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City of Hamilton
HAMILTON MUNICIPAL HERITAGE COMMITTEE REVISED

Meeting #:  22-002
Date:  February 25, 2022
Time: 9:30 a.m.

Location:  Due to the COVID-19 and the Closure of City
Hall (RM)

All electronic meetings can be viewed at:

City of Hamilton's Website:
https://www.hamilton.ca/council-
committee/council-committee-
meetings/meetings-and-agendas

City's Youtube Channel:
https://www.youtube.com/user/InsideCityofHa
milton

Loren Kolar, Legislative Coordinator (905) 546-2424 ext. 2604

1. CEREMONIAL ACTIVITIES

2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

(Added Items, if applicable, will be noted with *)

3. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETING
41. January 21, 2022

5.  COMMUNICATIONS

*5.1. Correspondence from Michael Rosas and Cheryl Torrenueva respecting the Inclusion
of 223 Governor's Road, Dundas on the Municipal Heritage Register

Recommendation: To be received and referred to Item 10.1 for consideration.



*5.2. City of Hamilton Response to the Ontario Housing Affordability Task Force
Recommendations Report

Recommendation: Be received.
DELEGATION REQUESTS

*6.1. Delegation Request from C. Parslow, Parslow Heritage Consultancy Inc., respecting
Item 10.4, Inventory and Research Working Group Meeting Notes of January 24,
2022 and 1107 Main Street West, Hamilton

CONSENT ITEMS
71. Education and Communications Working Group Meeting Notes
7.1.a. October 20, 2021
7.1.b.  November 3, 2021
7.1.c. November 18, 2021
7.1.d. November 25, 2021
7.2. Heritage Permit Review Sub-Committee Minutes - December 14, 2021

7.3. Heritage Permit Application HP2022-001: To construct a new wood deck with a roof
structure to the rear of the original portion of the dwelling

adjacent to the rear addition at 374-376 Mountsberg Road, Flamborough (Ward 15),
Part IV Designated, By-law No. 2000-17-H

*7.4.  Heritage Permit Review Sub-Committee Minutes - January 18, 2022
*7.5. Policy and Design Working Group Meeting Notes

*7.5.a. December 7, 2020

*7.5.b. January 25, 2021

*7.5.c. March 15, 2021

*7.5.d.  April 19, 2021

*7.5.e.  June 21, 2021

*7.5.1. August 23, 2021



*7.5.9. September 20, 2021
*7.5.h.  October 18, 2021
*7.5.i.  November 15, 2021
*7.5]. December 13, 2021
*7.5.k. January 17, 2022

*7.6. Response from the Chair of the Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee to the Rev. I.
Sloan, New Vision Church, respecting St. Giles Church, Hamilton

Referred from the January 21, 2022 meeting
8. STAFF PRESENTATIONS
8.1. Register Listing Objections in Waterdown Village (PED21201(a)) (Ward 15)

8.2. Recommendations for Designation under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act in
Waterdown Village (PED21201(b)) (Ward 15)

8.3. Heritage Easement Agreement Application HEA2022-001 for 159 Carlisle Road,
Flamborough (Ward 15), Part IV Designation, By-law No. 2000-105-H and Heritage
Easement Agreement WE996943 (PED22048)

9. PUBLIC HEARINGS / DELEGATIONS
10. DISCUSSION ITEMS
10.1. Inventory and Research Working Group Meeting Notes - November 22, 2021

10.2. Notice of Intention to Demolish the Building located at 17 Church Street,
Flamborough, being a Non-designated Property Included in the Register of Property
of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest (PED22052) (Ward 15)

10.3.  Notice of Intention to Demolish the Building at 97 John Street North, Hamilton, being
a Non-designated Property Included in the Register of Property of Cultural Heritage
Value or Interest (PED22057) (Ward 2)

*10.4. Inventory and Research Working Group Notes - January 24, 2022
11. MOTIONS

12. NOTICES OF MOTION



13. GENERAL INFORMATION / OTHER BUSINESS

13.1.  Buildings and Landscapes

This list is determined by members of the Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee.
Members provide informal updates to the properties on this list, based on their visual
assessments of the properties, or information they have gleaned from other sources,
such as new articles and updates from other heritage groups.



13.1.a.

Endangered Buildings and Landscapes (RED)

(Red = Properties where there is a perceived immediate threat to heritage
resources through: demolition; neglect; vacancy; alterations, and/or,
redevelopment)

(i) Tivoli, 108 James Street North, Hamilton (D) — T. Ritchie

(i) Andrew Sloss House, 372 Butter Road West, Ancaster (D) — C.
Dimitry

(iii)  Century Manor, 100 West 5th Street, Hamilton (D) — G. Carroll

(iv) 18-22 King Street East, Hamilton (D) — W. Rosart

(v) 24-28 King Street East, Hamilton (D) — W. Rosart

(vi) 2 Hatt Street, Dundas (R) — K. Burke

(vii) James Street Baptist Church, 98 James Street South, Hamilton (D) —
J. Brown

(viii) Long and Bisby Building, 828 Sanatorium Road (D) — G. Carroll

(ix) 120 Park Street, North, Hamilton (R) — R. McKee

(x) 398 Wilson Street East, Ancaster (D) — C. Dimitry

(xi) Lampman House, 1021 Garner Road East, Ancaster (D) — C. Dimitry
(xii) Cathedral Boys School, 378 Main Street East, Hamilton (R)-T.
Ritchie

(xiii)  Firth Brothers Building, 127 Hughson Street North, Hamilton (NOID)
— T. Ritchie

(xiv)  Auchmar Gate House, Claremont Lodge 71 Claremont Drive (R) —
R. McKee

(xv) Former Hanrahan Hotel (former) 80 to 92 Barton Street East (I)-T.
Ritchie

(xvi) Television City, 163 Jackson Street West (D) — J. Brown

(xvii) 1932 Wing of the Former Mount Hamilton Hospital, 711 Concession
Street (R) — G. Carroll

(xviii) 215 King Street West, Dundas (I) — K. Burke

(xix) 679 Main Street East, and 85 Holton Street South, Hamilton (Former
St. Giles Church) — D. Beland

(xx) 219 King Street West, Dundas — K. Burke

(xxi) 216 Hatt Street, Dundas — K. Burke

(xxii) 537 King Street East, Hamilton — G. Carroll

(xxiii) Beach Canal Lighthouse and Cottage (D) — R. McKee



13.1.b.

13.1.c.

Buildings and Landscapes of Interest (YELLOW)

(Yellow = Properties that are undergoing some type of change, such as a
change in ownership or use, but are not perceived as being immediately
threatened)

(i) Delta High School, 1284 Main Street East, Hamilton (D) — D. Beland
(i) 2251 Rymal Road East, Stoney Creek (R) — C. Dimitry

(i) Former Valley City Manufacturing, 64 Hatt Street, Dundas (R) — K.
Burke

(iv) St. Joseph’s Motherhouse, 574 Northcliffe Avenue, Dundas (ND) —
W. Rosart

(v) Coppley Building, 104 King Street West; 56 York Blvd., and 63-76
MacNab Street North (NOI) — G. Carroll

(vi) Dunington-Grubb Gardens, 1000 Main Street East (within Gage Park)
(R) - D. Beland

(vii) St. Clair Blvd. Conservation District (D) — D. Beland

(viii) 52 Charlton Avenue West, Hamilton (D) — J. Brown

(ix) 292 Dundas Street East, Waterdown (R) — L. Lunsted

(x) Chedoke Estate (Balfour House), 1 Balfour Drive, Hamilton (R) — T.
Ritchie

(xi) Binkley property, 50-54 Sanders Blvd., Hamilton (R) - J. Brown
(xii) 62 6th Concession East, Flamborough (I) - L. Lunsted

(xiii)  Cannon Knitting Mill, 134 Cannon Street East, Hamilton (R) — T.
Ritchie

(xiv) 1 Main Street West, Hamilton (D) — W. Rosart

(xv) 54 - 56 Hess Street South, Hamilton (R) — J. Brown

(xvi) 384 Barton Street East, Hamilton — T. Ritchie

(xvii) 311 Rymal Road East, Hamilton — C. Dimitry

(xviii) Rymal Road Station Silos, 2 & 10 Dartnell Road, Hamilton (I) — G.
Carroll

(xvix) Knox Presbyterian Church, 23 Melville Street, Dundas

Heritage Properties Update (GREEN)
(Green = Properties whose status is stable)

(i) Auchmar, 88 Fennell Avenue West, Hamilton (D) — R. McKee

(i) Former Post Office, 104 King Street West, Dundas (R) — K. Burke
(iif) Rastrick House, 46 Forest Avenue, Hamilton — G. Carroll

(iv) 125 King Street East, Hamilton (R) — T. Ritchie



13.1.d. Heritage Properties Update (BLACK)

(Black = Properties that HMHC have no control over and may be
demolished)

(i) 442,450 and 452 Wilson Street East, Ancaster — C. Dimitry
13.2. HMHC Heritage Recognition Awards and Video Presentation Update (no copy)

13.3. Request for Participation in Doors Open Hamilton by the Hamilton Municipal
Heritage Committee (no copy)

13.4.  Verbal Update Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee respecting Heritage Issues
and Accessibility (no copy)

13.5. Staff Work Plan as of February 16, 2022
14. PRIVATE AND CONFIDENTIAL

15. ADJOURNMENT
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HAMILTON MUNICIPAL HERITAGE COMMITTEE
Minutes 22-001
9:30 a.m.
Friday, January 21, 2022

Due to COVID-19 and the closure of City Hall, this meeting was held virtually

Present: A. Denham-Robinson (Chair), D. Beland, J. Brown, K. Burke, G.
Carroll, C. Dimitry (Vice-Chair), L. Lunsted, R. McKee, T. Ritchie and
W. Rosart

Absent with Councillor M. Pearson — City Business

Regrets:

THE FOLLOWING ITEMS WERE REFERRED TO THE PLANNING COMMITTEE FOR
CONSIDERATION:

1.

APPOINTMENT OF CHAIR AND VICE-CHAIR (Item 1)

(Carroll/Brown)
(&) That A. Denham-Robinson be appointed Chair of the Hamilton Municipal
Heritage Committee for 2022; and

(b)  That C. Dimitry be appointed Vice-Chair of the Hamilton Municipal
Heritage Committee for 2022.
CARRIED

Heritage Permit Application HP2021-055, Under Part V of the Ontario
Heritage Act, to Permit New Cladding (Indiana Split Veneer Limestone)
Installed Without a Heritage Permit Along the Front of the Garage
Structure, 124 St. Clair Avenue, Hamilton (PED22044) (Ward 3) (Added Item
8.1)

(Beland/Ritchie)
That Heritage Permit Application HP2021-055 attached hereto as Appendix “A”
to report 22-001, respecting a Permit New Cladding (Indiana Split Veneer
Limestone) Installed Without a Heritage Permit Along the Front of the Garage
Structure, 124 St. Clair Avenue, Hamilton be DENIED.

CARRIED
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FOR INFORMATION:

(@)

(b)

(c)

CHANGES TO THE AGENDA (Item 2)

The Clerk advised the Committee of the following changes:

7. CONSENT ITEMS

7.1(c) Heritage Permit Application HP2021-057:Installation of
Eavestrough, Masonry Repointing and Reinforcing Exterior Wall at
114-116 MacNab Street South (Ward 2) (By-law No. 90-144)
(MacNab-Charles HCD)

7.1(d) Heritage Permit Application HP2021-056: Proposed
Implementation of Repairs to Second Storey Enclosed Balcony and
Exterior Cladding at 118 St. Clair Avenue, Hamilton (Ward 3) (By-
law No. 86-125)

7.3  Response from the Chair of the Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee to
the Rev. I. Sloan, New Vision Church, respecting St. Giles Church,
Hamilton (Deferred from the December 14, 2021 meeting)

8. STAFF PRESENTATIONS
8.1  Heritage Permit Application HP2021-055, Under Part V of the

Ontario Heritage Act, to Permit New Cladding (Indiana Split Veneer
Limestone) Installed Without a Heritage Permit Along the Front of
the Garage Structure, 124 St. Clair Avenue, Hamilton (PED22044)
(Ward 3)

(Lunsted/Burke)

That the Agenda for the January 21, 2022 meeting of the Hamilton Municipal
Heritage Committee be approved, as amended.

CARRIED

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST (ltem 3)

No declarations of interest were made.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETING (Item 4)

(i)

December 14, 2021 (as amended by Council on January 19, 2022)
(Item 4.1)

(Ritchie/Carroll)
That the Minutes of the December 14, 2021 meeting of the Hamilton
Municipal Heritage Committee be approved, as amended.

CARRIED
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(d) CONSENT ITEMS (Item 7)

(i)

(i)

Heritage Permit Applications - Delegated Approvals (Item 7.1)

(Beland/Carroll)
That the following items be received:

@) Heritage Permit Application HP2021-052:Proposed Alteration of
Replacement of Cedar Shake Roof with Asphalt Shingles at 123
Mill Street North, Waterdown (Ward 15) (By-law No. 96-34-H) (Iltem
7.1(a)

(b) Heritage Permit Application HP2021-059: Repairs to Solarium at 15
Inglewood Drive, Hamilton (Ward 2) (By-law No. 17-224) (Item
7.1(b))

(c) Heritage Permit Application HP2021-057:Installation of
Eavestrough, Masonry Repointing and Reinforcing Exterior Wall at
114-116 MacNab Street South (Ward 2) (By-law No. 90-144)
(MacNab-Charles HCD) (Added Item 7.1(c))

(d) Heritage Permit Application HP2021-056: Proposed Implementation
of Repairs to Second Storey Enclosed Balcony and Exterior
Cladding at 118 St. Clair Avenue, Hamilton (Ward 3) (By-law No.
86-125) (Added Item 7.1(d))

CARRIED

Inventory and Research Working Group Meeting Notes - July 20,
2020 (Item 7.2)

(Brown/Carroll)
That the Inventory and Research Working Group Meeting Notes of July
20, 2020 be received.

CARRIED

A. Denham-Robinson relinquished the Chair to introduce the following:

(iii)

Response from the Chair of the Hamilton Municipal Heritage
Committee to the Rev. I. Sloan, New Vision Church, respecting St.
Giles Church, Hamilton (Added Item 7.3)

(Dimitry/Denham-Robinson)
That the Response from the Chair of the Hamilton Municipal Heritage
Committee to the Rev. I. Sloan, New Vision Church, respecting St. Giles
Church, Hamilton, be deferred to the next meeting of the Hamilton
Municipal Heritage Committee.

CARRIED
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A. Denham-Robinson assumed the Chair.

() STAFF PRESENTATIONS (Item 8)

(i)

Heritage Permit Application HP2021-055, Under Part V of the Ontario
Heritage Act, to Permit New Cladding (Indiana Split Veneer
Limestone) Installed Without a Heritage Permit Along the Front of the
Garage Structure, 124 St. Clair Avenue, Hamilton (PED22044) (Ward
3) (Added Item 8.1)

Chloe Richer, Cultural Heritage Planner, addressed Committee with an
presentation respecting Heritage Permit Application HP2021-055, Under
Part V of the Ontario Heritage Act, to Permit New Cladding (Indiana Split
Veneer Limestone) Installed Without a Heritage Permit Along the Front of
the Garage Structure, 124 St. Clair Avenue, Hamilton (PED22044) (Ward
3).

(Burke/Lunsted)
That the Presentation respecting Heritage Permit Application HP2021-
055, Under Part V of the Ontario Heritage Act, to Permit New Cladding
(Indiana Split Veneer Limestone) Installed Without a Heritage Permit
Along the Front of the Garage Structure, 124 St. Clair Avenue, Hamilton
(PED22044) (Ward 3), be received.

CARRIED

(Dimitry/Ritchie)

That Heritage Permit Application HP2021-055, to permit new cladding
(Indiana Split Veneer Limestone) installed without a Heritage Permit along
the front of the garage structure, for the lands located at 124 St. Clair
Avenue, be approved.

The above motion was DEFEATED on the following Standing Recorded Vote.

Yeas: C. Dimitry, D. Beland and T. Ritchie

Total: 3

Nays: J. Brown, G. Carroll, K. Burke, L. Lunsted, R. McKee and A.
Denham-Robinson

Total: 6

Absent: M. Pearson

Total: 1

For further disposition, refer to Item 2.
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) DELEGATIONS (Item 9)

(i)

Paula Kilburn, Advisory Committee for Persons with Disabilities
respecting the Integration of Accessibility in Heritage Properties
(Approved at the September 24, 2021 meeting) (Item 9.1)

Paula Kilburn, Advisory Committee for Persons with Disabilities addressed
the Committee respecting the Integration of Accessibility in Heritage
Properties.

(Ritchie/Lunsted)
That the Delegation from Paula Kilburn, Advisory Committee for Persons
with Disabilities respecting the Integration of Accessibility in Heritage
Properties, be received.

CARRIED

(Carroll/Beland)
That Staff be directed to report back to a future meeting of the Hamilton
Municipal Heritage Committee respecting heritage issues and
accessibility.

CARRIED

() GENERAL INFORMATION / OTHER BUSINESS (ltem 13)

(i)

Buildings and Landscapes (Item 13.1)

(Burke/Ritchie)
That the property known as Knox Presbyterian Church, 23 Melville Street,
Dundas, was added to the Buildings and Landscapes of Interest List
(YELLOW).

