, the Official Plan was amended to encompass this portion of Yonge
Street within the Aurora Promenade

e Polices of the Official Plan include urban design measures to both integrate and
respect the Town'’s Heritage attributes and to consider infill development

Background

On March 6 2017, the Heritage Advisory Committee requested staff to prepare a report
on the heritage status of historic Yonge Street. The intent of the request was to
determine any appropriate additional heritage measures which may be required in the
future, such as a Heritage Conservation District. This report will outline existing planning
and urban design measures currently in place along Yonge Street.
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Location

The lands considered within this report comprise of Yonge Street between Wellington
Street to the north and Ransom Street to the south (See Attachment 1). The lands
contain twenty-seven (27) properties Listed on the Aurora Registrar of Properties of
Cultural Heritage value or Interest and three (3) properties Designated under Part IV of
the Ontario Heritage Act. It is noted that Yonge Street between Catherine Avenue and
Mark Street are currently Designated under Part V of the Ontario Heritage Act, located
within the Northeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation District Plan, therefore is not
considered as part of this report.

Provisions of the Ontario Heritage Act

The maijority of properties with a heritage status on Yonge Street are Listed on the
Aurora Registrar of Properties of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest. Section 27 of the
Ontario Heritage Act applies to listed properties on the Town'’s registrar.

According to Section 27 of the Ontario Heritage Act, a Municipal Register of Cultural
Heritage Value or Interest may include properties that have not been designated under
the Ontario Heritage Act, but that the Council of a Municipality believes to be of cultural
heritage value or interest.

The principal implication of properties non-designated and listed on the Aurora Register
pertains to subsection 27. (3) of the Ontario Heritage Act where,

If property included in the register under subsection (1.2) has not been
designated under section 29, the owner of the property shall not demolish
or remove a building or structure on the property or permit the demolition
or removal of the building or structure unless the owner gives the council
of the municipality at least 60 days notice in writing of the owner’s
intention to demolish or remove the building or structure or to permit the
demolition or removal of the building or structure. 2006, c. 11, Sched. B,
s. 11 (2).

Three properties along this section of Yonge Street are Designated under Part IV
of the Ontario Heritage Act. The Designated properties are as follows:

e 15032 Yonge Street- The Reuben J Kennedy House
15213 Yonge Street- The Old Post Office
e 15231 Yonge Street- Bond’s Grocery Store

Alterations of Part IV Designated properties are subject to Section 33 of the
Ontario Heritage Act, which often requires a Heritage Permit and review by the
Heritage Advisory Committee and Council. Any Demolition of a Part IV
Designated property is subject to Section 34 and 34.1 of the Act.

The implications of the Ontario Heritage Act provide protection and conservation
measures to properties Designated under Parts IV and V. Properties non-
designated and listed on the Aurora Registrar of Properties of Cultural Heritage
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Value and Interest have no specific protection within the Ontario Heritage Act
from inappropriate alterations.

Provisions of the Official Plan

Council adopted the Official Plan in 2010, followed by Regional Council approval in
2012. The Plan includes a new land use designation along Yonge Street, Wellington
Street East and Industrial lands surrounding the Aurora GO Station, known as the
Aurora Promenade. One of the primary objectives of the Aurora Promenade focusses
on the Promenade’s Distinct Heritage and Culture:

The Plan builds on the distinct heritage and culture of the Aurora Promenade. It
defines the heritage resources and provides guidance on methods to conserve,
protect and reinforce the neighbourhoods, streetscapes and significant buildings.

Yonge Street from Wellington Street to Ransom Street is found within two sub-sections
of the Aurora Promenade, known as the “Downtown” and the “Downtown Shoulder”.
The Downtown designation within the Aurora Promenade is identified as the core and
symbolic centre of the Town, its purpose is to guide development, while protecting and
reinforcing a heritage ‘main street’ character and identity.

The Downtown Shoulder is predominantly residential in character-although some of the
homes have been converted to a mix of uses-, its purpose is to protect and reinforce the
Area’s heritage ‘residential’ character and identity. Infill development within the
Downtown shoulder must be sensitive to heritage resources and adjacent
neighbourhoods.

Analysis
Site Plan Control

Unlike most properties within the Northeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation District,
properties located along Yonge Street are subject to site plan control. Site Plan review
involves major alterations to the property including but not limited to new construction,
major additions, grading changes and construction of parking lots. Under site plan
review, Planning staff have the ability to closely review any application to ensure the
development is in keeping with the policies of the Aurora Promenade within the Official
Plan.

A primary document used as part of the review of proposed development within the
Aurora Promenade is the Aurora Promenade Concept Plan Urban Design Strategy. This
document was also adopted by Council in 2010, and serves as a contributing document
to be read in hand with the Aurora Promenade policies of the Official Plan. This
document contains key objectives for neighbourhoods and specific blocks within the
Aurora Promenade in forging a future vision. Section 4 of the Urban Design Strategy
includes urban design guidelines, which emphasizes heritage integration of existing
buildings, building massing of proposed structures and includes details such as grade
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level design, storefronts, landscaping, surface parking and signage. Examples of infill
projects within the Yonge Street corridor can be found in Attachment #2.

Section 4.2.1 of the Urban Design Strategy provides specific urban design guidelines for
the Historic Downtown portion of Yonge Street (from Wellington Street to the north to
Church Street to the south). Examples of design strategies within the Historic Downtown
include massing provisions for new construction, appropriate building materials and
fagade articulation. Staff are able to review and provide comment on minor alterations
such as replacement of siding and replacement of windows and doors via building
permit review.

As part of the Site Plan review process, lands within the Aurora Promenade are also
subject to Architectural Peer Review. The goal of the Peer Review is to ensure new
development is designed in line with the Aurora Promenade Concept Plan- Urban
Design Strategy. The Town has retained the Planning Partnership to assist in the Peer
Review of submitted site plan applications.

If a property subject to site plan is identified as a Listed or Designated Heritage building
under the Ontario Heritage Act, the application may also be reviewed by the Design
Review Panel and the Heritage Advisory Committee.

Sign Review

Yonge Street from Wellington Street to Ransom Street are currently subject to
additional sign review. In 2013, Council enacted the Aurora Promenade Streetscape
Design and Implementation Plan, which includes provisions for appropriate sign design
and materials. Sign review is currently conducted by Heritage Staff or the Director of
Planning and Building Services.

Heritage Conservation Measures

The Aurora Promenade is focussed towards new construction and integration of existing
heritage resources, but does not serve as a protection measure for existing buildings.
The Aurora Promenade and corresponding plans does not protect existing listed, non-
designated and buildings without heritage status from demolition. Furthermore, minor
alterations which do not require building permits such as removal of architectural
building elements or features are not subject to staff review. The enactment of a
Heritage Conservation District under Part V of the Ontario Heritage Act would allow staff
to protect buildings along Yonge Street from these specific proposals.

Financial Implications

There are no financial implications.

Communications Considerations

No Communication Required.
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Link to Strategic Plan
The conservation of heritage resources supports the Strategic Plan goal of Supporting

an Exceptional Quality of Life for All through its accomplishment in satisfying
requirements in objective Celebrating and Promoting our Culture.