CARRIED

(Carroll/Beland)
That the following updates, be received:

@) Endangered Buildings and Landscapes (RED):
(Red = Properties where there is a perceived immediate threat
to heritage resources through: demolition; neglect; vacancy;
alterations, and/or, redevelopment)

(i)  Tivoli, 108 James Street North, Hamilton (D) — T. Ritchie
(i)  Andrew Sloss House, 372 Butter Road West, Ancaster (D) —
C. Dimitry
(i)  Century Manor, 100 West 5th Street, Hamilton (D) — G. Carroll
(iv)  18-22 King Street East, Hamilton (D) — W. Rosart
(v)  24-28 King Street East, Hamilton (D) — W. Rosart
(vi) 2 Hatt Street, Dundas (R) — K. Burke
(vi) James Street Baptist Church, 98 James Street South,
Hamilton (D) — J. Brown
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(viii)
(ix)
(x)
(xi)

(xii)

(xiii)

(xiv)

(xv)

(xvi)

(xvii)

(xviii)
(Xix)

(xx)
(xxi)
(xxii)

(xxiii)

January 21, 2022
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The current permit is set to expire in December 2022.

Long and Bisby Building, 828 Sanatorium Road (D) — G.
Carroll

120 Park Street, North, Hamilton (R) — R. McKee

398 Wilson Street East, Ancaster (D) — C. Dimitry

Lampman House, 1021 Garner Road East, Ancaster (D) — C.
Dimitry

Cathedral Boys School, 378 Main Street East, Hamilton (R)
— T. Ritchie

Firth Brothers Building, 127 Hughson Street North, Hamilton
(NOID) - T. Ritchie

Auchmar Gate House, Claremont Lodge 71 Claremont Drive
(R) — R. McKee

Former Hanrahan Hotel (former) 80 to 92 Barton Street East
(D-T. Ritchie

Television City, 163 Jackson Street West (D) — J. Brown

A new permit application has been presented.

1932 Wing of the Former Mount Hamilton Hospital, 711
Concession Street (R) — G. Carroll

215 King Street West, Dundas (I) — K. Burke

679 Main Street East, and 85 Holton Street South, Hamilton
(Former St. Giles Church) — D. Beland

219 King Street West, Dundas — K. Burke

216 Hatt Street, Dundas — K. Burke

537 King Street East, Hamilton — G. Carroll

Beach Canal Lighthouse and Cottage (D) — R. McKee

(b)  Buildings and Landscapes of Interest (YELLOW):
(Yellow = Properties that are undergoing some type of change,
such as a change in ownership or use, but are not perceived as
being immediately threatened)

()

(1)
(i)

(iv)
(V)
(Vi)
(vii)
(viii)

(ix)
(x)

Delta High School, 1284 Main Street East, Hamilton (D) — D.
Beland

2251 Rymal Road East, Stoney Creek (R) — C. Dimitry
Former Valley City Manufacturing, 64 Hatt Street, Dundas (R)
— K. Burke

St. Joseph’s Motherhouse, 574 Northcliffe Avenue, Dundas
(ND) — W. Rosart

Coppley Building, 104 King Street West; 56 York Blvd., and
63-76 MacNab Street North (NOI) — G. Carroll
Dunington-Grubb Gardens, 1000 Main Street East (within
Gage Park) (R) — D. Beland

St. Clair Blvd. Conservation District (D) — D. Beland

52 Charlton Avenue West, Hamilton (D) — J. Brown

292 Dundas Street East, Waterdown (R) — L. Lunsted
Chedoke Estate (Balfour House), 1 Balfour Drive, Hamilton
(R) — T. Ritchie
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(xi)

(xii)

(xiii)

(xiv)

(xv)

(xvi)

(xvii)

(xviii)

(xix)

Page 7 of 7

Binkley property, 50-54 Sanders Blvd., Hamilton (R) - J.
Brown

62 6th Concession East, Flamborough (1) - L. Lunsted
Cannon Knitting Mill, 134 Cannon Street East, Hamilton (R) —
T. Ritchie

1 Main Street West, Hamilton (D) — W. Rosart

54 - 56 Hess Street South, Hamilton (R) — J. Brown

384 Barton Street East, Hamilton — T. Ritchie

311 Rymal Road East, Hamilton — C. Dimitry

42 Dartnell Road, Hamilton (Rymal Road Stations Silos) — G.
Carroll

Knox Presbyterian Church, 23 Melville Street, Dundas — K.
Burke

(c) Heritage Properties Update (GREEN):

(Green = Properties whose status is stable)

(i)
(it)
(i)
(iv)

Auchmar, 88 Fennell Avenue West, Hamilton (D) — R. McKee
Former Post Office, 104 King Street West, Dundas (R) — K.
Burke

Rastrick House, 46 Forest Avenue, Hamilton — G. Carroll
125 King Street East, Hamilton (R) — T. Ritchie

(d)  Heritage Properties Update (black):

(Black = Properties that HMHC have no control over and may be
demolished)

()

442, 450 and 452 Wilson Street East, Ancaster — C. Dimitry

(h) ADJOURNMENT (Item 15)

(Dimitry/Rosart)

That there being no further business, the Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee
adjourned at 11:09 a.m.

Loren Kolar

CARRIED

Respectfully submitted,

Alissa Denham-Robinson, Chair
Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee

Legislative Coordinator
Office of the City Clerk



Planning Division, Planning and Economic Development
71 Main Street West

Hamilton, Ontario

Canada L8P 4Y5

Wednesday, February 23rd, 2022

Re: Heritage Recommendation for 223 Governor’s Road, Dundas (Ward 13)

Hello Hamilton Municipal Heritage and Planning Committee,

This letter is in response to the letter of recommendation to list our home, 223 Governor’s
Road, Dundas on the Municipal Heritage Register.

We agree and would like to see it included on the register as we intend on preserving the
original features of the home. We purchased the home six years ago as we fell in love with the
Victorian features and this was a landmark for Michael growing up. Driving in on Governor’s
Road from the West towards Creighton, this house was the “ The Governor's House on the Hill
that he and all of his friends would daydream about living there one day. And now that this
dream has come true, we share it's unique positioning and interior design with our wonderful
neighbours to give everyone a glimpse into living in the 1800s.

”

We were astonished when we went to Dundurn castle where the original chandeliers from 223
Governor’s (Parlour & Drawing Rooms) now live as historical relics in the lobby showcasing the
beauty of the era. We were also surprised to see similar architecture from our home to Dundurn
castle as they were both built around the same time by entrepreneurial magnets and have many
similar features inside and out.

We understand that there is the request to develop a multi-storey building on the former
Blackadar property that exceeds the current bylaws of a max four story building. We believe that
we can work together to preserve the unobstructed view of our home given that it is unique in its
west facing position while still meeting the objectives of developing the area. The home is the
only one we know of in Dundas that was built specifically this way, its bay windows and front
yard facing the sunset and not towards the road, it truly is an enigma architecturally and



historically in the region. We understand the need to develop in the area but also feel there is a
way of doing it without sacrificing the beauty and historical significance.

We would also like to start the Heritage Designation Process since it aligns with our intentions to
preserve and restore as much of the original features as possible.

Thank you for your time and we look forward to working with you in preserving buildings like 223
Governors while advancing development in Hamilton in a sustainable way that honors its storied

history.

Best Regards,

Michael Rosas and Cheryl Torrenueva
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Hamilton

Planning and Economic
Development Department

To: Members of the Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee

From: Steve Robichaud, Director of Planning and Chief Planner
Planning Division, Planning and Economic Development Department

Date: February 24, 2022

Subject: City of Hamilton Response to the Ontario Housing Affordability Task Force
Recommendations Report

In response to the Province of Ontario’s Housing Affordability Task Force (HATF)
Report dated February 8, 2022, The City of Hamilton of Hamilton provided staff level
comments to the Deputy Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing and a report to
Planning Committee on the matter is planned for the March 22, 2022 Planning
Committee meeting. This memo outlines the staff comments related to heritage for the
committee’s information. The HATF report can be accessed here. Ontario Publishes
Housing Affordability Task Force Report | Ontario Newsroom.

General Comments Re: Heritage and Urban Design

The task force report uses the term “abuse” with regards to heritage preservation and
urban design considerations. This is not consistent with the City of Hamilton’s
experience. The Province has already made significant changes to the Ontario Heritage
Act and it is important to keep in mind the refrain that “density without design leads to
disaster”, which captures why good urban design and heritage conservation are
important to creating a sense of place and liability. In other words, it is the City’s view
that heritage conservation and high-quality urban design is an important matter of public
interest and is also critical to the acceptance and success of the very forms of
development that the HATF Report is seeking to achieve. A province-wide approach to
drastically changing tools, especially when the alleged overreach of these tools may not
be happening in all jurisdictions, does not recognize that both heritage and urban design
add value to the planning process and contribute to creating distinct communities and
enjoyable spaces.

Ontario Housing Affordability Task Force Recommendation 16
16. Prevent abuse of the heritage preservation and designation process by:

a) Prohibiting the use of bulk listing on municipal heritage registers; and,
b)  Prohibiting reactive heritage designations after a Planning Act Development
Application has been filed.
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City of Hamilton Comments

Bill 108 changes to the Heritage Act are not reflected in the HATF report. For example,
16.b) was addressed through the recommendations in the Heritage Review report.

Use of the term “abuse” in this recommendation is confusing as the actions of 16a) and
16b) are both permitted and expected actions under the Ontario Heritage Act.

16a) is encouraged as a best practice and is highlighted in the draft Ontario Heritage
Toolkit updates prepared by the provincial Ministry of Heritage, Sport, Tourism and
Culture Industries. 16a) would prohibit the proactive identification and listing of heritage
buildings through the City’s Built Heritage Inventory Strategy and is contrary to the
intent of the Register as permitted under the Ontario Heritage Act. Listing on the
Register is an administrative tool and does not prevent demolition, adaptive reuse or
redevelopment of a property outright provides for certainty in the identification of
heritage resources and implements the PPS policies regarding the conservation of
heritage resources.

16b) is contrary to the 2021 provincial changes to the Onfario Heritage Act via Bill 108.
The OHA now prevents a municipality from issuing a Notice of Intention to Designate
(NOID) after 90-days of a “prescribed event” taking place (i.e., certain Planning Act
applications being submitted). The existing “prescribed event” policies in the OHA
triggers a response from municipalities to issue a NOID within 90-days of an application
being received in order to protect and conserve a significant heritage property that might
be under threat (which is a provincial interest in the PPS).

Ontario Housing Affordability Task Force Recommendation 17

17. Requiring municipalities to compensate property owners for loss of property value
as a result of heritage designations, based on the principle of best economic use
of land.

City of Hamilton Comments

Not required — City staff report PED20030 (February 2020) reviewed the issue of
heritage designation and property value and found no data or studies that establishes a
negative correlation between heritage protection by means of including a property on
the Municipal Heritage Register or through designation and a property’s resale value.

Highest and best use is not solely based on economics. Cultural heritage is a public
good and the conservation of significant heritage resources is a provincial interest,
required by the PPS. There are not currently any Ontario-specific studies that show that
designation has a negative impact on resale value and conversations with MPAC have
indicated that they do not assess property at a lower amount when it is designated.

It is unclear how it would be possible to calculate “loss of property value” for
compensation. Also unclear who would pay for the highest and best use exercise and
how it would be conducted. Any compensation payments would become additional
pressure on property taxpayers.




From: clerk@hamilton.ca

To: Kolar, Loren

Cc: Vernem, Christine

Subject: Delegation Request HMHC PARSLOW
Date: Thursday, February 17, 2022 10:56:08 AM
----- Original Message-----

From: no-reply@hamilton.ca <no-reply@hamilton.ca>

Sent: Thursday, February 17, 2022 10:49 AM

To: clerk@hamilton.ca

Subject: Form submission from: Request to Speak to Committee of Council Form

Submitted on Thursday, February 17, 2022 - 10:48am Submitted by anonymous user: 172.70.130.138 Submitted
values are:

==Committee Requested==

Committee: Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee Will you be
delegating via a pre-recorded video? No

==Requestor Information==

Name of Organization (if applicable): Parslow Heritage Consultancy
Inc.

Name of Individual: Carla Parslow

Preferred Pronoun: She/her

Contact Number: 16473484887

Email Address: cparslow@phcgroup.ca

Mailing Address:

883 St. Clair Ave. W. Rear

Toronto, ON, M6C 1C4

Reason(s) for delegation request: Make presentation on CHIA results
for the property located at 1107 Main Street West. Will you be
requesting funds from the City? No

Will you be submitting a formal presentation? Yes

The results of this submission may be viewed at:
https://www.hamilton.ca/node/286/submission/578981
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1107 MAIN STREET
WEST

Grace Lutheran Church




1107 Main Street
West

= A gable-roofed sanctuary
with steeple (built 1959)

= A one-storey flat-roofed
wing/link (built 1959)

= A one-storey gable-roofed
addition (built 1970

= The former Grace Lutheran
Church is one of over 6,000
properties listed on
Hamilton’s Inventory of
Buildings of Architectural
and/or Historical Interest
and is also included on the
City's Places of Worship
Inventory.




The property has design value or physical value because it,

is a rare, unique, representative or early example of a style, type, It is a mid-20t™ century religious structure that combines contemporary design

expression, material, or construction method, Y elements with traditional Gothic elements. Is reflective of typical architectural style
applied to religious structures of the Christian faith at the time of construction.

displays a high degree of craftsmanship or artistic merit, or Structure was constructed using standard construction techniques of the time,
including cement block and laminated wood beams. The exterior exhibits a higher-

Y than-average quality of finish, utilizing cut limestone opposed to more common cast
elements. Design balances a simplified modernist aesthetic with traditional Gothic
elements.

demonstrates a high degree of technical or scientific Utilizes standard building methods of the time. The load bearing structure is of
achievement. N concrete block and the use of laminated beams was common in the building industry

at the time of construction.

The property has historical value or associative value because it,

has direct associations with a theme, event, belief, person, Y Structure was built in response to increase in the Lutheran congregation in Hamilton
activity, organization or institution that is significant to a from 300 to over 3,000 following WWII. Built in direct response to the influx of
community, protestant residence to the planned community of Westdale.

yields, or has the potential to yield, information that contributes N Property does not offer an opportunity to impart new knowledge or greater

to an understanding of a community or culture, or understanding of the Lutheran faith or community history.

Demonstrates or reflects the work or ideas of an architect, artist, N Designed by the firm of well-known local Hamilton architect William R. Souter but is
builder, designer or theorist who is significant to a community. not essential to understanding or interpreting the importance of William R. Souter or

his firm. Numerous examples of his and his firms work are present in Hamilton area.
The property has contextual value because it,

is important in defining, maintaining or supporting the character Reflective of the success of the initial intent of Westdale to be a protestant

of an area, Y community.

is physically, functionally, visually or historically linked to its The structure has been part of the Main Street West streetscape for over 60 years

surroundings, or Y and is historically linked to the Protestant development of Westdale.

is a landmark. The property does not serve as a landmark. The structure is not prominent in the
N landscape, being obscured from site from all sides at distances greater than one

block. It does not serve as a local or regional tourist attraction nor does it serve as a
significant point of local orientation.



The CHVI of the former Grace Lutheran Church structure is to a
large extent based on two factors:

o ltreflects the growth of the Lutheran congregations and
growth in religious congregations of all denominations in
Hamilton, particularly after the Second World War.

o The association with well-known Hamilton architect William
Russell Souter.

Alterations in the Lutheran population of Hamilton
triggered the construction of Grace Lutheran Church and
an alteration in the Lutheran population of Hamilton has
resulted in the sale of the property.

Working Group recommendation to list the property at 1107
Main Street West, Hamilton on the Municipal Heritage Register
as a non-designated property under Section 27 of the Ontario
Heritage Act.

Working group also recommended property to be added to the
Council-approved staff work plan for designation.
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FACADE OF i | I}

|~ = RETAINING VIEWSHED ON MAIN STREET
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THE FRONT FACADE WILL BE
RECONSTRUCTED AND RETAIN ITS
CURRENT VISUAL PRESENCE ON MAIN
STREET WEST. THE RECONSTRUCTED
FACADE WILL INCLUDE THE DATE
STONE, CUT STONE ENTRANCE
SURROUND AND EXISTING STAINED-
GLASS WINDOWS

THE PROPOSED RE-DEVELOPMENT OF THE PROJECT AREA REQUIRES THE DEMOLITION OF THE FORMER GRACE
LUTHERAN CHURCH. IT SHOULD NOT BE VIEWED AS A LOSS OF HERITAGE AS THE STRUCTURE WILL BE
COMMEMORATED IN THE NEW DEVELOPMENT.




“ The re-development will provides an opportunity to educate the
community on the work of William Russell Souter, establish a
new community garden where the objectives of the Grace
Lutheran Church congregation will have the opportunity to
continue to enhance and influence the community.

OPPORTUNITY TO RE USE METAL
INDOW FRAMES AS TRELLIS'
2] g

THIS REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT HAS THE ABILITY TO RETAIN THE HERITAGE OF THE PROPERTY WHILE CREATING
NEW OPPORTUNITIES WHICH WILL ENHANCE THE VITALITY OF THE SURROUNDING AREA



As communities grow and
evolve change is inevitable.

The physical growth and the
related development pressure
of intensification is both a
positive sign of health, as well
as a force of change.

LVAGED STONE
INDOW FROM EAST
E OF STRUCTURE

In the past, change often
resulted in the loss and
complete erasing of heritage
but today we understand more
clearly the value of celebrating
a continued connection to
community history.

Salvaged exterior finishes including sections of the plinth, rusticated stone
finish and decorative cut sone window arches will be integrated into the main
entrance of the proposed structure.



7.1(a)

HMHC Education and Communication Working Group

Meeting Notes

Wednesday October 20™", 2021 (6:00pm)
City WebEXx, Virtual Meeting

Present: Alissa Denham-Robinson (Chair), Janice Brown, Graham Carroll, Chuck Dimitry, Robin
McKee, Kathy Stacey, Stacey Kursikowski (Heritage Planning Staff — Meeting Host), Alissa
Golden (Heritage Project Specialist)

Regrets: Tim Ritchie,

Also present: N/a

RECOMMENDATIONS:
N/a

1. Changes to the Agenda
1. N/a

2. Declaration of Interest
1. As identified for some award nominations
K.Stacey for 174/178 Chedoke Ave., Hamilton, On
K.Stacey for 131-135 Aberdeen Ave., Hamilton, On
A.Denham-Robinson for 53 King St. E, Hamilton, On
J.Brown for Videos for Doors Open (Education)
G.Carroll for The Power of Design Exhibit (Education)

3. Previous Meeting Notes
1. N/a

4. Publications & Print Projects:

1. N/a

5. Public Outreach and Events:
1. HMHC Heritage Recognition Awards Celebration

a. Various Award Nominations reviewed and discussed by the Working Group

6. Policy & Administration:
1. N/a

7. New Business:
1. N/a

8. Next Meeting: Wednesday November 3, 2021 at 6pm.
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7.1(b)

HMHC Education and Communication Working Group

Meeting Notes

Wednesday November 3, 2021 (5:30pm - 6:30pm)
City WebEX, Virtual Meeting

Present: Alissa Denham-Robinson (Chair), Janice Brown, Graham Carroll, Chuck Dimitry, Robin
McKee, Stacey Kursikowski (Heritage Planning Staff — Meeting Host), Alissa Golden (Heritage
Project Specialist)

Regrets: Kathy Stacey, Tim Ritchie,

Also present: N/a

RECOMMENDATIONS:
N/a

1. Changes to the Agenda
1. N/a

2. Declaration of Interest
1. As identified for some award nominations
K.Stacey for 174/178 Chedoke Ave., Hamilton, On
K.Stacey for 131-135 Aberdeen Ave., Hamilton, On
A.Denham-Robinson for 53 King St. E, Hamilton, On
J.Brown for Videos for Doors Open (Education)
G.Carroll for The Power of Design Exhibit (Education)

3. Previous Meeting Notes
1. N/a

4. Publications & Print Projects:
1. N/a

5. Public Outreach and Events:
1. HMHC Heritage Recognition Awards Celebration

a. Various Award Nominations reviewed and discussed by the Working Group

6. Policy & Administration:
1. Designation Plaquing Policy Review (In Progress)

a. Brief review of the status of information gathered to date; including:
» City of Hamilton Database of designated properties (as prepared by
A.Golden)
= Power point presentation (as prepared by R.McKee)
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7. New Business:
1. N/a

8. Next Meeting: Thursday November 18", 2021 at 6pm.
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7.1(c)

MHC Education and Communication Working Group

Meeting Notes

Thursday November 18", 2021 (6:00pm)
City WebEXx, Virtual Meeting

Present: Alissa Denham-Robinson (Chair), Janice Brown, Graham Carroll, Chuck Dimitry, Kathy
Stacey, Stacey Kursikowski (Heritage Planning Staff — Meeting Host), Alissa Golden (Heritage
Project Specialist)

Regrets: Robin McKee, Tim Ritchie,

Also present: N/a

RECOMMENDATIONS:
N/a

1. Changes to the Agenda
1. N/a

2. Declaration of Interest
1. As identified for some award nominations
K.Stacey for 174/178 Chedoke Ave., Hamilton, On
K.Stacey for 131-135 Aberdeen Ave., Hamilton, On
A.Denham-Robinson for 53 King St. E, Hamilton, On
J.Brown for Videos for Doors Open (Education)
G.Carroll for The Power of Design Exhibit (Education)

3. Previous Meeting Notes
1. N/a

4. Publications & Print Projects:

1. N/a

5. Public Outreach and Events:
1. HMHC Heritage Recognition Awards Celebration

a. Various Award Nominations reviewed and discussed by the Working Group

6. Policy & Administration:
1. N/a

7. New Business:
1. N/a

8. Next Meeting: Thursday November 25", 2021 at 6pm.
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7.1(d)

HMHC Education and Communication Working Group

Meeting Notes

Thursday November 25", 2021 (6:00pm)
City WebEXx, Virtual Meeting

Present: Alissa Denham-Robinson (Chair), Janice Brown, Graham Carroll, Chuck Dimitry, Robin
McKee, Stacey Kursikowski (Heritage Planning Staff — Meeting Host)

Regrets: Kathy Stacey, Tim Ritchie

Also present: N/a

RECOMMENDATIONS:
1. HMHC Heritage Recognition Awards 2021
That the recommended list of award nominations be forwarded to Hamilton City Council for
approval.

-
.

Changes to the Agenda
1. N/a

2. Declaration of Interest
1. As identified for some award nominations
K.Stacey for 174/178 Chedoke Ave., Hamilton, On
K.Stacey for 131-135 Aberdeen Ave., Hamilton, On
A.Denham-Robinson for 53 King St. E, Hamilton, On
J.Brown for Videos for Doors Open (Education)
G.Carroll for The Power of Design Exhibit (Education)

3. Previous Meeting Notes
1. N/a

4. Publications & Print Projects:
1. N/a

5. Public Outreach and Events:
1. HMHC Heritage Recognition Awards Celebration

a. Various Award Nominations reviewed and discussed by the Working Group

6. Policy & Administration:

1. N/a
7. New Business:
1. N/a
8. Next Meeting: Wednesday January 5", 2022 at 6pm.
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MINUTES OF THE HAMILTON HERITAGE PERMIT REVIEW_ SUB-COMMITTEE

Tuesday, December 14, 2021

Present: Karen Burke, Graham Carroll, Diane Dent, Charles Dimitry (Chair), Andy
MacLaren, Carol Priamo, Tim Ritchie (Vice Chair), Stefan Spolnik, Steve Wiegand

Attending Staff: Amber Knowles, Stacey Kursikowski, Julian Lee, Chloe Richer
Absent with Regrets: Melissa Alexander

Meeting was called to order by the Chairman, Charles Dimitry, at 5:00pm

1) Approval of Agenda:

(Carroll/Priamo)
That the Agenda for December 14, 2021 be approved as presented.

2) Approval of Minutes from Previous Meetings:

(Ritchie/MacLaren)
That the Minutes of November 16, 2021, be approved as presented.

pg 1



3) Heritage Permit Applications

a.

HP2021-059: 15 Inglewood Drive, Hamilton

e Scope of work:
e To repair the existing solarium including:
o Window replacement;
o Masonry repairs; and
o Installation of eavestrough.

e Reason for work:
e Deterioration of mortar joints and failure of windows due to moisture
from lack of eavestrough; and
e Rotting wood window frames need replacement.

David Mills, condo owner and board member, and Megan Hobson, Built
Heritage Consultant, spoke to the Sub-committee at the permit review.

The Sub-committee considered the application and together with input
from the applicant and advice from staff, passed the following motion:

(Ritchie/MacLaren)

That the Heritage Permit Review Sub-committee advises that Heritage
Permit application HP2021-059 be consented to, subject to the following
conditions:

a) That any minor changes to the plans and elevations following approval
shall be submitted, to the satisfaction and approval of the Director of

Planning and Chief Planner, prior to submission as part of any application
for a Building Permit and / or the commencement of any alterations; and,

b) Installation of the alterations, in accordance with this approval, shall be
completed no later than December 31, 2023. If the alterations are not
completed by December 31, 2023, then this approval expires as of that
date and no alterations shall be undertaken without a new approval issued
by the City of Hamilton.
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HP2021-055: 124 St. Clair Avenue, Hamilton (St. Clair Avenue HCD)

e Scope of work:
e To permit the installation of new cladding (Indiana Split Veneer
Limestone) along the front of garage structure.

e Reason for work:
e Garage was damaged by tree impact on October 8, 2020;
e Building permit for repairs did not include altering front fagade of
structure; and
e This application is retroactive to accept installation of new
limestone veneer on front facade.

Ryan Sneek of EFI Global, an authorized agent, spoke to the Sub-
committee at the permit review on behalf of the owner.

The Sub-committee considered the application and together with input
from the applicant and advice from staff, passed the following motion:

(Ritchie/Dent)

That the Heritage Permit Review Sub-committee advises that Heritage
Permit application HP2021-055 be deferred until a future meeting of the
sub-committee to allow the owner to consider removal of the existing
limestone veneer cladding and installation of an alternative cladding on the
front facade of the garage structure that is in keeping with the character of
the St. Clair Avenue Heritage Conservation District.
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C. HP2021-056: 118 St. Clair Avenue, Hamilton (St. Clair Avenue HCD)

e Scope of work:
e Rebuild second level enclosed porch, including:
o To remove the metal ladder style support posts and replace with
triple columns;
o To remove the exterior second floor walls and rebuild and reframe
with the same size, shape and openings;
o Windows will be wood replacements;
o Existing trim to be replicated and painted poplar;
e Exterior cladding materials (second level enclosed porch and front dormer)
to be maintenance-free PVC shakes; and,
e Proposed colours are either Brownwood, Estate Grey or Teak, depending
on availability.

e Reason for work:
e Deterioration of exterior walls due to aging materials.

Duy Nguyen of N-Cubed Designs represented the property owners and
spoke to the Sub-committee at the permit review.

The Sub-committee considered the application and together with input
from the applicant and advice from staff, passed the following motion:

(Priamo/Carroll)

That the Heritage Permit Review Sub-committee advises that Heritage
Permit application HP2021-056 be consented to, subject to the following
conditions:

a) Any minor changes to the plans and elevations following approval shall
be submitted, to the satisfaction and approval of the Director of Planning
and Chief Planner, prior to submission as part of any application for a
Building Permit and / or the commencement of any alterations; and

b) Installation of the alterations, in accordance with this approval, shall be
completed no later than December 31, 2023. If the alteration(s) are not
completed by December 31, 2023, then this approval expires as of that
date and no alterations shall be undertaken without a new approval issued
by the City of Hamilton.
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c) That the applicant will work with city staff on a selection of cladding that
matches the existing wood shakes in texture and colour.
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HP2021-057: 114-116 MacNab Street South, Hamilton

e Scope of work:
e To repoint and consolidate the wall core of the north wall of Johnston Hall,
adding anchors and vertical structural steel tied back to existing Johnston
Hall attic steel structure; and,
e Exterior will be repointed and new eavestrough installed on west side of
building

e Reason for work:

e Outward rotation and bulge in northern wall of Johnston Hall pose
some risk of failure.

Kenneth Post, Trustee of the Presbyterian Congregation of MacNab Street
Church and Jonathan Dee of J. G. Cooke & Associates Ltd. Consulting
Engineers, spoke to the Sub-committee at the permit review.

The Sub-committee considered the application and together with input
from the applicant and advice from staff, passed the following motion:

(Burke/Dent)

That the Heritage Permit Review Sub-committee advises that Heritage
Permit application HP2021-057 be consented to, subject to the following
conditions:

a) Any minor changes to the plans and elevations following approval shall
be submitted, to the satisfaction and approval of the Director of Planning
and Chief Planner, prior to submission as part of any application for a
Building Permit and / or the commencement of any alterations; and

b) Implementation of the alterations, in accordance with this approval,
shall be completed no later than December 31, 2023. If the alteration(s)
are not completed by December 31, 2023, then this approval expires as of
that date and no alterations shall be undertaken without a new approval
issued by the City of Hamilton.
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HP2021-058: 121 St. Clair Avenue, Hamilton (St. Clair Avenue HCD)

e Scope of work:
e To permit the replacement of the wood shaker style shingle siding on the
front (west) facade and side (north) facade dormers with vinyl board and
batten style siding.

¢ Reason for work:

e Due to poor quality of roof, underlying plywood structure of roof and
siding of third floor dormers had to be replaced during roofing
repairs; and,

e This application is retroactive to accept the replacement of the
dormer’s siding with vinyl board and batten style siding

Erica Lee Roebbelen & Gajendran Raveendranathan, the property
owners, spoke to the Sub-committee at the permit review.

The Sub-committee considered the application and together with input
from the applicant and advice from staff, passed the following motion:

(Dent/Ritchie)

That the Heritage Permit Review Sub-committee advises that Heritage
Permit application HP2021-058 is to be deferred until a future meeting of
the sub-committee to allow the property owners time to explore alternative
options to replace the vinyl board and batten cladding on the third floor
dormers visible from St. Clair Avenue with a more compatible alternative.
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4) Adjournment: Meeting was adjourned at 7:05 pm

(Spolnik/Carroll)

That the meeting be adjourned.

5) Next Meeting: Tuesday, January 18, 2022 from 5:00 — 8:30pm

pg. 8



Mailing Address:
71 Main Street West
Hamilton, Ontario
Canada L8P 4Y5

Hamilton

www.hamilton.ca

Planning and Economic Development Department

Planning Division

71 Main Street West, 5th Floor, Hamilton, Ontario, L8P 4Y5
Phone: 905-546-2424, Ext. 7163

Fax: 905-540-5611

FILE: HP2022-001

February 11, 2022

Irene Kraus-Picado
374-376 Mountsberg Road
Flamborough, ON

LOP 1BO

Re: Heritage Permit Application HP2022-001: To construct a new wood deck with
a roof structure to the rear of the original portion of the dwelling, adjacent to the
rear addition at 374-376 Mountsberg Road, Flamborough (Ward 15), Part IV
Designated, By-law No. 2000-17-H

Please be advised that pursuant to By-law No. 05-364, as amended by By-law No. 07-
322, which delegates the power to consent to alterations to designated property under
the Ontario Heritage Act to the Director of Planning and Chief Planner, Heritage Permit
Application HP2021-001 is approved for the designated property at 374-376
Mountsberg Road in accordance with the submitted Heritage Permit Application for the
following alterations:

o To construct a new wood deck with a roof structure to the rear of the original
portion of the dwelling, adjacent to the rear addition.

Subject to the following conditions:

a) Any minor changes to the plans and elevations following approval shall be
submitted, to the satisfaction and approval of the Director of Planning and Chief
Planner, prior to submission as part of any Application for a Building Permit and /
or the commencement of any alterations; and,

b) Installation of the alterations, in accordance with this approval, shall be completed
no later than February 11, 2024. If the alterations are not completed by February
11, 2024, then this approval expires as of that date and no alterations shall be
undertaken without a new approval issued by the City of Hamilton.

Please note that this property is designated under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act,
and that this permit is only for the above-noted alterations. Any departure from the



Re: Heritage Permit Application HP2022-001: To construct February 11, 2022
a new wood deck with aroof structure to the rear of Page 2 of 2
the original portion of the dwelling, adjacent to the
rear addition at 374-376 Mountsberg Road,

Flamborough (Ward 15), Part IV Designated, By-law
No. 2000-17-H

approved plans and specifications is prohibited, and could result in penalties, as
provided for by the Ontario Heritage Act. The terms and conditions of this approval may
be appealed to the Ontario Land Tribunal within 30 days of your receipt of this permit.

The issuance of this permit under the Ontario Heritage Act is not a waiver of any of the
provisions of any By-law of the City of Hamilton, the requirements of the Building Code
Act, the Planning Act, or any other applicable legislation.

We wish you success with your project, and if you have any further questions please
feel free to contact Chloe Richer, Cultural Heritage Planner, at 905-546-2424 ext. 7163,
or via email at Chloe.Richer@hamilton.ca.

Yours truly,

o CoRa N pdoRA

Steve Robichaud, MCIP RPP
Director of Planning and Chief Planner

cc:  Chloe Richer, Cultural Heritage Planner
Chantal Costa, Plan Examination Secretary
Bob Nuttall, Acting Manager, Building Inspections
Tamara Reid, Supervisor-Operations and Enforcement
Loren Kolar, Legislative Coordinator
Councillor Judi Partridge, Ward 15
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HERITAGE PERMIT DELEGATED AUTHORITY REPORT - HP2022-001
ADDRESS: 374-376 Mountsberg Road, Flamborough

Owner: Irene Kraus-Piacado
Applicant / Agent: N/A

| Description of proposed alterations:

o To construct a new wood deck with a roof structure to the rear of the original
portion of the dwelling, adjacent to the rear addition.

| Reasons for proposed alterations:

o Additional outdoor amenity space.

| Documentation submitted with application:

. Architectural plans and elevations;
. Concept presentation; and,
. Exterior photographs of existing dwelling.

Staff assessment:

Key factors in the evaluation of alterations affecting a heritage building or its setting are
the consideration of:

o “‘displacement effects” (those adverse actions that result in the damage, loss or
removal of valued heritage features); and,

o “disruption effects” (those actions that result in detrimental changes to the setting
or character of a heritage feature).

In the consideration of any Heritage Permit Application, staff must assess the impact of
the displacement and disruption effects on the heritage resource, particularly in relation
to the Reasons for Designation mentioned in the Designation By-law, in this case, By-
Law No. 2000-17-H.

The Applicant proposes to construct a new wood deck with a roof structure to the rear of
the original portion of the dwelling, adjacent to the rear addition.

“Displacement effects” to the subject property as a result of this work are not
anticipated, as the deck will not be physically attached to the original portion of the
building. Should there be any potential negative impacts on the original masonry from
the new roof structure above the deck (e.g., due to water run-off), the City’s Masonry
Restoration Guidelines are to be followed, including choosing an appropriate mortar that
is compatible with the historic masonry. The heritage attributes of the property will not
be lost or removed.
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Minimal “disruption effects” are expected to the heritage setting and character of the
property as a result of this work, as the deck is to be located at the rear of the building’s
original front portion, adjacent to an addition. Further, the roofing structure of the deck
will not be physically attached to the original portion of the building.