Alternatives to the Recommendation

None.

Conclusions

The Official Plan and the Aurora Promenade Concept Plan were adopted by Council in
2010. Both plans serve as a control method for new development similar to a Heritage
Conservation District, however does not include protection measures from demolition or
removal of historical architectural features. Designation of Yonge Street under Part IV or

V of the Ontario Heritage Act is the only method to protect existing heritage buildings
from demolition or protect existing heritage attributes from degradation or removal.

Attachments
Attachment #1 — Location Map

Attachment #2 — Examples of Infill developments on Yonge Street — 15217 Yonge
Street and 15136 Yonge Street

Previous Reports

None.

Pre-submission Review

Agenda Management Team Meeting review on June 1, 2017.

Departmental Approval

Marco Ramunno
Director, Planning and Building Services
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= Extract from

Council Meeting of
AUI@RA Tuesday, March 28, 2017

5. Consent Agenda

Moved by Councillor Thompson
Seconded by Councillor Pirri

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

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

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

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

Page 1 of 1
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Extract from

T

{ . .
: Council Meeting of
AURORA Tuesday, May 9, 2017

5. Consent Agenda

Moved by Councillor Thom
Seconded by Councillor Kim

That the following Consent Agenda items, C1 (with the exception of sub-items R6 and
R7) to C4 inclusive, be approved:

C1l. General Committee Meeting Report of May 2, 2017

1. That the General Committee meeting report of May 2, 2017, be received and
the following recommendations carried by the Committee approved:

(C5) Heritage Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes of April 10, 2017

1. That the Heritage Advisory Committee meeting minutes of April 10, 2017,
be received for information.
Carried

6. Consideration of Items Requiring Discussion (Regular Agenda)

R1. General Committee Meeting Report of May 2, 2017
(R6) Summary of Committee Recommendations Report No. 2017-04

Amendment
Moved by Councillor Humfryes
Seconded by Councillor Gaertner

That the main motion be amended by amending clause (c) of Iltem 3 —
HAC17-009 of the Heritage Advisory Committee meeting minutes of April
10, 2017, to read:

(c) That residential-style architecture be incorporated in the design of
the facade and streetscape on Tyler Street and Temperance
Street.

Carried

Page 1 of 2
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Council Extract — Tuesday, May 9, 2017 Page 2 of 2

Main motion as amended
Moved by Councillor Pirri
Seconded by Councillor Humfryes

1. That Summary of Committee Recommendations Report No. 2017-04 be
received; and

2. That the Committee recommendations contained within this report be
approved, as amended.
Carried as amended





		5. Consent Agenda

		Carried

		Council extract-HAC Minutes-2017-04-10.pdf

		5. Consent Agenda

		Carried

		6. Consideration of Items Requiring Discussion (Regular Agenda)
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S 100 John West Way
q l@RA Box 1000 Town of Aurora
erGO gyloma“" Parks Recreation and Cultural
Youre in Good Company Phone: 905-727-3123 ext. 3223 Services
Email:stienkamp@aurora.ca
www.aurora.ca

MEMORANDUM
DATE: June 12, 2017
TO: Heritage Advisory Committee

FROM: Sara Tienkamp, Acting Manager of Parks

CC: Marco Ramunno, Director of Planning and Building Services
RE: Tree Removal Permit Application — 81 Catherine Avenue
RECOMMENDATIONS

1. That the memorandum regarding Tree Removal Permit Application for 81
Catherine Ave be received; and

2. That the Heritage Advisory Committee provides comment with respect to the
proposed Tree Removal Permit Application for 81 Catherine Ave; and

3. That the Heritage Advisory Committee provides direction to Council.
BACKGROUND

The subject property is listed within the heritage conservation district as designated under,
Part V of the OHA. Under Tree Protection Bylaw 5850-16, Section 9 (1) (b) states:

If a tree subject to an application is found by the Director to be a Heritage Tree, the director
shall not issue a permit unless the injury, destruction or removal is approved by Council
following a review by the Town’s Heritage Advisory Committee.

The Owner proposes to remove the six (6) mature trees to facilitate the installation of a pool
and patio/cooking area under Building permit # PR2017070-POLL1.

Four (4) of the trees are located at 81 Catherine and two(2) of the trees are on the adjacent
property of 82 Centre St., very close to the property line dividing both properties.

Home owner at 82 Centre is agreeable to the removal of the trees on their property and has
given consent on the tree permit application.

The consulting arborist report provided by Griffith Property Services Inc., describes the
health of the existing trees and the impact construction will have on their health, provides
recommendations for removal.
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ATTACHMENTS

Attachment #1 — Tree Removal Permit Application
Attachment #2 — Griffith Property Arborist Report
Attachment #3 — Tree Protection Bylaw 5850-16
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TREE PERMIT APPLICATION

= SN
APPLICATION # AURORA

Town of Aurora
Application to Permit the Municipal Drive
Injury or Destruction Box 1000
Of Trees on Private Property Aurora, Ontario L4G 6J1
Phone 905-727-3123
ext.3222

The personal information on this form is collected under Bylaw 5850-16 and will be used for the purposes of this application only. Questions should
be directed to the Freedom of Information Co-ordinator, Office of the Town Clerk, 1 Municipal Drive Box 1000, Aurora, Ontario L4G 6J1, Tel. 905-
727-3123 ext. 3222

THIS IS NOT A PERMIT

Instructions for Completion of Application:

Application form to be completed by applicant. Please type or print CLEARLY. incomplete applications will delay approval.

Municipal address: Street name and number must be included for applications to be considered complete.

Provide an Arborist Report completed by an Arborist as defined in the by-law, at the direction of the Parks Manager.

If replanting, provide 2 copies of the replanting plan or landscape plan.

Payment of the required fees: See item 12 on page 2 for fee requirements. Written consent is necessary from an adjacent property owner
where the base of a tree straddles a property line.

If this application is signed by an applicant other than the owner, or by an agent, the written authorization of the owner is required.

File this application and other supporting documentation to the Department of Parks and Recreation 100 John West Way Aurora, Ontario
L4G 6J1.

8.  Applications submitted after 3:30 p.m. local time will not be processed until the next business day.

GORLN =

No

| am applying for a permit to remove tree/s on private property (please check one)

X Three (3) or more trees 20cm (8 inches) in diameter measured at 1.37 m in a 12 month period

o Two (2) trees have already been removed between 20cm (8 inches) in diameter measured at 1.37 min a12 month  period and
require a permit for the removal of the third (3™) or more tree/s in the same 12 month period

¥ One (1) or more tree/s larger than 70cm (30 inches) in diameter measured at 1.37

% One (1) or more treels in the designated heritage district

o One (1) or more designated heritage tree/s

APPLICANT INFORMATION

Municipal address of subject property: (Z\ (\a‘\'\\lﬁ(\l A\\Q. Aﬁcﬂk

1.