Staff are supportive of the application as disbursement effects are not anticipated and
there will be minimal disruption effects due to the location of the proposed alteration.

| Key dates:

Sub-committee meeting date: January 18, 2022
Notice of Complete Application: January 12, 2022

| Sub-committee comments and advice:

The Sub-committee considered the application and passed the following motion:

(Priamo / Carroll)

That the Heritage Permit Review Sub-committee advises that Heritage Permit
Application HP2022-001 be approved as submitted, subject to the following conditions:

a) Any minor changes to the plans and elevations following approval shall be
submitted, to the satisfaction and approval of the Director of Planning and Chief
Planner, prior to submission as part of any Application for a Building Permit and /
or the commencement of any alterations; and,

b) Implementation of the alterations, in accordance with this approval, shall be
completed no later than January 31, 2024. If the alterations are not completed by
January 31, 2024 then this approval expires as of that date and no alterations shall
be undertaken without a new approval issued by the City of Hamilton.

CARRIED

| Final Recommendation:

That the Applicant be advised that Heritage Permit Application HP2022-001 is approved
in accordance with the submitted Application, subject to the following conditions:

a) That any minor changes to the plans and elevations following approval shall be
submitted, to the satisfaction and approval of the Director of Planning and Chief
Planner, prior to submission as part of any application for a Building Permit and /
or the commencement of any alterations; and,

b) Implementation of the alterations, in accordance with this approval, shall be
completed no later than February 11, 2024. If the alterations are not completed
by February 11, 2024, then this approval expires as of that date and no
alterations shall be undertaken without a new approval issued by the City of
Hamilton.
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| Approval:
7 2

Staff Approval: L}u&ﬁﬁ fw
Chloe Richer SPM/MGR Initials
Cultural Heritage Planner

Authorized: per: CQ:f:Q)UQAO\DQA

Steve Robichaud, MCIP RPP
Director of Planning and Chief Planner
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| Excerpt from By-Law No. 2000-17-H

DESIGNATED FEATURES

The exterior features to be designated at 376 Mountsberg Road are the exterior walls, the
Georgian style entrance, with its 6 panel door and 4 light transom above and the windows
on either side. In addition, the flat brick arches above the entrance, and windows, the
moulded frieze board and box cornice on the gable end are included.

The exterior features to be designated at 374 Mountsberg Road are the exterior walls,
clad in buff brick, and the decorative brick detailing, including the flat brick arches above
the windows and the series of brick label or drip mouldings above the arches.

EXCLUSION

Excluded from the designation is the land surrounding each house.



7.4

MINUTES OF THE HAMILTON HERITAGE PERMIT REVIEW SUB-COMMITTEE

Tuesday, January 18, 2022

Present: Melissa Alexander, Karen Burke, Graham Carroll, Diane Dent, Charles
Dimitry (Chair), Andy MacLaren, Carol Priamo, Tim Ritchie (Vice Chair), Stefan Spolnik,
Steve Wiegand

Attending Staff: Ken Coit, James Croft, Chloe Richer, Charlie Toman
Absent with Regrets: All Sub-Committee members were in attendance

Meeting was called to order by the Chairman, Charles Dimitry, at 5:00pm

1) Approval of Agenda:

(Ritchie/Spolnik)
That the Agenda for January 18, 2022 be approved as presented.

2) Approval of Minutes from Previous Meetings:

(MacLaren/Carroll)
That the Minutes of December 14, 2021 be approved as presented.
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3) Heritage Permit Applications
a. HP2021-055: 124 St. Clair Avenue, Hamilton (St. Clair Avenue HCD)

e Scope of work:
e To permit the installation of new cladding (Indiana Split VVeneer
Limestone) along the front of garage structure.

e Reason for work:
e Garage was damaged by tree impact on October 8, 2020;
e Building permit for repairs did not include altering front fagade of
structure; and
e This application is retroactive to accept installation of new
limestone veneer on front fagade.

The homeowner, Peter McMillan and Ryan Sneek of EFI Global, an
authorized agent, spoke to the Sub-committee at the permit review.

The Sub-Committee deferred the application at the December 14, 2021
meeting allowing time for city staff and the homeowner to discuss changes
to the veneer more sympathetic to the Heritage Conservation District.

The Sub-committee considered the application and together with input
from the applicant and advice from staff, considered the following motion:

That the Heritage Permit Review Sub-committee advises that Heritage
Permit application HP2021-055 be consented to, subject to the following
conditions:

a) That any minor changes to the plans and elevations following approval
shall be submitted, to the satisfaction and approval of the Director of

Planning and Chief Planner, prior to submission as part of any application
for a Building Permit and / or the commencement of any alterations; and,

b) Installation of the alterations, in accordance with this approval, shall be
completed no later than January 31, 2024. If the alterations are not
completed by January 31, 2024, then this approval expires as of that date
and no alterations shall be undertaken without a new approval issued by
the City of Hamilton.
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The vote on the motion was six citizen members against approval and four
citizen members for approval. As such, the Sub-committee did not
recommend approval of the permit application.

pg. 3



HP2022-001: 374-376 Mountsberg Road, Flamborough

e Scope of work:
e To construct a new wood deck with a roof structure to the rear of the
original portion of the dwelling, adjacent to the rear addition.

e Reason for work:
e Additional outdoor amenity space.

Irene Kraus-Picado, the property owner, spoke to the Sub-committee at
the permit review.

The Sub-committee considered the application and together with input
from the applicant and advice from staff, passed the following motion:

(Dent/Carroll)

That the Heritage Permit Review Sub-committee advises that Heritage
Permit application HP2022-001 be consented to, subject to the following
conditions:

a) Any minor changes to the plans and elevations following approval shall
be submitted, to the satisfaction and approval of the Director of Planning
and Chief Planner, prior to submission as part of any application for a
Building Permit and / or the commencement of any alterations; and

b) Installation of the alterations, in accordance with this approval, shall be
completed no later than January 31, 2024. If the alteration(s) are not
completed by January 31, 2024, then this approval expires as of that date
and no alterations shall be undertaken without a new approval issued by
the City of Hamilton.
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HEA2022-001: 159 Carlisle Road, Flamborough

e Scope of work:
e To install a replacement metal roof consisting of metal shingles
(Decra Shingle XD); and
o Steel — Aluminum-Zinc Hot Dip Coating with Acrylic
Basecoat, Priming System and Over-Glaze and Ceramic
Coated Stone Granules).

e Reason for work:
e Deterioration of the existing roof has included rusting of the surface,
lifting at the seams and leaking into the attic; and,
e Ontwo previous occasions, the owners have engaged contractors
to repair and repaint the existing roof, however, the work was not
successful and water penetration continues.

Larry Tansley, the property owner, spoke to the Sub-committee at the
permit review.

The Sub-committee considered the application and together with input
from the applicant and advice from staff, passed the following motion:

(Burke/Ritchie)

That the Heritage Permit Review Sub-committee advises that Heritage
Permit application HEA2022-001 be consented to, subject to the following
conditions:

a) That any minor changes to the plans and elevations following approval
shall be submitted, to the satisfaction and approval of the Director of

Planning and Chief Planner, prior to submission as part of any application
for a Building Permit and / or the commencement of any alterations; and,

b) Installation of the alterations, in accordance with this approval, shall be
completed no later than January 31, 2024. If the alterations are not
completed by January 31, 2024, then this approval expires as of that date
and no alterations shall be undertaken without a new approval issued by
the City of Hamilton.
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4) Adjournment: Meeting was adjourned at 6:30 pm

(Priamo/Dent)

That the meeting be adjourned.

5) Next Meeting: Tuesday, February 15, 2022 from 5:00 — 8:30pm
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7.5(a)
MEETING NOTES

POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP
Monday December 7, 2020
10:00 am
City of Hamilton Web Ex Virtual Meeting

Attendees: C. Dimitry, B. Janssen, L. Lunsted, R. McKee, W. Rosatrt,
Regrets: C. Priamo , K.Stacey, A. Denham- Robinson
Also Present: D. Addington

THE POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP NOTES FOR THE INFORMATION OF THE
HAMILTON MUNICIPAL HERITAGE COMMITTEE WITH RESPECT TO:

€) CHANGES TO THE AGENDA
None

(b) DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

None

(c) REVIEW OF PAST MEETING NOTES
Notes of November 19, 2020:
Notes approved.

(d) C.H.ILA. — 1 property: 101 King Street East, Hamilton

An overview of the proposed changes was given by David Addington, (City of
Hamilton). The subject property is listed on the Municipal Heritage Register and is
located within the Gore Park Cultural Landscape.

- Proposed development:

o Adding 3 storeys to the existing 3 storey building. This building is structurally
sound.

o Remove an existing 1-storey addition at the rear to allow for a 7 storey
addition

o Integrate the existing interior to the new addition

o Remove existing cladding and repair existing brick exterior using original
brick where possible

o Remove existing windows which are not original



POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP December 7, 2020

MEETING NOTES

Page 2 of 2

Working Group Members noted the following regarding the CHIA in general:

o In general, the working group liked the concept and was happy to see that
existing brick would be used. The integration of the existing building into the
design is very well done.

- Review of the proposed changes:

o The group was unanimous in their dislike of the proposed cube structures on
the front of the 4™ and 5% storey. Although the CHIA indicates that the cubes
are intentionally designed to contrast with the heritage aspects of the 2" and
3'd storeys, the group felt they were too drastic a contrast.

C. Dimitry suggested that perhaps the cantilever on the 5% storey
could be set back. He also wondered if there were any plans to leave
some of the interior joists exposed as they are the only interior
heritage feature left.

B. Janssen liked the proposed use of the brick and the work on the
heritage features

L. Lunsted wondered if they cold frame the cube in brick, similar to the
building at 185 King St. E., to soften the look of the cube.

The group also suggested that the window glazing could be simplified
The cube shape is evident in several surrounding buildings but the
impact of those is not as jarring. Some are set back so they are not as
visible from the street.

Recommendations regarding the CHIA for 101 King Street East, Hamilton

- That the applicant provide alternative designs more in keeping with the heritage
design of the building.

() OTHER BUSINESS

- R. McKee asked what the status was concerning the designation of Gore Park. D.
Addington replied that it is still being worked on. There is also no change to the
status of the Auchmar Gate House.

() ADJOURNMENT

The Policy & Design Working Group Meeting adjourned at 9:45 am.

Next meeting date:

To be determined



7.5(b)

MEETING NOTES

POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP
Monday March 15, 2021
3:30 pm
City of Hamilton Web Ex Virtual Meeting

Attendees: C. Dimitry, B. Janssen, L. Lunsted, R. McKee, W. Rosart, A. Denham-
Robinson
Regrets: C. Priamo, K.Stacey

Also Present: D. Addington
Hannah Kosziwka

THE POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP NOTES FOR THE INFORMATION OF THE
HAMILTON MUNICIPAL HERITAGE COMMITTEE WITH RESPECT TO:

@) CHANGES TO THE AGENDA
None

(b) DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
A. Denham-Robinson stated that her office is working on the building being
discussed in the C.H.L.A.

(c) REVIEW OF PAST MEETING NOTES
Notes of December 7, 2020:

Approved by general consensus with minor edits.

(d) C.H.ILA. = 1 property: Chedoke Browlands / Long & Bisby Building

An overview of the Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment (CHIA) was given by Cultural
Heritage Planner, David Addington. It was noted that Council approved the Notice of
Intent to Designate in February and the NOID has been issued. The property owner
has noted to staff that not all of the windows are intact or present, and that a portion of
the rear addition had been previously been removed due to fire damage.

The Long & Bisby building was built in 1920 as a nurses residence for staff working at
the Mountain Sanitorium. It is the only building from that institution still standing.

Overview Proposed development:



POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP January 25, 2021
MEETING NOTES Page 2 of 3

O

o

O

Building 630 residential units, a mix of townhouses and multi-unit residential
buildings.

The townhouses are proposed to be 2-3 storeys, the multi-unit residential buildings
will range in height with 4, 5, and 8 storey buildings being proposed.

The development will be built in phases.

Approximately 9 acres of land near Chedoke Creek will remain as open space and
ownership will be transferred to the City.

The Long & Busby building will be retained, initially as the office for the developer
and later potentially converted for amenity or office use.

A tree preservation plan has been submitted with the development application.

Working Group Members noted the following regarding the CHIA:

O

In general, the working group were pleased that the Long & Bisby building is being
retained and recommended that a Conservation plan be completed for the building.
A. Denham-Robinson noted that the a plan for the ongoing monitoring and
securing of the building must be included.

C. Dimitry wondered if there were more heritage features inside the Long & Bisby
building which have not been identified as being worth retaining such as the
fireplace surround and ceiling the nurses lounge.

R. McKee felt it was not clear what was happening to the Cross of Lorraine, and
more information was needed as to how it was going to be dealt with and a plan for
its restoration should be provided. Was it going to be restored and was it going to
be lit? Was there a plan to remove trees so that the Cross was more visible?

R. McKee suggested that the Hamilton Mountain Historical Society may be
interested in preserving the Cross and may be able to help with funds and
restoration plans.

L. Lunsted said that the plans include blasting near the Long & Bisby building for
construction of underground parking, and there was potential for damage to the
building. It is agreed that an engineer should report on the potential blasting
impacts on the Long & Bisby building and referenced in the CHIA. We would like to
see regular reporting and ongoing monitoring of the building when this is
happening.

B. Janssen would like to see more detail on the park lands and hopes that as many
trees as possible will be retained. It was noted that landscape components were
removed from the designation By-law at Planning Committee.

The CHIA reports that the landscape has been significantly altered over time so
there is no significant impact with any changes, however, the P&D Working group
is not in agreement with this statement.

Recommendations regarding the CHIA for Chedoke Browlands/Long & Bisby

That the CHIA be received and that the questions and issues noted by the working
group be addressed in a resubmission of the CHIA.
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(e) OTHER BUSINESS
- R. McKee had various questions about the potential timing of a designation of the
Auchmar Gatehouse and how a designation by-law would apply to the property
should the gatehouse be moved.
(f)  ADJOURNMENT
The Policy & Design Working Group Meeting adjourned at 10.00 am.

Next meeting date: To be determined



7.5(c)

MEETING NOTES

POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP
Monday March 15, 2021
3:30 pm
City of Hamilton Web Ex Virtual Meeting

Attendees: C. Dimitry, B. Janssen, L. Lunsted, R. McKee, W. Rosart, A. Denham-
Robinson, Carol Priamo

Regrets: K.Stacey

Also Present: A. Golden
Hannah Kosziwka

THE POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP NOTES FOR THE INFORMATION OF THE
HAMILTON MUNICIPAL HERITAGE COMMITTEE WITH RESPECT TO:

@) CHANGES TO THE AGENDA
None

(b) DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

None

(c) REVIEW OF PAST MEETING NOTES
Notes of January 25, 2021

Approved

(d) C.H.ILA. = Revised Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment for 115-117 George
Street & 220-222 Main Street West, by Goldsmith Borgal & Company Ltd.
Architects, dated February 9, 2021

This CHIA was previously discussed on October 19, 2020. In reviewing the revised
CHIA, the group feels that their comments were not all addressed and the
recommendations remain the same.

Working Group Members noted the following regarding the CHIA:

o In general, the working group was pleased with the additions to the CHIA with
regards to the George Street addresses.
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Individual comments:
220 Main St. W.

o C. Dimitry felt that there are at least 3 attributes for 220 Main St. W. which should
be noted in the Reg. 9/06 criteria — Queen Anne style, the turrets and the brickwork
= He would like the new design to have more actual brick rather than a
representation and more of a heritage look
o C. Priamo asked if they have already applied for re-zoning for the higher number of
stories. She does not approve of tearing the building down

222 Main St. W.

o C. Dimitri — would like to keep this building
o C. Priamo — feels that the 9/06 assessment in the CHIA is not accurate, and
should be as follows:
o 1i)—should be a Yes
o 1ii) —it does have craftsmanship
o 21i)yes it has a theme — its historical development
o 2ii) Yes — if the building comes down then there is nothing left to help
describe the neighbourhood
o 3i) Yes itis important in defining the character of the neighbourhood
o 3ii) Yes, itis linked to its surroundings
o B. Janssen feels that they have missed the mark and could do a lot more to
recognize the heritage and history, if the building is demolished.

Overall comments:

The Working Group hoped for more features to be saved from 222 Main St. W. If possible
they would prefer that the building be saved and a structure be built above it. They would
prefer that more of the red brick be incorporated into the design. They do not agree with the
Ref.. 9/06 criteria as written in the CHIA.

It is recognized that the setback of the Main Street buildings could be an issue in the design
but it is an integral part of the original structure and would have contributed to the character of
the neighbourhood.

Recommendations regarding the CHIA for 115-117 George St. & 220-222 Main St. W.

- That the CHIA be received and that the questions and issues noted by the working
group be addressed in a resubmission of the CHIA.

- In addition, while 115-117 George Street are Registered, they recommend referring
these buildings, as well as Arlo House at 206 Main St. W. to the Inventory and
Research Working Group as possible candidates for Designation.
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(e) OTHER BUSINESS

- R. McKee confirmed that the Cross of Lorraine is included in the designation of the
Long & Bisby building.

- He also questioned if it is better to designate a building (Auchmar Gatehose)
before or after moving it to another location.

- W. Rosart asked if information can be sent out to the group earlier. This will be
discussed at the next meeting and potential timelines developed. However it all
depends on when staff get the information and how urgent it is.

(f)  ADJOURNMENT
The Policy & Design Working Group Meeting adjourned at 4:50 p.m..