2. Name of Applicant/Agent,_\1cckan ¢ ) . o« \i

3. Mailing Address of Applicant_\ 343 Retnesdo Sidelond | Qichmand BN oN  LHE VA2

4. Telephone: Jos-339-508Y4 work No e~ (619 - 27\ Fax_905- %3 - 5094

5. Name of Registered Owner (if different from above): ((‘q'\ﬁ 5 JQN\‘\M Q)QK\\Q\,I

6. Mailing address of Owner (if different from above):

7. Existing Land Use: _(‘Q‘E\(&D.N‘ﬁ&\

9. Are the tree(s) located on or near any neighbouring property line resulting in the joint ownership of the tree/s. KYes O No

10. If yes, do you have authorization from the neighbouring property owner to act as their representative in this application to injure or remove

tree(s). XYes O No

11.  Reason why trees are being injured or removed. Please circle letter:

@ trees interfere with proposed construction ® Landscaping on the property
C. alltrees are dead, dying or hazardous D. trees are interfering with utilities/dwelling/foundation
@ installing pool F. other (please specify):
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TREE PERMIT APPLICATION

12 Fee Requirements:
If all trees are considered dead, dying or hazardous

by the Parks Manager No Fee but permit must still be obtained

Trees over 20cm in diameter

3 trees $200.00 #

4 trees ‘\E‘\'ﬁ\% . \ %00
5 trees $400.00 -
BIrEES it e e $500.00

THEES o et e $700.00

8 or more trees $100.00 per additional tree to a maximum of $2,500.00

Trees over 70 centimeters in diameter $500.00 per tree > X 2,

(Methods of payment major credit cards, interact, cash, or cheque fees are non-refundable and must be remitted at the  time of initial
permit application)

ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS

X | am the owner of the property or acting on behalf of the owner with written authorization (attached)

o The property is not a designated Heritage Property under the Town of Aurora designation

o the property is designated Heritage and the Heritage Advisory Committee has approved the injury or destruction of

the tree/s as per the attached Approved Heritage Permit

o Applicable fees have been submitted

DECLARATION 1
| lwe —10cowal Nam\in hereby declare print name

that | have read and understand the required procedures and provisions under the Town of Aurora’s Private Tree By-law and the

statements and plans made by me upon this application are, to the best of my belief and knowledge, a true and complete
representation of the purpose and intent of this application. | consent to allowing Town of Aurora employees to enter the property to
conduct inspections

Signed at the Town of Aurgra thi day of __¢ \\u\L 200 1

Signature of Applicant:

r
/ I
DOES THE TRUNK OF THE TREE/S AT GROUND LEVEL BISECT OR STRADDLE A PROPERTY LINE? YES
IF YOU ANSWERED YES
PLEASE COMPLETE DECLARATION 2 BELOW

LECLARATION 2
| fwe «:g;m@g-glmm 2 hereby declare print name

i - .~
That | am the owner of the adjacent property have read and understand the required procedures and provisions under the Town of Aurora’s Private
Tree By-law and | /we consent to the intentions respecting the proposed work for which this application is being made and that the statements and

plans made by me upon this application are, to the best of my belief and knowledge, a true and complete. . | consent to allowing Town of Aurora
employees to enter the property to conduct inspections

Signed at the Town of Aurora this ﬂ[’) day of JUAL. 20 _L?‘
Signature of Adjacent pgpperty owner
Address___ %7 m 74&

Aineals,, 46 128
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TREE PERMIT APPLICATION
PART A Tree and Site Information
TREE | TREE SPECIES | TREE DIA.IN DRIP HEALTH STRUCTURAL INTEGRITY
# MEA%“L"J'RED LINE  "560R | FAIR | GOOD | POOR | FAR GOOD
AT 1.37M
! | Serwa 35 Jun v |- S P
2 Spcuce 35 Y v S PV
3 | Spme 25 (om v v Qv
4| Socuce 17 £ v v & v
5 | yape Y477 Pan , v V4
(-? W\“P\b ‘D.S’ (IF EVIH N 5 ATTACH ADDI‘T‘IO‘I\%LP GES) \/
PART B OF PROPER
R

Please show all property lines, buildings,
driveways and the individual tree/s that are to
be removed. N

Tree/s shall be numbered and cross referenced
to match tree # in Part A Tree and Site
Informa_tion

PART C ARBORIST CONFIRMATION
CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION IN PARTSA,B&C IS

Ic/ngE RECT _J-Qrm\{ l\-‘\m‘ﬁ\

PLEASE PRINT

SIGNATURE (INCLUDES PROFESSIONAL DESIGNATION WHERE APPLICABLE )
(INCLUDE PROFESSI DESIGNATION and # WHERE APPLICABL|

NOTE: COMPLETION OF PARTS A, B & C WILL BE RECOGNISED AS AN ARBORISTS REPORT J (Q r)
pateJ UL .
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| s: GRIFFITH
Arborist Report

T PROPERTY SERVICES LTD.
Submitted To:
Town of Aurora
Municipal Drive
Box 1000Aurora, ON
L4G 6J1

Prepared For: Prepared By:

Craig and Jennifer Bentley Griffith Property Services Ltd.

75 Hemmingway Cres. C/0O Jeremy Hamlin

Markham, ON ISA Certified Arborist ON 0996-A
L3R 254

Work site:
81 Catherine Ave.
Aurora, ON

Project Overview:

The homeowner will be building a functioning outdoor living space. The space is to include a pool,
sitting area and outdoor cooking area, (Town of Aurora Building Division Permit #PR20170707-
POL1). In order for this to be possible 5 spruce trees will need to be removed and root damage is likely
to occur to adjacent maple trees.

Species:
1. White Spruce (Picea glauca) 35cm DBH

2. White Spruce (Picea glauca) 35cm DBH
3. White Spruce (Picea glauca) 35cm DBH
4. White Spruce (Picea glauca) 23cm DBH
5. Red Maple (Acer rubrum) 147cm DBH
6. Red Maple (Acer rubrum) 105cm DBH

xplanation of Actinns:
I. Removal is required to accommodate new landscape construction

2. Removal is required to accommodate new landscape construction
3. Removal is required to accommodate new landscape construction
4. Removal is required to accommodate new landscape construction
5. Removal is desired by both property owners to improve the function of their property, provide a

safe environment for outdoor recreation, and eliminate significant costs associated with
foreseeable die back following construction.

6. Removal is desired by both property owners to improve the function of their property. provide a
safe environment for outdoor recreation, and eliminate significant costs associated with
foreseeable die back following construction.

1843 Bethesda Side Road, Richmond Hill, Ontario L4E 1A2
Tel: (905) 888-5084 Fax: (905) 888-5094
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Arborist Comments:

Regarding trees 1 through 4- These trees are shallow rooted and have grown in the shade of two large
neighboring maples, as a result the foliage is unbalanced and the root plate is anticipated to be very
shallow. Construction plans for the yard will certainly create conditions that will no longer be suitable
for any of these trees to thrive.

Regarding trees 5 and 6- The two large maples located on the neighbor’s property are currently healthy
and vigorous with only a few structural concerns. Based on the age and the impending root damage
(during pool and landscape construction) the maintenance requirements to preserve these trees will be
very substantial. The tree owners and the Bentley's have discussed the long-term impacts and have
concluded that removal is the best option for all parties. I have advised them of anticipated costs
associated with root protection and future maintenance concerns, as well we have discussed the option
of a future removal and how the new pool will impact the cost. I have recommended that removal of
both trees is the best option for the future safety of persons and property.

Tree #5

3

Trees #3 & #4

.

Tree #6
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THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF AURORA
By-law Number 5850-16

BEING A BY-LAW to prohibit
and/or regulate the Injury or
Destruction of Trees on Private
Property in the Town of Aurora.

WHEREAS subsection 135(1) of the Municipal Act, 2001, S.0. 2001, c. 25 (the “Act”)
provides that a local municipality may prohibit or regulate the destruction or injuring of
trees;

AND WHEREAS trees provide real value in the ecological, social, economic and
communal fabric of the community;

AND WHEREAS trees are among the most important living organisms in their ability
to absorb air poliutants, expel life giving oxygen and provide a host of other
environmental goods and setrvices;

AND WHEREAS subsection 135(7) of the Act provides that a municipality may in a
by-law require that a permit be obtained to injure or destroy trees and may impose
conditions to a permit, including conditions relating to the manner in which destruction
occurs and the qualifications of persons authorized to injure or destroy trees;

AND WHEREAS the Council of The Corporation of the Town of Aurora (the “Town”)
desires to repeal By-law Number 4474-03.D, as amended, and enact a new
replacement by-law to deal with matters relating to injury and destruction of trees
located wholly on private property within the jurisdiction of the Town;

NOW THEREFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF
AURORA ENACTS AS FOLLOWS:

1. DEFINITIONS

1.(1) The following words as set out in this by-law shall have the following
meanings:

(@) “Act’ means the Municipal Act, 2001, S.0. 2001, c. 25, as amended;

(b)  "Applicant' means the Owner or an authorized agent of the Owner who
submits an Application under the provisions of this by-law;

(¢)  "Application" means an application for a Permit on a form prescribed by
the Director;

(d)  “Arborist' means an expertt in the care and maintenance of trees, and
includes:

(i) an arborist qualified by the Ontario Ministry of Training, Colleges
and Universities;

(i)  a Forest Technician or Forestry Technologist with an applicable
college diploma and a minimum of two (2) years urban forestry
experience;

(i) a certified arborist qualified by the Certification Board of the
Interational Society of Arboriculture;

(iv) a consulting arborist registered with the American Society of
Consulting Arborists;

(v) a Registered Professional Forester designated pursuant to the
Professional Foresters Act, 2000, S.0. 2000, c. 18, as amended,
or

(vi)  such other person with other similar qualifications as approved
by the Director;

Item 6
Page 8 of 19
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(e)
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(9)

(h)

@

0

(K

V)

(m)

(n)

(©)

Item 6

Page 9 of 19

"Arborist's Report" means a technical report prepared by an Arborist or
Registered Professional Forester which identifies the surveyed location,
species, size and condition of a tree, provides the reasons for any
proposed Injuring or Destruction of a tree, and describes tree protection
measures or other mitigating activities to be implemented,;

"Council" means the Council of The Corporation of the Town of Aurora;

"Cultivated Orchard" means a property that is used for the dominant
purpose of growing and maintaining fruit or nut Trees for the
commercial harvesting and sale of their fruits or nuts;

"DBH" means the diameter at breast height, which shall be the diameter
of the trunk of a Tree at a point of measurement 1.37 metres above the
ground. DBH of multi-trunk Trees shall be measured as prescribed by
the Director. Where a Tree has been cut down and the remaining stump
is less than 1.37 metres in height, the DBH shall be the extrapolated as
prescribed by the Director;

"Destroy” and/or “Destruction” means to kill by cutting, burning,
uprooting, chemical application, or other means;

"Director" means the Director of Parks & Recreation Services for the
Town or his/her designate;

"Emergency Work" means work necessary to terminate an immediate
threat to life or property and includes maintenance works arising from
natural events (e.g. ice storm, high winds, lightning, etc.) as well as
maintenance works associated with emergency drain repair, utility
repair and building repairs;

“Golf Course” means a property that is used to commercially operate a
golf course in compliance with all applicable laws;

"Hazard Tree" means a Tree that is a safety concern to property or life
but not an immediate threat;

“Heritage Tree(s)” means any Tree, including but not limited to, pairs of
Trees, avenues or windrows of Trees, grove or arboreal remnants, or
one (1) or more Trees that form part of a cultural heritage landscape
that is on private property and is:

(i) located within a heritage conservation district as designated
under Part V of the OHA;

(ii) designated under, or located on a property designated under,
Part IV of the OHA;

(i)  designated by the Ontario Urban Forest Council;

(iv) listed on the Town's Register of Properties of Cultural Heritage
Value or Interest;

"Injure and/or Injury" means to damage or attempt to Destroy a Tree by:

(i) removing, cutting, girdling, or smothering of its roots;

(i) interfering with its water supply;

(iiiy  setting fire to it;

(iv)  applying chemicals on, around, or near it;

(v}  compacting or re-grading within the drip line of it;

(viy causing damage by new development or construction related
activities that are not evaluated as part of an approval under the
Planning Act;

(vii)  storing any materials within the drip fine; or
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By-law Number 5850-16 Page 4 of 12

()

(99)

(hh)

"Tree Inventory and Preservation Plan" means a plan required by the
Town as a condition of development or re-development approval
pursuant to sections 41, 51, or 53 of the Planning Act, which plan
determines, among other things, the Trees to be: (i) preserved through
an assessment process identifying Trees, shrubs and other specific
areas of natural habitat and their ecological function or importance; (ii)
the impacts of any proposed development on the Trees, shrubs, and
other specific areas of natural habitat and their ecological function or
importance; (iii) mitigation measures and measures to protect and
manage Trees to be preserved (not limited to protective barriers and/or
hoarding); and (iv) proper practices to remove Trees to be destroyed;

"Woodlands" means land at least one (1) hectare in area and with at
least:

(i) 1000 trees, of any size, per hectare;
(ii) 750 trees, measuring over five (5) centimeters DBH, per hectare;

(i) 500 trees, measuring over twelve (12) centimeters DBH, per
hectare; or

(iv) 250 trees, measuring over twenty (20) centimeters DBH, per
hectare;

but does not include a cultivated fruit or nut orchard or a plantation
established for the purpose of producing Christmas trees or Nursery
Stock;

"York Region Forest Conservation By-law" means by-law No. TR-0004-
2005-036, as amended, or successor thereto, as enacted by the
Region.

2. APPLICATION OF THE BY-LAW

2.(1) Except as otherwise provided in this by-law, the provisions of this by-law shall
apply to any Tree whose trunk is located wholly on private property.

2.(2) Despite subsection (1), the Region shall have jurisdiction over the issuance of
any type of permit allowing the Injury or Destruction of Trees on Woodlands.