Next meeting date: To be determined



7.5(d)

MEETING NOTES

POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP
Monday April 19, 2021
3:00 pm
City of Hamilton Web Ex Virtual Meeting

Attendees: C. Dimitry, B. Janssen, L. Lunsted, R. McKee, W. Rosart, A. Denham-

Regrets:

Robinson, Carol Priamo

K.Stacey

Also Present: A. Golden

Hannah Kosziwka

THE POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP NOTES FOR THE INFORMATION OF THE
HAMILTON MUNICIPAL HERITAGE COMMITTEE WITH RESPECT TO:

(@)

(b)

()

(d)

CHANGES TO THE AGENDA
None

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

None

REVIEW OF PAST MEETING NOTES

Notes of March 15, 2021

When asked these notes had been forwarded to the developer yet, Alissa Golden
advised that she was waiting for them to be approved at this meeting. She will then
add her comments and forward them.

Approved

C.H.LLA. — Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment for 101 Hunter Street E. by
Goldsmith Borgal & Company Ltd. February 26, 2021

The proposal is to demolish the building. The report did not find any criteria which met
the Ontario Regulation 9/06 criteria for Cultural Heritage Value or interest.

Alissa Golden made the following comments for our clarification:

Hunter Street was the cutoff and was not included in the Downtown Built Heritage
Inventory.
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(€)

She feels that there is contextual value

The statement that there is no historical or associative value may need more
research

The study seems to focus on the impact to adjacent buildings

Overall, the group disagreed with the report and felt that there were aspects that did
meet the Regulation 9/06 criteria.

Individual comments:

The city Secondary Plan currently in effect does not allow this type of development
It does not confirm with the Tall Building Study or the current Zoning By-laws
Corktown is one of four historical areas and needs more study

The Shadow impact study is not representative of reality

The placement of the building on the lot should be reconsidered

The City should be accountable for studies which have been done and follow their

own recommendations.

We feel there is technical merit

The brick and foundation are in good shape

We would have expected to see more in the ‘Associative Value’' category
If the new building is built, the row houses on the East and West may not survive

While other nearby properties are on the Register, there are no plans for
designation and they are not on the workplan.

There is associative value
Buildings may start to disappear in the Corktown area, south of Hunter Street if

they are not added to the Register

We do not see any heritage aspects in the design

The buildings could be integrated into the design as they are right on the corner of

the property.

There were multiple references to high rises which do not exist yet

The report does not recommend any heritage incorporation of the existing buildings

Recommendations regarding the CHIA for 101 Hunter Street West

The group does not agree with the Ontario Regulation 9/06 criteria as noted in the
report. They feel that the existing buildings could be incorporated into the design or at
the very least, some indication of the heritage of the buildings should be incorporated.

The proposal does not seem to conform with existing Zoning By-laws.

C.H.lLA. — Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment for 455 and 457 Bay Street
North prepared by ASI July 2020
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The proposal is for an addition at the rear of 455 Bay Street North, a designated building,
and to construct a new residence on the adjacent vacant lot at 457 Bay Street North.

The major concerns of the group were with regards to maintaining the stability of the slope,
and the number of mature trees which may need to be removed to facilitate the build. In
particular there is a large tree which seems to be in front of the proposed new construction
and removing it would significantly alter the streetscape.

o All heavy equipment will have access from the rear of the properties

o The City is taking over the operation of the marina and it may eventually close,
resulting in great public access to the area at the rear of these lots.

o There are three tunnels near these lots which have heritage significance. They
are currently boarded up but in future they may be recognized with a heritage
plaque.

o It was felt that the design of both the rear addition and the new construction
were more in keeping with Vancouver, rather than Hamilton, and they do not fit
the area.

Overall comments:

The Working Group agrees in general with the report. They concur with the suggestion in
section B.3.4.1.3 that exterior finishes for the new construction could make greater use of
wood and brick materials, rather than the glass, steel and concrete. Engineering reports

should evaluate the structural integrity and stability of the slope, and a landscape plan should
provided.

Recommendations regarding the CHIA for 455 and 457 Bay Street North

= That the CHIA be received and that the issues noted by the working group be
addressed.

(f) ADJOURNMENT

The Policy & Design Working Group Meeting adjourned at 4:35 p.m..

Next meeting date: To be determined



7.5(e)

MEETING NOTES

POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP

Monday June 21, 2021
3:00 pm
City of Hamilton Web Ex Virtual Meeting

Attendees: C. Dimitry, B. Janssen, L. Lunsted, A. Denham- Robinson, W. Rosart

Regrets:

K.Stacey, R.McKee, , C. Priamo, S. Kusikowski

Also Present: C. Richer , H. Kosziwka,

THE POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP NOTES FOR THE INFORMATION OF THE
HAMILTON MUNICIPAL HERITAGE COMMITTEE WITH RESPECT TO:

(@)

(b)

()

(d)

CHANGES TO THE AGENDA
None

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
None

REVIEW OF PAST MEETING NOTES
Notes of May 17, 2021

Approved with revision — correction to the spelling of Chloe Richer.

C.H.ILA. = Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment for 265 Mill Street South,
Waterdown by KSA Architectural Solutions, December 2020

The report was to support a Zoning By-Law amendment application. A presentation
was made by Cultural Heritage Planner Chloe Richer and she had a few comments:

Landscaping needs to be addressed

The property is on the Register and may be put forward for designation if further
research supports it

Several of the attributes in the report say they ’partially’ apply. The answer should
be yes or no, not partially.

Individual comments:

o The working group is in favour of the overall strategy

o

We feel that all of the attributes under Contextual Value should read ‘meets criteria’
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o We would like the comments under the Historical Attributes to be stronger, not
‘partially meets’

o We fell that there is potential for this building to be designated. The Waterdown
Village Built Heritage Inventory lists this property as a Designation Candidate.

o We would like to know if there are more items on the interior which could be
salvaged. Most of the documentation is about the staircase.

o While the additions to the rear are necessary, would it be possible to have these
more in line with the current structure.

o Would it be possible to have a site visit to view the interior?

Recommendations regarding the CHIA for 265 Mill Street South, Flamborough
(Waterdown)

The Policy & Design Working Group is supportive of this CHIA and agrees with the
recommendations. It is not necessary to have this resubmitted to us.

We would like the Cultural Heritage Planner to update us on any changes or responses
regarding the questions and comments identified.

It is recommended that this property be sent to the Inventory & Research Group for
further research regarding eventual Designation.

(e) C.H.ILA. = Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment for 207 King Street, Dundas
by Wren Design, revised April 2021
o The working group is very pleased with the revisions to the CHIA. All of our
concerns and questions have been addressed and answered.
o The only question was if there will be accessible entry as it does not look like
there is an AODA access in the front.

) ADJOURNMENT
The Policy & Design Working Group Meeting adjourned at 3:55 p.m.

Next meeting date: To be determined



MEETING NOTES

POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP
Monday August 23, 2021
3:00 pm
City of Hamilton Web Ex Virtual Meeting

Attendees: A. Denham- Robinson, C.Dimitry, L. Lunsted, R. McKee, C. Priamo, W.
Rosart,
Regrets: K.Stacey,

Also Present: A. Knowles, H. Kosziwka, S. Kursikowski

THE POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP NOTES FOR THE INFORMATION OF THE
HAMILTON MUNICIPAL HERITAGE COMMITTEE WITH RESPECT TO:

a)

b)

d)

CHANGES TO THE AGENDA
None

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
None

REVIEW OF PAST MEETING NOTES
Notes of June 21, 2021

Approved .

C.H.ILA. = Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment for 44 Hughson Street South,
75 James Street South by Megan Hobson, 1 July 2021

The proposal is for a 34-storey mixed use development. A CHIA-Documentation and
Salvage report has already been received for 75 James Street.

(@]

Individual comments:

The shadow study only seems to have focussed on the church, not on the site of
Prince’s Square

On page 12, the study seems to indicate the wrong square. Staff will follow up with
the consultant.

44 Hughson St. is listed on the Municipal Heritage Register but Registered
buildings do not require a heritage permit for any changes.

The project is quite far down the process and there is not much that the committee
can comment on at this point
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o We are in agreement with the step back of the building design

o There is no discussion in the CHIA about Designation.

o Since the developer is already keeping the building in the plans, it was suggested
that Designation would be an option.

Recommendations regarding the CHIA for 44 Hughson Street South:

The Policy & Design Working Group is supportive of this CHIA and agrees with the
recommendations.

It is recommended that this property be sent to the Inventory & Research Group to do
further research regarding eventual Designation.

e) C.H.ILA. - Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment for 1107 Main Street West

This is a revised CHIA. The document did not address the previous comments by the P &
D Working Group. Staff will ask that the CHIA be revised again to address our previously
documented concerns.

Individual Comments:

o The front fagade of the church is being retained but in a courtyard where it does not
seem to fit

o The location is quite far back from the street

o The church seems to meet all of the criteria so it should be considered for
designation, not just kept as a wall somewhere in the overall design

Recommendations regarding the CHIA for 1107 Main Street West:

The Policy & Design Working Group would like to see this CHIA revised again, with more
emphasis on saving the entire church.

It is recommended that this property be sent to the Inventory & Research Group to do
further research regarding eventual Designation

f) Process for sending a property to the Inventory & Research Working Group

During the previous discussion, the question was raised as to what the process is when
this group recommends that a property be forwarded to | & R for further research, and how
staff is directed as to what to tell developers regarding Designation.
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Over the past two years, several properties have been recommended for further research,
but it is not clear if this has ever been carried out. Lyn will look through the previous
meeting notes to find the properties which fall into this category and send the list to the
heritage planners.

g) C.H.lLA. — 398 Wilson Street, Ancaster

A presentation was given by S. Kursikowski regarding this property. The CHIA does not
assess the property with regards to O.Reg. 9/06. It does not provide a new SOS for the
proposed new location of the building.

The recommendations of the CHIA recognizes the complexity of moving the building and:

- Advises that a Structural Engineer with heritage knowledge be consulted

- Advises specifications & the scope of the relocation should be prepared by a qualified
building mover in conjunction with the structural engineer

- Suggest that permanently relocating the building will limit unnecessary impacts from
multiple moves

Individual Comments:

The CHIA does not assess the property with regards to Regulation 9/06

the building is a designated heritage property - moving it will change some of the

aspects of the designation

moving the building will take it out of context and remove it from the streetscape

the date and style of construction are significant

the building has not been significantly altered over the years

the type of construction is not one that can be easily moved

it will not be easily visible in the proposed new location

if the ground needs to be dug out, then perhaps it could be moved back a bit, to ground

which has already been prepared.

we would like a mortar specialist to assess the building and a guarantee that it can be

moved safely

o more information regarding the specifications and scope of the move need to done by
gualified building mover and a structural engineer

o we would like further details and case studies of the proposed move/ remediation/
decontamination

o the examples in the CHIA of buildings which have been moved do not include any of
this particular type of construction

o we would like more information as to how this building is described in the Ancaster
secondary Node Plan

o the CHIA is incomplete - it does not tell us anything about the proposed future site of

the building or what the plans are for the future streetscape

o O

0O O O O O O

(@]
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Recommendations regarding the CHIA for 398 Wilson Street

The Policy & Design Working Group would like to see this CHIA revised again, to address
our concerns. There is a special meeting of the Permit Review Subcommittee to address
this property, on August 31. Further recommendations may come as a result of that
meeting.

The Policy & Design Working Group Meeting adjourned at 5 pm

Next meeting date: September 20, 2021.
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MEETING NOTES

POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP
Monday September 20, 2021
3:00 pm
City of Hamilton Web Ex Virtual Meeting

Attendees: A. Denham- Robinson, C.Dimitry, L. Lunsted, R. McKee,
Regrets: K.Stacey, C. Priamo, W. Rosart

Also Present: A. Knowles, S. Kursikowski, J. Lee

THE POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP NOTES FOR THE INFORMATION OF THE
HAMILTON MUNICIPAL HERITAGE COMMITTEE WITH RESPECT TO:

a) CHANGES TO THE AGENDA
None

b) DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
None

c) REVIEW OF PAST MEETING NOTES
Notes not ready

d) C.H.ILA. — Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment for 983 Beach Blvd. by Giamo
Architects, 31 August 2021

This property had previously been reviewed by the P& D Working Group, with regards
to an addition at the rear. As construction started it became obvious that the structure
was in poor condition and the recommendation was to demolish and rebuild the house.

Comments:

o Given the obvious issues with the foundation and the compromised structural
integrity of the house, going forward with the addition would not be possible

o The iron fence in the front of the building is to be retained and the landscaping
redone to be as close to the original design as possible.

o The impact on the streetscape will be negligible.

Recommendations regarding the CHIA for 983 Beach Blvd.:
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The Policy & Design Working Group is supportive of this CHIA and agrees with the
recommendations.

e) C.H.LA. —Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment for 80 John Street North by
mcCallum Sather, July 16, 2021

The proposal is for two 30-storey towers with a 4 storey upper podium and lower 4 storey
podium for the rental market with retail at street level. The property is adjacent to two
heritage buildings which are listed on the Municipal Heritage Register. The site is
currently a parking lot.

Comments:

o Although the two heritage buildings are not part of this CHIA, we would like to see a
bit more information about them —who owned them, who built them etc.

o We would like to see more of a setback of the front fagade on Catharine Street
North to allow the heritage homes at #85 and #89 Catharine Street to be more
visible along the streetscape.

o A shadow impact analysis was not included with the CHIA —it appears that these
two houses may be in shadow for most of the day.

o We would like more details regarding privacy / fencing at the back of these two
properties as it appears that there is no landscape buffer.

o The shadow study should also incorporate buildings on the other side of Wilson
Street

o Section 6.2 — we would like more information on the building materials.

Recommendations regarding the CHIA for 80 John Street N:

The Policy & Design Working Group would like to see this CHIA again, after the revisions
and updates have been completed, with the shadow study and more details on the
building materials which suggested to be sympathetic to the adjacent heritage buildings.

f) C.H.ILA. —Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment for 193-213 King Street W. by
mcCallum Sather, June 30, 2021

The proposal is for a 30 storey building, with 241 residential units and 110 hotel units.
Comments:

o Buildings around this property are on the inventory and the property kitty-corner
to it is on the Municipal Heritage Register.
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o Section 4.3 — we would like to see more information regarding the historical and
associated value of the surrounding buildings, especially for the one on the
Register.

Recommendations regarding the CHIA for 193 — 213 King Street West

The Policy & Design Working Group likes the proposed design and is ok with this
CHIA.

¢ A general comment was made with regards to the previous two CHIA’'s highlighting that
we are starting to see more CHIA's of 30 stories. The group would like to know if the

downtown secondary plan currently allows for 30 stories and requests that staff
investigate this.

g) C.H.ILA. — Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment for 260 & 276 Dunsmure Road
by Detritus Consulting Limited, September 2021

The proposal is to demolish the existing buildings and build a residential development
consisting of two duplexes and a three building stacked townhouse complex totally 60
units.

Comments:

o The Lawson Lumber office was constructed in 1956, following a fire which destroyed
previously existing buildings

o The Lawson Lumber complex meets all of the O.Reg 9/06 criteria

o The CHIA recommends significant salvage of parts of the Lawson Lumber office
building

o The CHIA provides recommendations for further integration into the neighbourhood

o The P & D Working group suggests that the Lawson Lumber sign be moved to the
entrance where it would be more visible and a link to the heritage of the site.

Recommendations regarding the CHIA for 260 & 276 Dunsmure Road

The Policy & Design Working Group agrees with this CHIA and does not need to see any
updates. However we would be interested in knowing how the final proposal integrates
the Lawson Lumber sign.

The Policy & Design Working Group Meeting adjourned at 4:10 pm

Next meeting date: October 18, 2021.
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MEETING NOTES

POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP
Monday October 18, 2021
3:00 pm
City of Hamilton Web Ex Virtual Meeting

Attendees: A. Denham- Robinson, C.Dimitry, L. Lunsted, R. McKee, C. Priamo
Regrets: K.Stacey, W.Rosart

Also Present: C. Richer, A. Knowles, S. Kursikowski, J. Lee

THE POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP NOTES FOR THE INFORMATION OF THE
HAMILTON MUNICIPAL HERITAGE COMMITTEE WITH RESPECT TO:

a) CHANGES TO THE AGENDA
None

b) DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
None

c) REVIEW OF PAST MEETING NOTES
Approved

d) C.H.ILA. — Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment for 216 Hatt Street, Dundas
by Meghan Hobson, 8 October 2021

The proposal is to demolish the existing structure and replace it with two detached
houses. This CHIA was requested by staff after the Committee of Adjustment meeting
as there were concerns about the proposed design of the houses.

The CHIA did not find significant heritage attributes regarding the building but does
recommend potential salvage of some interior items such as stair newel post, banister
and interior solid wooden doors.

Working Group Comments:

Additional Site and Neighbourhood Analysis

e Would like to see additional details on the setbacks and neighbourhood analysis.
Many of the houses nearby are close to the street, with the exception of the one
next door - it seems out of place.
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Heritage Evaluation
e CHIAs tend to focus on what is not there, however, in this case the profile and
architectural style of the dwelling remains as well as interior features;
o How much does the style tie into the broader context of the area?
o Not enough focus on architectural style, construction date and contextual value;
e It could be significant that Kidd only designed one dwelling in the area;

Consultation
e Has the Dundas heritage community been consulted?
o The members understand the property is not designated, however, there is a
Cross-Melville HCD Committee;

Proposed New Dwellings

e This particular Contemporary style is not a good fit due to the amount of glazing,
narrow and high massing, use of wood and stone together in a way that appears too
modern; the proportions do not fit the neighbourhood

e Second example would fit better; the materials are appropriate but the design is still
very modern.

e These are proposed designs, not necessarily the final designs so it is difficult to
comment on them

Documentation
e Would like to see more archival photos and feel there is not enough documentation
between construction date and present; and
e Would also like to see photographs of the basement and attic in case it is found later

that Kidd is significant.