3. EXEMPTIONS FROM THE BY-LAW

3.(1) The provisions of this by-law do not apply to:

(@)

(b)

(©
(d)

(e)
!

activities or matters within Woodlands that are governed by the York
Region Forest Conservation By-law;

activities or matters within a building or structure, a solarium, rooftop
garden, or an interior courtyard having a soil depth of less than one and
a half (1.5) metres above a built substructure;

activities or matters undertaken by the Town or a Local Board;

activities or matters undertaken under a license issued under the Crown
Forest Sustainability Act, 1994, S.0. 1994, c. 25, as amended, or
successor thereto;

Trees having its trunk located wholly or partiaily on municipal lands;

the Injuring or Destruction of Trees within a Tree Farm that are being
actively managed and harvested for the purpose for which the Trees
were planted;

the Injuring or Destruction of Trees within a Cultivated Orchard;
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By-law Number 5850-16
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(vii) any other means resulting from neglect, accident or design;

"Local Board" means a municipal service board, public library board,
transportation commission, board of health, police services board, or
any other board, commission, committee, body or local authority
established or exercising any power under any legislation with respect
to the affairs or purposes of the Town, but does not include a school
board, a conservation authority, or a private cemetery corporation;

“Municipal Law Enforcement Officer" means an individual appointed by
the Town by by-law pursuant to subsections 15(1) and 15(2) of the
Police Services Act, R.S.0. 1990, c. P.15, as amended, for the
administration and enforcement of Town by-laws;

“Nursery Stock” means coniferous or hardwood seedlings, transplants,
grafts, or trees propagated or grown in a nursery and with the roots
attached, and includes cuttings with or without the roots attached;

“OHA" means the Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.0. 1990, ¢. 0.18, as
amended;

"Owner" means the person having the right, titie, interest or equity in the
land containing a subject Tree, or his or her agent authorized in writing;

"Permit* means a permit to Injure or Desiroy a Tree issued by the
Director;

"Permit Application Fee" means the prescribed fee as set out in the
Town's Fees and Charges By-law, as may be amended from time to
time;

"Person" and/or “Persons” includes a corporation, a partnership, an
individual, a public utility and its heirs, executors, directors, or other
legal representatives of a person to whom the context can apply
according to law;

“Planning Acf' means the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990, c. P. 13, as
amended;

“Property” means a parcel of real property under registered ownership;

“Pruning" means the removal of branches from living Trees by cutting at
a point outside the branch collar (but does not include the removal of
more than one-quarter (%) of a Tree's leaf-bearing crown), for the
purpose of thinning the crown of a Tree to increase light penetration
and air movement, providing clearance and eliminating interference with
utility lines, buildings, pedestrians or vehicles, or eliminating dead,
hazardous or diseased wood;

"Registered Professional Forester" means a member of The
Ontario  Professional Foresters Association entitled to use the
designation of "Registered Professional Forester" pursuant to
subsection 14(6) of the Professional Foresters Act, 2000, S.0. 2000, c.
18, as amended;

“Region" means The Regional Municipality of York;

“Town” means The Corporation of the Town of Aurora;

"Tree" means any perennial woody plant, including its root system,
which has reached or can reach a height of at least four and a half (4.5)
meters at physiological maturity and having its trunk located wholly on
private property;

"Tree Farm" means a property on which Trees are grown and
maintained for the dominant purpose of commercial sale;

Page 3 of 12 "
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(b)  to perform Pruning;

[ (¢)  where the Injury or Destruction of a Tree is specifically required in an
E order made under this by-law, the Act or the Town’s Property Standards
! By-law;

|

(d) to Injure, Destroy or remove any Tree located on a Golf Course.

5. DEAD, DISEASED AND HAZARD TREES

5.(1) Where a person wishes to Injure, Destroy or remove any dead, diseased or
Hazard Tree, or any portion of such a Tree, such a person shall provide to the
Town an Arborist certificate, or a report satisfactory to the Director, confirming
that any such Tree is dead, diseased or a Hazard Tree along with an
application required pursuant to section 8.

5.(2) Notwithstanding subsection 8(1), an Application fee is not required to be
submitted in relation to an Application relating to a dead, diseased or Hazard
Tree. However, should the Director deem a certificate or report provided under
subsection (1) to be incomplete, insufficient or deficient in any way, the
Director shall not issue a Permit until a satisfactory certificate or report is
provided or a new Application is submitted to the Town that satisfies all the
requirements of this by-law, including the fee requirement.

5.(3) No Injury, Destruction or removal activity shall be taken by any person beyond
what is contemplated in any applicable certificate or report provided under
subsection (1).

6. EMERGENCY WORK

6.(1) Injury, Destruction and removal of any Tree may be conducted without a
Permit provided that any such Injury, Destruction or removal was necessary
and a part of Emergency Work.

6.(2) Following any Emergency Work, the Owner of the property on which Tree(s),
for which a Permit would have otherwise been required, affected by any such
Emergency Work are located shall, within seventy-two (72) hours of
completing or abandoning such Emergency Work, submit evidence
satisfactory to the Director that any Injury, Destruction or removal of a Tree
was required as part of the Emergency Work.

6.(38) The Director has the authority to deem any Injury, Destruction or removal of a
Tree, or of any portion of a Tree, done pursuant to subsection (1), to not have
been necessary and/or not in the category of Emergency Work based on the
materials provided under subsection (2) and any other information deemed
relevant by the Director, in which case, the Director may require that a
retroactive Permit application be made and/or pursue any enforcement steps
permitted under this by-faw.

7. ADMINISTRATION
Administration Authority Delegated to the Director

7.(1) The Director is hereby delegated the authority and responsibility for the
administration of this by-law, including the authority to receive Applications,
certificates from Arborists, and any associated fees, to issue, to revoke and to
refuse to issue Permits and also to impose conditions on any Permits in
accordance with this by-law.

7.(2) The Director is authorized to delegate responsibilities for the administration
and enforcement of this by-law to any Town staff or external third parties
deemed to be qualified and appropriate by the Director for such purposes.

|
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4.(1)

4.(2)

4.(3)

(h)  the Injuring or Destruction of Trees by a person licensed under the
Surveyors Act, R.S.0. 1990, c. S8.29, as amended, or successor
thereto, to engage in the practice of cadastral surveying or his or her
agent, while making a survey;

(i) the Injuring or Destruction of Trees imposed after December 31, 2002,
as a condition to the approval of an site plan, plan of subdivision or a
consent under section 41, 51 or 53, respectively, of the Planning Act, or |
as a requirement of a development agreement, including a site plan
agreement and a subdivision agreement, entered into under those |
sections (including the Injury or Destruction of a Tree in compliance with |
a Tree Inventory and Preservation Plan), |

1) the Injuring or Destructing of Trees imposed after December 31, 2002,
as a condition to a development permit authorized by regulation made
under section 70.2 of the Planning Act or as a requirement of an
agreement entered into under the regulation; ‘

(k)  the Injuring or Destruction of Trees by a transmitter or distributor, as
those terms are defined in section 2 of the Electricity Act, 1998, S.0.
1998, c. 15, Sched. A, as amended, or successor thereto, for the
purpose of constructing and maintaining a transmission system or a
distribution system, as those terms are defined in that section;

() the Injuring or Destruction of Trees undertaken on land described in a
licence for a pit or quarry or a permit for a wayside pit or wayside quarry
issued under the Aggregate Resources Act, R.S.0. 1990, c. A8, as
amended, or successor thereto;

(m) the Injuring or Destruction of Trees undertaken on land in order to
lawfully establish and operate or enlarge any pit or quarry on land:

(i) that has not been designated under the Aggregate Resources
Act or predecessor legislation; and

()  on which a pit or quarry is a permitted land use under a by-law
passed under section 34 of the Planning Act;

PERMIT REQUIREMENT

Unless otherwise exempted under this by-law, no person shall pemit or cause
the Injury or Destruction of:

(a)  more than two (2) Trees on any one Property less than 0.25 hectares in
area within any twelve (12) month period having a trunk diameter of
mare than twenty (20) centimetres DBH and less than seventy (70)
centimeters DBH,;

(b) on Properties greater than 0.25 hectares in area, more than two (2)
Trees per every 0.25 hectares of area on a given Property within any
twelve 12 month period having a trunk diameter of more than twenty
(20) centimeters DBH and less than seventy (70) centimeters DBH

(¢}  any Tree having a trunk DBH greater than seventy (70) centimeters; or
(d)  any Heritage Tree;

without first obtaining a Permit pursuant to this by-law.

Where a Permit has been issued under this by-law, no person shall permit or
cause the Injury or Destruction of any Tree unless it is done in accordance

with the conditions of the Permit and any other supporting documentation
relevant to the issuance of the Permit.

Despite subsection (1), a Permit is not required:

(a) to Injure, Destroy or remove any Tree, or a part of a Tree, as a
necessary part of Emergency Work pursuant to section 6;
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Enforcement

7.(3) The Director and Municipal Law Enforcement Officers of the Town are hereby
delegated the authority to enforce this by-law, including the authority to
conduct inspections of Tree(s) pursuant to the exercise of their authority under
this by-law and any other enacted Town by-law or legislation.

Fees

7.(4) All fees and charges pursuant to this by-law may be set by the Town’s Council
from time to time and shall be set out in the Town’s Fees and Charges By-law.

8. PERMIT APPLICATIONS
Permit Application Requirements

8.(1) Where an Applicant applies for a Permit for the Injury or Destruction of a
Tree(s), he/she shall submit the following to the Director:

(a) an Application form completed to the satisfaction of the Director;
(b)  the name, address and telephone number of the Owner;

(c)  Application fee;

(d)  description of the purpose for which the Permit is required;

(e) an Arborist's Report, if deemed to be required by the Director;

{f) where the trunk of a Tree straddles a propetty line, the written consent
to the Permit issuance from the property owner(s) on whose property
the affected Tree is partially located; and

(g)  where the Applicant is not the Owner, the written authorization of the
Owner consenting to the Application;

(h)  any other information deemed necessary by the Director.
Director’s Authority to Refund and Waive Fees

8.(2) Notwithstanding 8(1)(c), should the Director determine that a Permit is not
required for an activity, matter or Tree subject to an Application or that such
activity, matter or Tree is exempt from this by-law, any application fee
submitted as part of such an Application shall be refunded to the Applicant,
unless it is determined by the Director, at his/her discretion, that Town staff
had expended considerable time and resources to process such Application
due to an error on the part of the Applicant.

8.(3) Notwithstanding 8(1)(c), the Director is authorized to reduce or waive the
Application fee if deemed appropriate, at his/her discretion.

False or Misleading Information

8.(4) No person shall submit false or misleading information in support of an
Application. Together with any other penalties or fines that may be otherwise
imposed, if such false or misleading information is found to have been
submitted in support of an Application, the Director will have the authority to
refuse any such Application under consideration by the Town and to revoke
any Permit issued by the Town on the basis of any such false or misleading
information.

9. ISSUANCE OF A PERMIT

Permit Approval Process

Item 6
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9.(1) Upon receipt of an Application, the Director shall:

Make a decision as to whether or not a Permit will be issued and
whether any conditions will be imposed on such a Permit considering
the following:

(i) the species of the Tree;
(i)  the condition of the Tree;
(iiiy  the location of the Tree;

(iv)  the protection of ecological systems and their functions, including
the protection of native flora and fauna;

v) erosion, sedimentation of watercourses, and flood control;

(vi) impacts to surrounding properties, including loss of shade,
vistas or privacy;

(vii)  any public comments received;
(vii) comments received from such persons, staff and agencies as

deemed necessary, in the Director's opinion, for the proper
review of the Application;

(ix)  whether or not a Tree is a Heritage Tree;
(x)  any conflicts with existing agreements or plans of the Town; and

(xi)  any other information that the Director deems to be relevant to
the Application.

If a Tree subject to an Application is found by the Director to be a
Heritage Tree, the Director shall not issue a Permit unless the Injury,
Destruction or removal is approved by Council following a review by the
Town's Heritage Advisory Committee.

If the Director determines that a Permit will not be issued pursuant to an
Application, the Director shall notify the Application of the decision in
writing and provide reasons for the refusal.

9.(2) Upon receipt of an Application, the Director may Post an informational sign, as
established by the Director, relating to the Application in a conspicuous place
at or near the property on which the Tree subject to the Application is located
and leave such sign in place for a period determined by the Director.

9.(3) No person shall temper with or remove any sign posted pursuant to subsection
(2), unless foilowing an Application, a Permit is issued and work pursuant to
such Permit is completed, a Permit is issued and expires or it is otherwise
directed by the Director.

Permit Not Issued

9.(4) A Permit shall not be approved or issued where:

a Tree to be Injured or Destroyed is an endangered species as defined
in the Endangered Species Act, 2007, S.0. 2007, c. 6, as amended, or
the Species at Risk Act, S.C. 2002, c. 29, as amended;

approval would be in contravention of the Migratory Birds Convention
Act, 1994, S.C. 1994, c. 22, as amended,

issuance of a Permit is under the jurisdiction of the Region and/or
addressed under the York Region Forest Conservation By-law; or

approval is inconsistent with an approved Tree Inventory and
Preservation Plan.

Page 8 of 12 i
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Subdivision Not Yet Draft Approved

9.(5) Where an Application is made with respect to a Tree that is located on {and
that is subject to an application for a subdivision approval or a consent that
has not received a draft approval or a provisional consent, the Director shall
not issue a Permit until such approval or consent is obtained or Application
otherwise approved by Council.

Planning Application Not Approved

9.(6) Where an Application is made with respect to a Tree that is located on land
that is subject to a re-zoning application, an application for site plan approval,
or an application to amend the official plan that has not received final approval,
the Director shall not issue a Permit until such approval or consent is obtained
or Application otherwise approved by Council.