Recommendations regarding the CHIA for 216 Hatt Street:

The Policy & Design Working Group would like to see a revised CHIA, given the scope
of the comments and suggestions for more information.

e) Cultural Heritage Report — Existing Conditions and Preliminary Impact
Assessment for Glancaster Road by AECOM Canada Ltd. September 3, 2021

Glancaster Road is potentially going to be widened to four lanes. This study deals with
the potential impact on existing structures.

Working Group Comments:

¢ Final plans for the road construction have not yet been submitted so it is difficult to
comment

e The report indicates that there would not be much impact on existing structures
except for possible vibration during construction. The full impact can not be
determined until the final design is submitted.
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e The Golf Course mentioned in the report is closed — the document should be
updated.

Recommendations regarding the CHIA for Glancaster Road

The Policy & Design Working Group would like to see this CHIA again, after the plans
have been updated and finalized.

f) C.H.ILA. — Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment for 16-20 Canon Street East.
by AECOM Canada, September 13, 2021

The proposal is for a 16 storey condominium building. Although the building on the site is
to be demolished, the developer intends to incorporate the first floor brick fagade in the
design.

Working Group Comments:

Additional Site and Neighbourhood Analysis

e The Firth building is adjacent to this development. Will the construction have any
impact on this building, especially the windows; construction vibration?

e Perhaps there should be more setback, to reflect the neighborhood

e The proposed building seems to exceed the height restrictions in place for that
area. Has the developer applied for exemptions? Note: Staff has verified that the
development is within allowable height restrictions.

e We would like to see a listing of instances where the height is higher than the
requirements in the Secondary Plan

Heritage Evaluation

e The CHIA does not seem to address many of the heritage aspects of the existing
building.

o The CHIA notes that the property is on the Heritage Register and documentation was
provided by staff as to why it was added to the Register. The CHIA does not
incorporate these reasons in the 9/06 evaluation.

e Further comments on this are contained in a document added as Appendix A to these
notes

Proposed New Building

e The design of the new building has no relation to the Edwardian brick facade they are
proposing to keep

e It needs to be more cohesive
Documentation
e We would like to see more details as to how they are proposing to preserve the wall.

What mitigation strategies: keep it on site? Remove the bricks, number them, then
replace?
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e Is there any concern regarding site contamination because of the previous funeral
home business?

Recommendations regarding the CHIA for 16-20 Canon Street East

The Working Group feels that there is a lot of information that has not been provided.
We are not in favour of this CHIA and would like to see it again after revisions have

been done.

Attachment:
Appendix A — Comments on Proposal for 16-20 Canon St. E. by Carol Priamo

Next meeting date: November 15, 2021.
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APPENDIX A

October 25, 2021

To: Policy and Design Sub Committee

From: Carol Priamo

Re: Comments on Proposal for 16-20 Cannon Street CHIA

* “The study area 16-20 Cannon Street East was screened as a “Character Supporting
Resource”, which is defined as a “property that maintains or
supports its historic context and can be related to the
characteristic pattern of development or activity, property type or
attribute of the area (PED Report 1491).

 Furthermore, the property’s individual screening for the DHBI indicated that the property’s
style or expression is noted as having unique elements.

» The Cultural Heritage Planners also noted that the study area is located within the Beasley
Established Historical Neighbourhood and is adjacent to several
significant cultural heritage resources including 10 Cannon Street
East and127 Hughson Street North (former Firth Brothers Ltd.
Complex).”

Excerpted from the CHIA report demonstrates the property has heritage value which is
not accurately indicated in the Criteria Analysis:

Table 3 Municipal

Review of the Criteria Analysis p.33 —34

1. Thematic: Yes —illustrates presence of a successful commercial establishment through
the 20th century (Dwyer Funeral and is recognized by the
community)

10. Character: Yes — does contribute to the character of the streetscape both east and west
on south side of Cannon and linking to the historic James Street
North commercial rows.

11. Setting: Yes - does share visual and historical relationship with surrounding buildings;
empty space on sides does not detract from or negate this.

Table 4 Provincial

1. Design or Physical Value : Yes — representative of not original style but an early style
from 1946; also shows craftsmanship in the use of materials and
construction methods

2. Historical Value: Yes (see above “Thematic”)
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3. Contextual Value: Yes (see above “Character” and “Setting”) and its relation to the
economic life and development of the James North Historical Area
and the Beasley Heritage Neighbourhood.

Notable Architectural Features:

(excerpts from the CHIA description of the retained facade)

» Facade: brick and stone fagade 1946 has “Classical style details with its large stone
finishes, which alludes to a construction date in the early portion of
the 20thcentury.” “The addition sits on a rusticated stone
foundation”

* large semi-circular door feature (where original carriageway was located and still evident on
the interior) is “inset with a stone surround, rounded stone
columns, a brick-filled semi-circular transom and two wooden
doors with 16 glass panels. There is a three-window bay with plain
stone trim and two central stone columns on either side of the
main entrance. There are similar flanking double-window bays on
either end of the first storey that are connected to the three-
window bay via a continuous stone sill.

» There are four rectangular decorative stones in the parapet of the addition above a band of
cut stone with floral details. There is a shallow gable peak in the
parapet that is centred on the gable of the main building.

Conclusion and Recommendations:

16- 20 Cannon Street is an important building to the community. Architectural features,
construction and materials of the one-storey 1946 portion are
noteworthy. Preservation of this facade is supported but the new
tower design and height is incompatible with the historic district
and with the scale of the remaining portion of the historic structure.

Recommend:

* Re- evaluation of the property in the Criteria Analysis

» Redesign of tower with attention to materials sympathetic to the streetscape

* Height Review for tower as scale overwhelms the heritage facade.



MEETING NOTES

POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP
Monday November 15, 2021
3:00 pm
City of Hamilton Web Ex Virtual Meeting

Attendees: A. Denham- Robinson, C.Dimitry, L. Lunsted, R. McKee, W. Rosart
Regrets: K.Stacey, C. Priamo
Also Present: C. Richer, A. Knowles

THE POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP NOTES FOR THE INFORMATION OF THE
HAMILTON MUNICIPAL HERITAGE COMMITTEE WITH RESPECT TO:

a) CHANGES TO THE AGENDA
None

b) DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
None

c) REVIEW OF PAST MEETING NOTES
Approved

d) Landscape Plan 276 Dunsmure Road

The Working Group had requested at their September 2021 meeting that a landscape
plan be submitted to demonstrate how the final proposal integrates the Lawson
Lumber sign. The landscape plan also provided details on a proposed heritage plague.
The Working Group recommends that the proposed heritage plaque should be placed
facing Dunsmure Road, not the railway tracks. It was also suggested that the
developer contact the Heritage Resource Management Division for advice on heritage
plaques in the City.

e) C.H.ILA. —216 Hatt Street, Dundas

The Working Group had requested revised documentation including more
photographs and changes to the proposed design of the two houses, to better blend in
with the neighbourhood. There were no new questions regarding the CHIA and we
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appreciate the revised documentation and find it very thorough. However there are still
concerns regarding the design of the two proposed houses.

Working Group Comments:

The members would like to see the red brick colouring used in many houses in the area
reflected in the proposed new dwellings instead of grey or black — the exterior cladding should
be more sympathetic in colour and materials.

Instead of different designs for the two houses, perhaps they could be mirror images, or at
least have design features that would reflect the gables in the existing structure.

Single rather than double garages would be appropriate;

Proposed New Dwelling — Lot A

e Concerns about the slant of roof, with water being directed between two buildings;

e An alternate option would be the dwelling with its mirror image on Lot B, providing the
sense of a single peak (please note, the members are not suggesting the two buildings be
attached);

e Ongoing concerns about the large size of the windows as the members feel this is not in
keeping with the character of the area;

Proposed New Dwelling — Lot B

Preference for a-frame style of Dwelling B in the CHIA or Lot B of new renderings;
The proposed cladding is too dark and bulky, and the wood too light (bamboo-like);
The horizontal lines in the garage give the appearance of a fence;

The corners of the roof look odd, suggest making them square like on the first floor;
and,

. Preference for the design of Lot B, though see recommendations regarding colouring
under “General Comments.”

Staff will forward our comments to the developer.

f) C.H.ILA. — Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment for 221-223 Charlton Avenue
East, 200 Forest Avenue by WSP, October 5, 2021

The proposal is to construct a three storey, 17-unit residential building which requires the
demolition of the existing two semi-detached residences. Colours in the original document
have been updated to reflect previous comments by staff.

Working Group Comments:
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o The CHIA has the date of construction as c. 1890, with a poured concrete
foundation. The heritage consultant may wish to assess the foundation again as the
members suspect it is not poured concrete originally

« Will there be any vibration monitoring during the construction phase, as there are
concerns about impacts to the adjacent designated properties?

« The members suggest more clarity regarding the proposed colours and are pleased
to see the use of red brick which is in keeping with the character of the area.

e There was some discussion regarding shadow studies but it was decided the
shadow impact on adjacent buildings would be insignificant.

Recommendations regarding the CHIA for 221-223 Charlton Avenue East

The Working Group does not need to see the CHIA again but would like to be updated
by staff as to any changes regarding colours.

g) Revised brochure on heritage windows.

The Working Group would like to revise the material currently being used. The
discussion was postponed due to the absence of some of the group members. A
version of the brochure was produced by Walter Furlan. This will be distributed to the
group by Alissa Denham-Robinson prior to the next meeting.

The meeting adjourned at 4:15 pm

Next meeting date: December 13, 2021 — meeting brought forward a week due to Christmas
holidays.
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MEETING NOTES

POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP
Monday December 13, 2021
3:00 pm
City of Hamilton Web Ex Virtual Meeting

Attendees: C. Dimitry, L. Lunsted, A. Denham-Robinson, W. Rosart
Regrets: K. Stacey, R. McKee, C. Priamo,
Also Present: C. Richer, A. Knowles, S. Kursikowski

THE POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP NOTES FOR THE INFORMATION OF THE
HAMILTON MUNICIPAL HERITAGE COMMITTEE WITH RESPECT TO:

1. CHANGES TO THE AGENDA
None

2. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
None

3. REVIEW OF PAST MEETING NOTES
Notes of November 15, 2021

Approved

4, C.H.lLA. = Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment for 111 Inksetter Road,
Flamborough by MMC Architects, November 2021

The applicant proposes to make substantial changes to buildings on their property:
convert the existing barn to the primary residence, change the use of the existing
residence to a utility building/pool house, build a new barn for vehicle storage (garage),
and demolition of the existing garage, small storage building and 1970s addition to the
existing residence.

Individual comments:

o The report is missing the Ontario Regulation 9/06 evaluations
o Staff has requested that the Statement of Significance be revised
o The total property should be photo documented
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o The mitigation measures proposed do not consider all relevant measures outlined
in the Ontario Heritage Toolkit

o What are the proposed recommendations, e.g., is the property worthy of
designation?

Recommendations regarding the CHIA for 111 Inksetter Road, Flamborough

The Policy & Design Working Group feels that the CHIA is not complete and does not
address the Ontario Regulation 9/06 criteria.

While the group has no significant concerns about the proposed changes, it was
recommended that full discussion about the property be tabled until a revised CHIA is
received.

5. C.H.lLA. — Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment for 442 — 462 Wilson Street
East, Ancaster by McCallum Sather, September 2021

The proposal is to build either a 7-storey retirement home or a 6-storey mixed used
building. The site includes 442 Wilson Street East which will be retained in situ, and
450 Wilson Street East which is proposed to be moved 1 meter south. The building at
454 Wilson Street is to be demolished, while the building at 462 Wilson Street
(Brandon House) was demolished in 2020.

Individual Comments:

o The CHIA does not seem to be complete. There is no structural assessment

o There is no full description of why a move of 1 meter is required and how it will
be done

o There is very little information about the previous owners and history of the
buildings

o Documentation and salvage should be addressed in more detail, are there plans
for any sort of commemorative plague

Recommendations regarding the CHIA for 442-462 Wilson Street East, Ancaster

At this point, the proposed development requires Official Plan and Zoning By-law
Amendments. From a heritage perspective, the proposal to incorporate two of the existing
Registered heritage structures into the design is a good thing. The Brandon House, which
was the most obvious landmark but has already been demolished, although the CHIA
advises that stones from the building have been salvaged and will be incorporated in the
proposed development.
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More information about the development and proposed relocation of 450 Wilson Street East
is required. The Policy & Design Working Group would like to see this CHIA again, once it
has been revised.

6. C.H.ILA. = Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment for 537 — 563 King Street E.,
Hamilton, by AECOM., October 2021

The proposal is for a 6 storey condominium building with underground parking. The site
includes four properties listed on the Inventory of Heritage Buildings, and one vacant parcel of
land. The Applicants have requested comments by the Policy & Design Working group before
revising the CHIA to reflect the new status of 537 King St E as a property listed on the
Heritage Register. Two buildings were demolished in the summer of 2021 and 537 King
Street E. was then incorporated into the design.

Individual Comments:

o Ontario Reg. 9/06 evaluation in the CHIA should reflect the work done by the
Inventory & Research Group which felt that the building had artistic merit and is part of
the King Street Cultural Heritage area.

o 537 King Street should be retained and incorporated into the development as it is a
unique example of Queen Anne architecture for this neighbourhood

o The development should utilize red brick as it is an important element in this
neighbourhood

Recommendations regarding the CHIA for 537-563 King Street East, Hamilton

The Policy & Design Working Group would like to see this CHIA again, once it has been
revised to reflect the recent heritage status of 537 King Street E., and emphasis on the
retention options for this property.

7. C.H.lLA. — Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment for 41 Wilson Street, Hamilton
by Goldsmith Borgal & Company Ltd. Architects, Revised October 2021

The CHIA has been revised to include buildings at 117 and 97 John Street.

Individual Comments:
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o We see the rarity of 97 John Street North as the last example on the street as
significant, although we agree with the recommendation that the demolition of this
building would not be a significant loss of heritage.

o The proposed height is above that of the Downtown secondary plan and we are not
supportive of additional height in this area

o We have concerns that the towers are located too close to the edge of the property,
potentially impacting sidewalks, visibility and pedestrian friendly space.

o We would like more historical documentation and photos regarding 97 John Street
North

Recommendations regarding the CHIA for 41 Wilson Street, Hamilton

The Working Group is generally supportive of this CHIA.

8. ADJOURNMENT

The Policy & Design Working Group Meeting adjourned.

Next meeting date: January 17, 2021
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MEETING NOTES

POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP
Monday January 17, 2022
3:00 pm
City of Hamilton Web Ex Virtual Meeting

Attendees: C. Dimitry, L. Lunsted, A. Denham-Robinson, W. Rosart, R. McKee,
C. Priamo

Regrets: K. Stacey,

Also Present: C. Richer, A. Knowles, J. Croft

THE POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP NOTES FOR THE INFORMATION OF THE
HAMILTON MUNICIPAL HERITAGE COMMITTEE WITH RESPECT TO:

1. CHANGES TO THE AGENDA
None

2. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
None

3. REVIEW OF PAST MEETING NOTES
Notes of December 13, 2021

Approved

4. C.H.lLA. — Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment for 1107 Main Street W,
(Grace Lutheran Church), November 2021 by Parslow Heritage Consultancy Inc

This is a new CHIA, based on previous versions, as the original consultant had retired.
The proposal is to demolish Grace Lutheran Church and replace it with 15 storey
mixed-use residential structure.

Individual comments:

o This property has come multiple times before the Policy & Design working group
and each iteration seems to retain less of the heritage attributes than the last
version



POLICY AND DESIGN WORKING GROUP January 17, 2022
MEETING NOTES Page 2 of 3

o The previous CHIA indicated that the church met all of the criteria for determining
cultural heritage value or interest. This current CHIA indicates that it meets five out
of nine criteria.

o The recommendation to create a Community Garden on City-owned property is not
a feasible alternative for destroying a community green space in situ.

o A zoning amendment would be required to build the proposed structure.

o The building retains enough heritage attributes to recommend heritage designation.

Recommendations regarding the CHIA for 1107 Main Street W.

The Policy & Design Working Group feels that the CHIA does not make enough effort
to retain the church or at least significant portions of it, and its green space.

The group recommends that this property be addressed by the Inventory & Research
Working Group for further research and potential designation.

The Working Group does not accept the CHIA.

5. C.H.lLA. — Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment for 1072 Main Street East,
(Children’s Museum) November 11, 2021 by Megan Hobson

The proposal is to construct a one-storey addition on the west side building and a
small one-storey addition at the back of the building. In addition, the Museum would
also like to improve accessibility to the site and is proposing to make the front and back
entrances fully accessible and add an elevator on the east side. This property is listed
on the Municipal Heritage Register and is located in Gage Park.

Individual Comments:

o The Policy & Design Working Group would like more information to evaluate the
appropriateness of the proposed additions. This includes further elevation
drawings and renderings, including details on the proposed cladding.

o We have concerns that the proposed west addition will look like gabled huts or
greenhouses.

o Further consideration should be given to placing the addition on the east side of
the building to limit impacts on the historic Beech hedges.

o The Working Group would like to see directional information on the images.

o While not specifically connected to this CHIA, there may be impacts on the
original landscape design of Gage Park by renowned landscape architects
Howard & Lorrie Dunington-Grubb, as the Beech hedges are proposed to be cut
back.

o The suggestion was made that perhaps the Friends of Gage Park would
appreciate seeing this CHIA.
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Recommendations regarding the CHIA for 1072 Main Street East

The Working Group would like to see this CHIA again, once it has been revised to reflect the
Policy & Design Working Group comments.