Permit Approved Subject to Conditions

9.(7) The issuance of a Permit may be subject to conditions imposed by the Director
or Council, as the case may be, which may include any or all of the following
requirements:

(a)

(b)

(c)

submission of a Vegetation Management Plan (“VMP”), satisfactory of
the Director, prepared by a certified Landscape Architect and, if
required by the Director or Council, an Arborist and the VMP may
include, but not be limited to, the following:

®

(i)

(i)

(iv)
v

(vi)

a vegetation inventory and assessment, including species size
and condition, identifying all vegetation greater than 80mm DBH
for individual Tree assessments, the perimeter at canopy of
woodlands, groups or stands of vegetation, and trees and
vegetation on adjacent properties that may be impacted;

identification of all vegetation removals and protection measures
for vegetation designated to be preserved, including an impact
assessment to support vegetation removals and/or preservation
measures;

provision of compliance monitoring and protection/mitigation
specifications including all arboricultural requirements for Trees
designated to be preserved during construction;

provision of post-construction performance monitoring and
rehabilitation specifications;

an estimate of the monetary replacement value of the Tree(s) as
set out in the International Society of Arboricuiture (“ISA”) Guide
for Plant Appraisal or approved equivalent completed by an
Arborist and financial compensation, paid to the Town based on
the aforementioned 1SA appraisal process for Tree(s)/vegetation
lost or destroyed; and

provision for replacement plantings at another suitable location
on the property including provision of cash securities in an
amount equal to one-hundred and twenty percent (120%) of the
cost of replanting and maintaining the Trees for a period of two
(2) years or where restoration planting is not physically possible
on the site for which the Permit is being issued, provision of a
cash payment to the Town to be placed in the Town’s Tree
Planting reserves for future Tree planting by the Town in an
altemative location in the Town of Aurora;

the submission of a written undertaking and release to ensure that
replacement plantings are carried out and maintained in accordance
with landscaping and restoration plans approved by the Director; and/or

undertaking that the tree cutting work only occur under the supervision
of an Arborist.
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Permit Expiry Date

9.(8) The Director shall include an expiration date on any Permit being issued by
Town, which shall not exceed one (1) year from the date of issuance, upon
taking into account the work to be completed under the Permit and any third
party or Town activities or interests that might be affected by the work. No
Injury or Destruction activity is permitted pursuant to any Permit after the
expiration date.

10. APPEALS

10.(1) Where the Director refuses to issue a permit, an Applicant may, within five (5)
business days of the date of receipt of a written refusal, appeal the decision of
the Director to the Council, or such other tribunal or committee designated by
Council, by submitting a written request to the Town Clerk.

11. SEVERABILITY

11.(1) If a court of competent jurisdiction declares any provision, or any part of a
provision, of this by-law to be invalid or to be of no force and effect, it is the
intention of the Town in enacting this by-law that such provision or part of a
provision shall be severable, and such a decision shall not affect the validity of
the remaining sections, subsections, clauses or phrases of this by-law.

12. ENFORCEMENT

Power of Entry — Inspection

12.(1) The Director and/or a Municipal Law Enforcement Officer may, at any
reasonable time, enter on any land for the purpose of carrying out an
inspection to determine whether or not the following are being complied with:
(a) this by-law;
(b)  direction or order made pursuant to this by-law or the Act;
(¢)  condition of a Permit issued under this by-law; or

(d)  an order made under section 431 of the Act.

12.(2) For the purposes of an inspection under subsection (1), the person conducting
the inspection may:

(@)  require the production for inspection of documents or things relevant to
the inspection;

(b) inspect and remove documents or things relevant to the inspection for
the purpose of making copies or extracts;

(c)  require information from any person conceming a matter related to the
inspection; and

(d) alone or in conjunction with a person possessing special or expert
knowledge, make examinations or take tests, samples or photographs
necessary for the purposes of the inspection.

12.(3) The Director and/or a Municipal Law Enforcement Officer may undertake an
inspection pursuant to an order issued under section 438 of the Act.

12.(4) Submission of an Application is deemed to be a consent of the Owner for
persons designated as an inspector by the Canadian Food Inspection Agency,
pursuant to the Plant Protection Act, S.C. 1990, c. 22, as amended, or
successor thereto, to inspect the lands subject to the Application for the
presence of pests (as defined in the said legislation) and to take any and ali
action deemed appropriate by such an inspector, including the removal of any

Item 6
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Tree(s) on such private property of the Owner, in accordance with the said
legislation.

Contravention Orders

12.(5) Where the Director or any Municipal Law Enforcement Officer is satisfied that
a contravention of this by-law or a Permit has occurred, such Director or
Municipal Law Enforcement Officer may make an order requiring that the
person who caused or permitted such contravention or the Owner or occupier
of the land on which the contravention occurred to discontinue the
contravening activity and/or to do work to correct the contravention.

12.(6) An order pursuant to subsection (5) shall set out the following:

(a) the municipal address and/or the legal description of the land or
property on which the contravention occurred;

(b) reasonable particulars of the contravention;

(c)  what is required of the person subject to the order (i.e., what activity is
to be seized and/or actions or work to be done);

(d) the date by which there must be compliance with the order and/or, if
any work is ordered, the date by which any such work must be done;

(e) if any work is required to be done, a statement that if such work is not
done in compliance with the order and within a specified time period,
the Town will have the work done at the expense of the person directed
or required to do it; and

) information regarding the Town's contact person.

12.(7) An order issued pursuant subsection (5) may be served:
(a) personally on the person that is subject to the order; or

(b) by sending it by prepaid registered mail to the last known address of the
Owner or occupier of the land on which the contravention occurred or, if
the person subject to the order is not the Owner or occupier, to the last
known address of such person subject to the order.

12.(8) Where service of an order is made by registered mail, the service shall be
deemed to have been made on the fifth (5") day after the day of mailing.

12.(9) In the event that service of an order cannot be effected under subsection (7),
the Director or a Municipal Law Enforcement Officer may place a placard
containing the terms of the order in a conspicuous place on the property
subject to the order and the placing of the placard shall be deemed sufficient
service of the order on the Owner and/or occupier of such subject property.

12.(10) Wherever this by-law or an order issued under this by-law directs or requires
any matter or thing to be done by any person within a specified time period, in
default of it being done by the person directed or required to do it, the action
may be taken under the direction of Director or a Municipal Law Enforcement
Officer at that person’s expense and the Town may recover the costs incurred
through a legal action or by recovering the costs in the same manner as taxes.

12.(11) For the purposes of taking remedial action under subsection (10), the Town, its
staff and/or its agents may enter, at any reasonable time, upon any lands on
which a default to carry out a required thing or matter occurred.

13. OFFENCES
13.(1) Any person who contravenes any provision of this by-law or an order issued

pursuant to this by-law or the Act, or fails to comply with an order issued
pursuant to this by-law or the Act, is guilty of an offence.

Item 6
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13.(2) Pursuant to paragraph (a) of subsection 429(2) of the Act, all contraventions of
this by-law or of orders issued under this by-law are designated as multiple
offences and continuing offences. A multiple offence is an offence in respect of
two (2) or more acts or omissions each of which separately constitutes an
offence and is a contravention of the same provision of this by-law. For greater
certainty, when multiple Trees are Injured or Destroyed, the Injury or
Destruction of each Tree is a separate offence.

14. PENALTIES

14.(1) Upon conviction of an offence under this by-law a person is liable to a fine as
follows:

(a)  aminimum fine for any offence under this by-law is five-hundred dollars
($500.00) and the maximum fine is one-hundred-thousand dollars
($100,000).

(b) inthe case of a continuing offence, for each day or part of a day that the
offence continues, the minimum fine shall be five-hundred dollars
($500.00) and the maximum fine shall be ten-thousand dollars
($10,000.00). Despite paragraph (a), the total of all the daily fines for an
offence is not limited to one-hundred-thousand dollars ($100,000).

(¢) in the case of a multiple offence, for each offence inciuded in the
multiple offence, the minimum fine shall be five-hundred dollars
($500.00) and the maximum fine shall be ten-thousand doliars
($10,000.00). Despite paragraph (a), the total of all fines for each
included offence is not limited to one-hundred-thousand dollars
($100,000).

14.(2) In addition to fine under subsection (1), a person convicted of an offence under
this by-law may be liable to a special fine in the amount of the economic
advantage or gain that such a person obtained from the contravention of this
by-law.

15. REPEAL

15.(1) By-law Number 4474-03.D, as amended, is hereby repealed on the day of this
by-taw coming into full force and effect.

16. SHORTTITLE

16.(1) This by-law shall be known and may be cited as the “Private Tree Protection
By-law”.

17. EFFECTIVE DATE

17.(1) This by-law comes into full force and effect on May 24, 2016.

READ A FIRST AND SECOND TIME THIS 24™ DAY OF MAY, 2016.

READ A THIRD TIME AND FINALLY PASSED THIS 24" DAY OF MAY, 2016.

Approved as to Forin

GEOFFREY DAWE, MAYOR

By LigahSer
Signature % N
‘Dauc;...,_._,: “‘4_-'.2;._2_‘2[,.6.__

LISA LYONS, TOWN CLERK
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Town of Aurora
Heritage Advisory Committee
Meeting Minutes
Date: Monday, May 8, 2017
Time and Location: 7 p.m., Holland Room, Aurora Town Hall

Committee Members: Councillor Wendy Gaertner (Chair), Councillor Jeff Thom
(Vice Chair), Neil Asselin, Barry Bridgeford, Carol Gravelle,
John Kazilis, Martin Paivio, and Bob McRoberts (Honorary

Member)
Member(s) Absent: James Hoyes
Other Attendees: Marco Ramunno, Director of Planning and Building Services,

Jeff Healey, Planner, Sarah Murray, Council/Committee
Secretary, and Linda Bottos, Council/Committee Secretary

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

1. Approval of the Agenda

Moved by John Kazilis
Seconded by Barry Bridgeford

That the agenda as circulated by Legislative Services be approved.
Carried

2. Declarations of Pecuniary Interest and General Nature Thereof

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

3. Receipt of the Minutes

Heritage Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes of April 10, 2017
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It was noted that clause (a) of Item 3, HAC17-009, should include “Tyler Street”
following the number 12, to read “12 Tyler Street.”

Moved by Councillor Thom
Seconded by Carol Gravelle

That the Heritage Advisory Committee meeting minutes of April 10, 2017, as
amended, be received for information.
Carried

4. Delegations

(&) Marcos Krasnoyarsky, Owner
Re: Item 1 - HAC17-011 — Heritage Permit Application, 16 Maple Street,
File: NE-HCD-HPA-17-09

The owner presented a brief overview of the application which proposes to
replace an existing one-storey rear addition with a new two-storey rear addition
and demolish an existing structure. He advised that he intends to maintain the
historic significance of the home, as is reasonably possible.

Moved by Councillor Thom
Seconded by Carol Gravelle

That the comments of the delegation be received and referred to Item 1.

Carried

5. Matters for Consideration

1. HAC17-011 — Heritage Permit Application, 16 Maple Street,
File: NE-HCD-HPA-17-09

Staff provided background including a brief overview of the proposed changes to
the existing structures.

The Committee expressed concerns regarding the materials for the proposed
addition and preferences to either ensuring a seamless transition of the facade or
create a separation between the existing structure and addition.
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Moved by Councillor Thom
Seconded by Bob McRoberts

1. That Report No. HAC17-011 be received; and
2. That the Heritage Advisory Committee recommend to Council:

(a) That the demolition of the existing 47m? rear addition and existing
accessory structure be approved; and

(b) That Heritage Permit Application NE-HCD-HPA-17-09 be approved
to permit the construction of an 88m? rear addition and replace
existing windows as per submitted plans.

Carried

2. Heritage Permit Application, Proposed Accessory Structure,
66 Wellington Street East, File Number: IV-HPA-17-10

Staff provided background to the application including a brief overview of the
proposed changes to the existing footprint of the property and distributed
materials speaking to this application. Staff noted that the property is zoned
commercial and is adjacent to the Northeast Old Aurora Heritage Conservation
District and Staff further noted that the accessory structure proposed would be
located at the rear of the property with minimal visibility from the street.

The Committee expressed concerns regarding the size of the proposed
structure and staff advised that the proposed dimensions are compliant with all
applicable regulations.

Moved by Carol Gravelle
Seconded by Councillor Thom

1. That Report No. HAC17-012 be received; and
2. That the Heritage Advisory Committee recommend to Council:

(a) That Heritage Permit Application IV-HPA-17-10 be approved.
Carried
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6. Informational Items

3. Memorandum from Planner
Re: Architectural Salvage Program

Staff provided an overview of the items stored as part of the Architectural
Salvage Program, comprised mostly of reclaimed heritage windows and doors.

The Committee discussed options for long-term storage of these items and
ways in which the items could be displayed and made available to the public.

Moved by Councillor Thom
Seconded by Barry Bridgeford

1. That the memorandum regarding Architectural Salvage Program be
received; and

2. That staff be directed to investigate and report back to the Committee on
options for an event or open house to showcase items from the
Architectural Salvage Program.

Carried

4. Memorandum from Planner
Re: Doors Open Aurora 2017

Staff provided a summary of participants in Doors Open Aurora 2017 and noted
that more sites would be added. The Committee discussed potential
participants and were encouraged to relay any further ideas to the Planning and
Building Services Department.

Moved by Carol Gravelle
Seconded by John Kazilis

1. That the memorandum regarding Door Open Aurora be received for
information.
Carried

7. New Business

Bob McRoberts noted his attendance at a recent Ratepayers meeting, where the
GO Transit station on Wellington Street East was discussed. The Committee
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deliberated the merits of seeking designation of the subject property under Part IV
of the Ontario Heritage Act which allows a municipality to designate a property,
which is considered to be of cultural heritage value or interest. Staff agreed to
report back with clarification.

Bob McRoberts inquired about the process for Part IV designation, and staff agreed
to report back at a future meeting.

Councillor Gaertner inquired about the designation of Town Park, and staff agreed
to provide a follow-up report.

Councillor Thom distributed commemorative Canada 150 pins to the Committee
members, acknowledging the Hon. Kyle Peterson, MP Newmarket-Aurora, and the
Hon. Leona Alleslev, MP Aurora-Oak Ridges-Richmond Hill, who contributed the
pins.

8. Adjournment

Moved by Carol Gravelle
Seconded by Neil Asselin

That the meeting be adjourned at 8:33 p.m.
Carried

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