C.H.lLA. — Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment for 574 Northcliffe Ave,
Dundas (Sisters of St. Joseph Motherhouse), July 2019 by ASI.

The proposal is to build an addition on to an addition that was built in 2004, as well as adding
new parking spaces and sidewalks. The new addition will house a gymnasium with a capacity
of 1370.

Individual Comments:

(@]

The Policy & Design Working Group are comfortable with the proposal to have a
second addition to the Motherhouse building as this means seeing the building
retained.
Page 57, regarding the Ontario Regulation 9/06 evaluation criteria, the members
believe the following criteria should be met, as the architect has been identified:

o 1.ii “displays a high degree of craftmanship or artistic merit”; and,

o The Group also felt that the building is a landmark.
Page 14, section 2.2.1 contains an error (change ‘Township of Barton’ to Township of
West Flamborough).
Page 15, Section 2.3.1 contains an error (change ‘1877’ atlas to “1875’).
Page 64, recommendation to provide a copy of the final CHIA to the Flamborough
Archives.

Recommendations regarding the CHIA for 574 Northcliffe Ave., Dundas

The Policy & Design Working Group is supportive of the CHIA and does not need to review
it again.

7.

ADJOURNMENT

The Policy & Design Working Group Meeting adjourned at 4:30pm.

Next meeting date: February 14, 2022



Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee
Hamilton City Hall - 71 Main St. W.,
Hamilton, ON L8P 4Y5

C/o Loren Kolar, Legislative Coordinator,
gan_liltoné\iuni(fipal City of Hamilton
e E: loren.kolar@hamilton.ca

(Issued by Email and Post-mail)

February 25, 2022

New Vision United Church

24 Main St. W.

Hamilton, On L8P 1H2

(905) 522-6843

E. officeadmin@newvisionunited.org

Attn: Rev. Dr. lan Sloan — Minister
Chair, Board of Trustees

Dear Reverend Sloan,
I hope this letter finds you and the Board of Trustees well.

On behalf of the Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee (HMHC), and with approval from City
Council, | am reaching out to you regarding 679 Main Street East and 85 Holton Avenue South,
Hamilton, (St. Giles United Church).

As the City’s Municipal Heritage Committee, our members continue to field concerns from
neighbours, heritage advocates and local advocacy groups regarding the uncertain future of St.
Giles. Among their ever-growing concerns are signs of demolition by neglect, a declining state of
property maintenance and vandalism.

You are more than aware of the significance of the heritage property under your current care. St.
Giles is an architectural landmark that has been situated within the Gibson (Ward 3)
Neighbourhood for more than 110 years. Beautifully designed in 1912 by well-known Hamilton
Architects Stewart and Witton, St. Giles is considered prominently amongst their many great
works (Herkimer Apartments, Playhouse Theatre, James Street Armoury, etc.).

Within Stewart & Witton’s portfolio, St. Giles is a stunning and unique example of neo-gothic
church design. The use of local materials and craftmanship would not be easily replicated today.
If this building were to be demolished, the loss of such a heritage resource would be significant.

Although its time as a place of worship has come to an end, the opportunity and potential for
adaptive reuse within the existing walls of St. Giles is extraordinary. We would encourage any
heritage property owner to explore creative and meaningful design ideas to integrate existing
heritage structures into contemporary development planning.
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Re: St. Giles United Church
679 Main Street East and 85 Holton Avenue South, Hamilton
HMHC - February 22, 2022

Rather than demolition, there are numerous examples where places of worship have found new
life as residential homes, community hubs and multi-purpose spaces.

Reflecting on past correspondence received from New Vision (dated: June 22, 2021)

In June of 2021, HMHC received a four (4) page letter from New Vision, offering us “guidance on
what to expect from New Vision ahead”. Sadly, since this time, there appears to have been little
to no positive movement forward.

Your letter recounted New Vision’s experience navigating the municipal heritage process. | can
tell you that it was very disappointing to hear you describe your overall experience in such a
negative manner; considering the positive outcomes taking shape for 24 Main St. West (New
Vision - formerly Centenary United Church). The City (including staff, HMHC and Council) has
worked alongside New Vision to help expedite designation, at your request, so that you could
access municipal funding through their grants and loans program and promote this heritage
property as a tourist attraction and revenue generating, music and entertainment venue.

Upon reading your letter, our members shared a common concern that your accounts reflected a
perceived experience and did not truly and accurately reflect the events that have transpired since
your first interaction with Heritage Planning Staff, HMHC and Council. In reference to this, and in
order to move forward in the future, we have worked with City Staff to prepare a timeline that we
hope will help clarify key milestones and actions related to the St. Giles property. (See Attachment
A).

By definition, as a Municipal Heritage Committee, our mandate it to advise City Council on all
heritage matters related to the Ontario Heritage Act;

e To advise and assist City staff and Council on all matters relating to the designation of
property, the review of heritage permit applications and other cultural heritage
conservation measures under Parts IV and V of the Ontario Heritage Act, R.S.0. 1990,
c.0.18.

e To advise and assist City staff and Council in the preparation, evaluation and maintenance
of a list of properties and areas worthy of conservation.

e To advise and assist City staff and Council on any other matters relating to the
conservation of listed properties or areas of cultural heritage value or interest.

Although you have notably and publicly taken offense to recommendations forwarded to City
Council, these actions fall within the mandate of HMHC. Recommendations included asking for
St. Giles to be added to the Municipal Register as well as to Staff's Work Plan for designation.
Placing a property on the Register is not considered a hardship and simply offers 60 days
protection from demolition to allow time for meaningful discussion. Designation would offer
increased protection for the property, however, it would also allow New Vision access to grants
and loans. These recommendations reflect the importance of this historic place.
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Re: St. Giles United Church
679 Main Street East and 85 Holton Avenue South, Hamilton
HMHC - February 22, 2022

In your letter, New Vision questioned HMHC'’s intentions, stating that, “We wonder if the
Committee’s actions are meant as disrespect to us [New Vision] as religious use property owners,
a disrespect which we have felt we have experienced as early as our first delegation to the
Committee in 2014”. As Chair, | pride myself on maintaining a professional atmosphere and
decorum during each and every meeting. Our members treat all properties and property owners
with respect and as educated volunteers, demonstrate their dedication to fulfilling our advisory
role under the requirements of the Province of Ontario and the Ontario Heritage Act.

In your concluding remarks, you stated that you “continue to seek open and meaningful dialogue
with you [HMHC] over the two places of worship we [New Vision] own. We do this in accordance
with the provisions of and in the spirit of the Ontario Heritage Act and the guidance related to it
issued by the Province to municipal councils and property owners of places of worship.” Although
some past statements issued by New Vision would contradict this, we remain optimistic and would
encourage you to demonstrate what it means to be good stewards of our City’s heritage and take
pride in all of the properties that you own. We welcome open dialogue and look forward to future
discussions with the New Vision team and we hope that New Vision will take interim measures to
protect and maintain St. Giles while the building remains unused and planning progresses.

In the spirit of Ontario Heritage Week (Feb. 21st — 27t 2022), we encourage you, the Board of
Trustees and New Vision to move forward with an openness to the potential opportunities
available to adaptively integrate St. Giles into a community-minded project. A meaningful project
that would see St. Giles preserved for the community and once again become a vibrant and
thriving place within the Gibson neighbourhood.

Sincerest regards,

Al Do

Alissa Denham-Robinson, Chair
Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee

Attachments:

1. Appendix A — Timeline — Milestones and Events
2. Appendix B - Correspondence from New Vision, dated June 22, 2021

Cec.
= Mayor Fred Eisenberger

= Hamilton City Council
- Ward 1 - Councillor Maureen Wilson
- Ward 2 - Councillor Jason Farr
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Re: St. Giles United Church
679 Main Street East and 85 Holton Avenue South, Hamilton
HMHC - February 22, 2022

- Ward 3 - Councillor Nrinder Nann

- Ward 4 - Councillor Sam Merulla

- Ward 5 - Councillor Russ Powers

- Ward 6 - Councillor Tom Jackson

- Ward 7 - Councillor Esther Pauls

- Ward 8 - Councillor John-Paul Danko
- Ward 9 - Councillor Brad Clark

- Ward 10 - Councillor Maria Pearson

- Ward 11 - Councillor Brenda Johnson
- Ward 12 - Councillor Lloyd Ferguson
- Ward 13 - Councillor Arlene VanderBeek
- Ward 14 - Councillor Terry Whitehead
- Ward 15 - Councillor Judi Partridge

* Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee
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APPENDIX “A”

TIMELINE - Milestones and Events
New Vision Church

February 25, 2022

The following timeline reflects key milestones and events related to the property known as:
24 Main Street West, Hamilton, On (Former Centenary United Church) and
85 Holton Avenue, Hamilton, On (Former St. Giles United Church)

DATE

EVENT

May 2014

Staff notified affected owners by letter of the Downtown Built
Heritage Inventory Project recommendations in advance of open
house on June 3, 2014

June 3, 2014

DBHI Open House

Representative from Centenary attended the DBHI open house and
submitted a request for more information on the recommendations to
list their property on the Register and add it to staff's designation
work plan.

June 9, 2014

Staff responded with the information requested and offered to meet
to discuss further.

July 8, 2014

Congregation provided a letter expressing their concerns with 24
Main Street West being identified as a candidate for designation and
requesting to not be listed on the Register or staff's work plan for
designation.

July 10, 2014

Hamilton Downtown Built Inventory Project Public Consultation
(ERA) PED14039

August 21, 2014

HMHC PED14191

- Helen Bradely, Chair of Church Council, St. Giles the
Centenary United Church respecting inclusion of
Centenary United Church in the list of properties for
heritage Designation — delegation request approved,
presentation received;

0 The presentation included, but was not limited to, the
following:

= Centenary United Church
= Working with our Heritage

= Balancing Church Property Interest with
Heritage Preservation

= Religious Heritage Resource Management
Guideline
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APPENDIX “A”

TIMELINE - Milestones and Events
New Vision Church

February 25, 2022

DATE

EVENT

The presentation respecting the inclusion of
Centenary United Church in the list of properties
for heritage designation was received.

- Motion: Implementation of the Recommendations of the
Downtown Built Heritage Inventory Project

(@) That the properties listed in Schedule 1 of
Appendix "A" attached hereto to the Hamilton
Municipal Heritage Committee Report 14-009(a)
be included in the Register of Property of
Cultural Heritage Value or Interest as
nondesignated properties;

(b) That staff be directed to add the properties listed
in Schedule 2 of Appendix "A" attached hereto
to the Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee
Report 14-009(a) to the staff's work program for
designation;

(c) That Schedule 3 of Appendix "A" attached
hereto to the Hamilton Municipal Heritage
Committee Report 14-009(a) be approved as
amended to include the Candidates for
Designation;

September 16, 2014

Planning Committee (Downtown Built Heritage Inventory)

2015

Formal Consultation application (FC-15-052)

Development proposal:

to remove the portion of the existing church that is located north of
Main Street East and to redevelop the balance of the church property
with an attached 3-5 storey stepped apartment building consisting of
79 units. The applicant is proposing to develop 81 parking spaces
consisting of 18 surface parking spaces and 63 underground parking
spaces

June 14, 2017

Council directs staff to make the designation of the former
Centenary Church at 24 Main Street West a high priority (at the
request of the congregation).

April 17, 2018

Demolition permit application for 85 Holton and 679 Main Street East

What happened with this demolition permit?
Demolition permit cancelled on February 19, 2021 due to non-
response of 10 days notice.
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APPENDIX “A”

TIMELINE - Milestones and Events
New Vision Church

February 25, 2022

DATE EVENT
May 18, 2018 Staff site visit (from right of way)
May 31, 2018 Staff site visit with representatives of New Vision Church (interior)

June 21, 2018

Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee Designation Report
PED18153

= Reportis in response to a demolition permit submitted for the
subject lands on April 17, 2018.

= Meets 8 of 9 criteria as defined in O.Reg 9/06

- Motion: The following recommendation was proposed for
consideration at the June 27, 2018 Council meeting.
(Ritchie/Arndt)

() That the designation of 679 Main Street East
and 85 Holton Avenue South, Hamilton (former
St. Giles United Church), shown in Appendix
“A” to Report PED18153, as a property of
cultural heritage value pursuant to the
provisions of Part IV of the Ontario Heritage
Act, be approved,;

(b) That the Statement of Cultural Heritage Value
or Interest and Description of Heritage
Attributes, attached as Appendix “B” to Report
PED18153, be approved; and, Hamilton
Municipal Heritage Committee June 21, 2018
Minutes 18-006 Page 6 of 9

(c) That the City Clerk be directed to take
appropriate action to designate 679 Main Street
East and 85 Holton Avenue South, Hamilton
(former St. Giles United Church) under Part IV
of the Ontario Heritage Act, in accordance with
the Notice of Intention to Designate, attached
as Appendix “C” to Report PED18153.

July 10, 2018

Planning Committee

- Motion: To Designate 679 Main Street East and 85 Holton
Avenue South, Hamilton (St. Giles United Church)
under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act (Referred
from Council June 27, 2018) (Item 9.2)
(Pearson/Partridge)
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APPENDIX “A”

TIMELINE - Milestones and Events
New Vision Church

February 25, 2022

DATE

EVENT

(@) That 679 Main Street East and 85 Holton
Avenue South, Hamilton (former St. Giles
United Church), not be designated as a
property of cultural heritage value pursuant to
the provisions of Part IV of the Ontario
Heritage Act;

(b) That the owners of St. Giles United Church be
requested to work with heritage staff to
preserve, in some form, the history of the
building at 679 Main Street East and 85
Holton Avenue South.

July 13, 2018

Council ratified Planning Committee report

August 18, 2020

Formal Consultation application (FC-20-084)

The applicant proposes to redevelop the subject lands with a
residential development consisting of a six storey multiple
dwelling containing 30 residential units; 19, two storey street
townhouse dwelling units; and, four, three storey “walk up”
multiple dwelling buildings containing a total of 12 residential
units. A Zoning By-law Amendment and Site Plan Control
application will be required to implement the proposal.

February 11, 2021

Councillor Nann Public Open House regarding 85 Holton
Avenue and 679 Main Street East

March 26, 2021

Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee (Dr. Sheehan
delegation)

Motion: (a) That the property known as the Former St.
Giles Church, located at 679 Main Street
East, and 85 Holton Street South, Hamilton
be added to the Municipal Heritage Register
as a property of Cultural Heritage
Significance;

(b) That staff be direct to report back to Hamilton
Municipal Heritage Committee with options
for the preservation of the Former St. Giles
Church, located at 679 Main Street East, and
85 Holton Street South, Hamilton including
Designation and/or Adaptive Reuse; and

(c) That staff to liaise with property owner of the
Former St. Giles Church, located at 679 Main
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APPENDIX “A”

TIMELINE - Milestones and Events
New Vision Church

February 25, 2022

DATE

EVENT

Street East, and 85 Holton Street South,
Hamilton

April 6, 2021

New Demo application received (cancelled by owner)

April 6, 2021

Planning Committee (delegation requests)

Motion:

That staff be directed to take appropriate action to
designate 679 Main St E and 85 Holton St South
under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act, including
preparation and giving the required public notice of
the Notice of Intention to Designate and a
Statement of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest
and Description of Heritage Attributes.

April 14, 2021

Council

Letter submitted by MHBC on behalf of owner

Motion:

(&) That the designation of the former St. Giles
Church, located at 679 Main Street East, and
85 Holton Avenue South, Hamilton, be
referred back to Planning Committee to allow
the Ward Councillor time to meet with the
applicant and the community with respect to
the proposed future development of the site;
and

(b) That the owner of 85 Holton Avenue be invited
to attend a future Planning Committee to
present their proposed approach and concept
for the development of 85 Holton Avenue, prior
to making a formal application for planning
approval.

June 10, 2021

Virtual Town Hall held by owner/applicants (afternoon/evening)

June 26, 2021

Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee
Correspondence received from Rev. lan Sloan
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APPENDIX “A”

TIMELINE - Milestones and Events
New Vision Church

February 25, 2022

DATE

EVENT

85 Holton Avenue and 679 Main Street East added to Vacant
Building registry (Building was previously on the vacant building
registry 2016-2018 but the building permit for demolition was applied
for in 2018 and the building was removed from the list)

-End of Document-
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APPENDIX "B"
New Vision Correspondence

Mailing Address:

24 Main St. W.
Hamilton ON L8P 1H2
(905) 522 6843

New Vision

UNITER GHUREH officeadmin@newvisionunited.org

June 22, 2021

The Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee
Loren Kolar, Legislative Coordinator

City of Hamilton

By Email: loren.kolar@hamilton.ca

Dear Chair and Members,

It has been some time since we interacted directly with respect to New Vision’s Holton Ave. S. campus. |
write to you to review pertinent events and actions that have taken place before and since that
interaction in June of 2018, and offer you guidance on what to expect from New Vision ahead.

Our interactions with you as an advisory committee of Hamilton’s municipal council began in 2014 as an
interaction with you over the effect of the Downtown Inventory of Heritage Buildings that the City
notified us it planned to issue. We were notified that our 24 Main W. campus, the former Centenary
United Church, was to be listed in the inventory. We objected to it being listed in the inventory because
the City of Hamilton had not yet prepared a survey of heritage places of worship, nor instituted any
meaningful protocols with respect to how to interact with heritage places of worship property owners
as recommended in the Heritage Places of Worship: A Guide to Conserving Heritage Places of Worship in
Ontario Communities issued by the Ontario Ministry of Tourism and Culture.

Our delegation was not received by the Committee at that meeting until after the Inventory was voted
upon and approved — an action on the Committee’s part that may prove the point of our 2014 objection.

In the summer of 2015 planning consultants IBI met with City Planning Department staff on behalf of
New Vision in a formal consultation regarding redevelopment of our underutilized 85 Holton Ave. S.
property. With clear indication from heritage planning staff at that consultation that heritage
conservation would be a significant component of the City’s response to any development proposal
coming forward to the City, New Vision issued an RFP to potential development partners in the fall of
2015 seeking interest in the objectives for the property as outlined in the Formal Consultation report
prepared by the City.

We were not able to secure a development partner. Further, our 2013 Capital Expenditure study issued
by Edison Engineers confirmed to us what prospective development partners who engaged in
preliminary due diligence were telling us: that the building was in very poor shape and would be very
expensive to rehabilitate for any purpose.


AlissaR
Rectangle

mailto:officeadmin@newvisionunited.org
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Based on these determinations, and guided by our religious convictions that our role in the
neighbourhood of which we have been a part for over 100 years was changing, we made application in
the spring of 2018 for a demolition permit. We understood in making that application that the
application would be reviewed by City heritage planning staff, who would take such actions as were
reasonable to the planning staff, as a standard part of the application process, since 85 Holton Ave. S. is
on the City’s Inventory of Significant Places of Worship in the City of Hamilton 1801-2001.

The City’s heritage planner issued a Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment and presented it to the
Committee. The Committee adopted the planning staff recommendation that the former St. Giles site be
given a municipal heritage designation.

The City Council, however, on the Planning Committee’s recommendation, set aside the Heritage
Committee’s recommendation that the property be designated in July 2018, with the condition that
New Vision provide a reasonable statement of heritage significance of the building for the City’s heritage
files.

It is New Vision’s belief that the municipal council acted within the scope of the Ontario Heritage Act in
July 2018, and did not find reason to agree with the Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee that the
building’s heritage significance met the criteria established in the Ontario Heritage Act, 9/06.

This is an important point that we feel the subsequent actions of the Committee suggest the Committee
has not reasonably digested.

At its meeting on March 26, 2021, without any substantial interaction with us as property owners, or
further research of your own that could call into question the July 2018 decision by the municipal
council not to designate, the Committee recommended to the municipal council that the property be
placed on the Register of Properties of Municipal Cultural Value or Interest.

We wonder if the Committee’s actions are meant as disrespect for us as religious use property owners, a
disrespect which we have felt we have experienced as early as our first delegation to the Committee in
2014.

Subsequent to your March 26 meeting and through public reporting of your meeting, we learned that
the Building Department incorrectly cancelled our demolition permit application. We then simply sought
to correct the City to keep the redevelopment processes in order. As it turned out this administrative
snafu within the demolition application process has caused considerable embarrassment to both the
City and to New Vision in the past few months, including completely unwarranted negative speculation
by some City Councillors in a public meeting of our intentions in our attempt to correct the
administrative error. We ask you to correct your own understanding of what happened, if you have not
done so. One way you could correct your understanding, for example, might be to ask heritage planning
staff to dig into that with New Vision and with the Building Department and report to you.

Please note that New Vision had not completed the demolition permit application for the Department
to review and adjudicate, and in fact, has not challenged the mistaken cancellation subsequent to the
furor that developed as our attempt to be good citizens and neighbours by keeping processes in order
was misinterpreted. We are not happy with the vacant and impaired building sitting in the midst of a



neighbourhood of which we value being a part. We want to arrive at a good outcome for our property in
light of our changing place in the social fabric as soon as these processes of which you and we are a part
permit.

The building remains standing. The reasons in favour of its demolition have not changed. It took us a
further two years to find a development partner that could meet our objectives for the property. Our
search was guided by the good faith understanding we had with our municipal council respecting our
2018 demolition application. Our development partner has transparently and openly invested resources
into studies requested by the current term of Council that deepen the understanding of why this
building is not preservable by the municipality without either a) unreasonably taxing the property
owners themselves or b) charging proponents of preservation to find the significant sources of funding
that enable New Vision to continue its religious presence on this site and in this neighbourhood and
have the 1912 building preserved in a circumstance in which time is of the essence, because this vacant
and impaired building is a blight upon our neighbourhood.

We believe this finding would already be evident without our development partner’s good faith
investment of resources into explaining it further if the Municipal Heritage Committee had completed
the survey of heritage places of worship that it began in 2014. We note that the survey has yet to appear
for public comment.

At no point subsequent to the 2018 decision has the Committee reached out to us as property owners
of a place of worship in the spirit of the Heritage Places of Worship: A Guide to Conserving Heritage
Places of Worship in Ontario Communities. New Vision, in contrast, has embraced a feasible future for
the 24 Main W site as a municipally designated heritage property, and worked closely with heritage
planning staff and economic renewal staff to make the 1868 former Centenary building a highly
regarded example of heritage conservation in Hamilton. Once again, had your Committee either
completed its survey of heritage places of worship, or engaged us in the spirit of the Provincial heritage
places of worship guide, your understanding of the complexity and challenges of these two buildings
and our mission as a religious charity might have made you more our ally than our antagonist. We would
prefer the former relationship.

As you no doubt are aware, the Ontario Heritage Act has been amended and will be proclaimed July 1
2021. The Province has committed to provide clearer guidelines to municipal councils on how to
evaluate and research heritage elements of the built form of their communities as part of its
amendment evaluation process. We ask you join us in urging the Province to put those clearer
guidelines into property owner and municipal council hands as soon as possible so that other religious
property owners and successor municipal heritage committees to yourselves across Ontario have a
better legislative environment within which to interact.

A draft revision of the Heritage Places of Worship: A Guide to Conserving Heritage Places of Worship in
Ontario Communities has been issued for public comment. | close with a quotation from the revised
preface and invite you to consider what comment you might wish to make to the revision team during
this review period:



Many heritage properties change or are adapted over time, but places of worship may be different
in that they often have evolving spiritual value in addition to cultural heritage value. Heritage places
of worship may be thought of as “living cultural heritage resources” due to the ongoing need to
change or adapt them to new philosophies, doctrines or practices of worship. This should be
considered when deciding the best approach to conserving a heritage place of worship
(https://prod-environmental-registry.s3.amazonaws.com/2021-05/POW-FINAL%20DRAFT-
compressed.pdf).

We continue to seek open and meaningful dialogue with you over the two places of worship we own.
We do this in accordance with the provisions of and in the spirit of the Ontario Heritage Act and the
guidance related to it issued by the Province to municipal councils and property owners of places of
worship.

Yours faithfully,

:-""f//H fg’;x_

Rev. Dr. lan Sloan
Minister
Chair, Board of Trustees

cc. Councillor Nann
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CITY OF HAMILTON

(== PLANNING AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
Il Tourism and Culture Division / Planning Division
Hamilton
TO: Chair and Members
Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee
COMMITTEE DATE: February 25, 2022

SUBJECT/REPORT NO: | Register Listing Objections in Waterdown Village

(PED21201(a)) (Ward 15)

WARD(S) AFFECTED: Ward 15

PREPARED BY: Alissa Golden (905) 546-2424 Ext. 4654

SUBMITTED BY: Carrie Brooks-Joiner

Director Tourism and Culture
Planning and Economic Development

SIGNATURE: %WM“/OW

RECOMMENDATION

(@)

(b)

()

That Council receive the notices of objection, attached as Appendix “A” to Report
PED21201(a), from the owners of 296 Dundas Street East, 362 Dundas Street
East, 30 Elgin Street, 19 Flamboro Street and 280 Mill Street South,
Flamborough, objecting to the notices of Council’s decision to list the non-
designated properties on the Municipal Heritage Register under Section 27 of the
Ontario Heritage Act;

That Council continue to include 296 Dundas Street East, 362 Dundas Street
East, 30 Elgin Street and 280 Mill Street South, Flamborough, on the Municipal
Heritage Register as non-designated properties that Council believes to be of
cultural heritage value or interest, pursuant to Section 27(8) of the Ontario
Heritage Act; and

That Council remove 19 Flamboro Street, Flamborough, from the Municipal
Heritage Register, pursuant to Section 27(8) of the Ontario Heritage Act.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This Report addresses five notices of objection under Section 27(7) of the Ontario
Heritage Act from owners of properties listed on the Municipal Heritage Register
(Reqister) as part of the Waterdown Village Built Heritage Inventory (Waterdown

OUR Vision: To be the best place to raise a child and age successfully.
OUR Mission: To provide high quality cost conscious public services that contribute to a healthy,
safe and prosperous community, in a sustainable manner.
OUR Culture: Collective Ownership, Steadfast Integrity, Courageous Change, Sensational Service,
Engaged Empowered Employees.




SUBJECT: Register Listing Objections in Waterdown Village (PED21201(a))
(Ward 15) - Page 2 of 10

Inventory), approved by Council on November 10, 2021 (Report PED21201). Register
listing objections have been received for 296 Dundas Street East, 362 Dundas Street
East, 30 Elgin Street, 19 Flamboro Street and 280 Mill Street South, Flamborough.

Staff recommend that Council keep all the properties on the Register except for 19
Flamboro Street, which has been fully documented by staff and was found to not retain
sufficient physical heritage value to remain listed on the Register.

Alternatives for Consideration - See Page 9
FINANCIAL - STAFFING - LEGAL IMPLICATIONS
Financial: N/A

Staffing: N/A

Legal: The Ontario Heritage Act enables Council to list non-designated properties
that it believes to be of cultural heritage value or interest on the Register,
after consultation with the Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee (HMHC).
Under Section 27(7) of the Ontario Heritage Act, an owner can object to a
property being included on the Register after receiving notice of it being
listed. The owner’s objection should identify the reasons for the objection
and all relevant facts. Council must consider the objection and decide
whether to keep the property listed on the Register or to remove it. The
owner must be given notice of a Council’s decision on the consideration of
their objection within 90-days of the decision.

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

Staff reported on the findings of the Waterdown Inventory project as part of Report
PED21201, which was considered by the Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee at
their meeting on October 29, 2021. On November 10, 2021, Council approved the
project Recommendations, as advised by HMHC, and directed staff to add 209
properties of cultural heritage value or interest in Waterdown on the Register. As
required under Section 27 of the Ontario Heritage Act, staff notified owners of Council’s
decision to list their properties in letters dated November 23, 2021.

At the time of writing this Report, staff received five formal listing objections in response
to the notices for the properties located at 296 Dundas Street East, 362 Dundas Street
East, 30 Elgin Street, 19 Flamboro Street and 280 Mill Street South, Flamborough.

On December 13, 2021, staff conducted a site visit of 19 Flamboro Street to document
the exterior and interior of the building and to confirm if any potential heritage attributes

OUR Vision: To be the best place to raise a child and age successfully.
OUR Mission: To provide high quality cost conscious public services that contribute to a healthy,
safe and prosperous community, in a sustainable manner.
OUR Culture: Collective Ownership, Steadfast Integrity, Courageous Change, Sensational Service,
Engaged Empowered Employees.



SUBJECT: Register Listing Objections in Waterdown Village (PED21201(a))
(Ward 15) - Page 3 of 10

of the building remain.
POLICY IMPLICATIONS AND LEGISLATED REQUIREMENTS

The Recommendations of this Report are consistent with Provincial and Municipal
legislation, policy and direction, including:

e Determining the cultural heritage value or interest of a property based on
design/physical value, historical/associative value and contextual value criteria
(Ontario Heritage Act, Ontario Regulation 9/06);

e Ensuring significant built heritage resources are conserved (Provincial Policy
Statement, 2020, Sub-section 2.6.1); and

e |dentifying cultural heritage resources through a continuing process of inventory,
survey and evaluation, as the basis for wise management of these resources (Urban
Hamilton Official Plan, Section B.3.4.2.1(b)).

RELEVANT CONSULTATION

External

e Property owners in Flamborough

Internal

e Solicitor, Legal and Risk Management Services, Legal Services Division, Corporate
Services Department

e Cultural Heritage Planner, Rural Team, Heritage and Urban Design Section,
Planning Division, Planning and Economic Development Department

e Councillor, Ward 15
ANALYSIS AND RATIONALE FOR RECOMMENDATION

When considering a property owner’s objection to listing, it is important to consider the
purpose of the Register. The Register is a heritage conservation management tool
under the Ontario Heritage Act. It is an administrative record that includes non-
designated properties identified by Council as being of cultural heritage value or
interest. Consultation with the Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee and a Council
resolution is required to include, or remove, a property from the Register.
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Listing on the Register is a way to recognize a property’s heritage value or interest to a
community. From a property owner’s perspective, listing on the Register does not
prevent an owner from making changes or constructing additions to existing buildings,
nor does it require any additional heritage approvals (like heritage permits) to do so as
part of the regular Building Permit process.

The main intent of listing is to flag properties of heritage interest to promote their
conservation and retention. An owner of a listed property is required to give 60-days
notice to the City of their intention to demolish or remove a building or structure on their
property, as per Section 27(1.2) of the Ontario Heritage Act. The demolition or removal
of any building or structure is prohibited during this time period.

Listing on the Register does not prevent demolition, but the 60-day period allows staff
the opportunity to discuss conservation options for the property should a notice of
intention to demolish be received, including discussions with the owner respecting
retention, adaptive re-use and financial incentives, and photo-documentation of the
property prior to demolition. In the case of significant heritage buildings, the 60-day
delay could allow Council time to consider issuing a notice of intention to designate to
prevent demolition. Additionally, if demolition of a listed property is proposed as part of
a development application under the Planning Act, staff may require that a Cultural
Heritage Impact Assessment be completed in support of the application in order to
confirm the cultural heritage value or interest of the property, assess the impact of the
proposed demolition and explore alternatives for conservation.

Heritage buildings are finite resources. Once they are demolished they cannot be
recovered. To remove a property from the Register without further consideration of the
property’s cultural heritage value would be not be consistent with intent of the Register.

Register Objections

Staff have received five formal notices of objection to Council’s decision to list
properites on the Register as part of the Waterdown Inventory. Staff also spoke with a
number of other owners who reached out in response to staff’'s notice of Council’s
decision. Owners cited concerns that listing would depreciate their property value and
impact their ability to sell, redevelop in the future or obtain insurance. Staff spoke to
these owners at length about their concerns and provided additional information and
resources dispelling these common misconceptions, including the recent staff Report
PED20030 addressing the lack of empirical evidence that heritage registration or
designation negatively affects property value.

Staff do not Recommend that any properties be removed from the Register based on an
owner’s concerns of resale value or redevelopment impacts alone. To warrant removal
from the Register, staff are of the opinion that it must be demonstrated that the property
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no longer retains any tangible cultural heritage value or interest as per Ontario
Regulation 9/06. This provincial regulation sets out the criteria for determining cultural
heritage value or interest based on three categories: design or physical value; historical
or associative value; and contextual value.

All five subject properties were added to the Register because they were classified as
Character-Supporting Resources as part of the Waterdown Inventory. Council believed
them to be of cultural heritage value or interest because they supported the historic
character of Waterdown (see Report PED21201). Additional criteria were also identified
in the preliminary evaluations for each property, including design/physical value and
historical/associative value, attached as Appendix “B” to Report PED21201(a). For
additional historical background and context, please refer to the Waterdown Village
Historic Context Statement prepared as part of the Waterdown Inventory (see Report
PED21201).

The following is a summary of the owners’ reasons for the listing objections, the staff
assessment of the reasons for objection and staff's Recommendation for each property.

1. 296 Dundas Street East, Flamborough
Owner Objection

The notice of objection from the owner of the property, dated December 6, 2021, is
attached on page 1 of Appendix “A” to Report PED21201(a). The owners state that
they do not believe the property meets the criteria for “historical status” for a number of
reasons, including that it does not have any historical value due to its various additions
and modifications; the possible historical associations to George Allison are weak and
irrelevant (e.g. he should not be a person of interest); and the building has no contextual
value and new buildings like Copper Kettle contribute more to the streetscape.

Staff Assessment and Recommendation

The subject property is comprised of a circa 1910 vernacular brick bungalow with a low-
pitched side gable roof, paired front dormers, a wide side brick chimney and a covered
full-length front porch (now enclosed). The primary cultural heritage value or interest of
the property lies in its contextual value, supporting the historic character of the area.
Specifically, the early twentieth century single-detached building contributes to the early
residential character at the west end of Dundas Street in the Village of Waterdown. Like
other former residential single-detached buildings in this stretch of Dundas Street East,
the building has been sympathetically converted for commercial use, and it currently
houses a real estate office. Although the building has been subject to a number of
renovations, these do not obscure the physical value of the bungalow design and may
be reversable in the future if the building were to be renovated or restored. The
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preliminary heritage evaluation for the property prepared as part of the Waterdown
Inventory is attached on page 1 of Appendix “B” to Report PED21201(a).

Staff have determined that the property retains physical cultural heritage value or
interest and Recommend that it remain listed on the Register.

2. 362 Dundas Street East, Flamborough
Owner Objection

The notice of objection from the owner of the property, dated December 12, 2021, is
attached on page 2 of Appendix “A” to Report PED21201(a). The owner states that
their house does not support the historic character of Waterdown and that there is no
cultural heritage value or interest to justify it being listed on the Register. In terms of
context, the owner states that the setting has been degraded over time by the tree
removals and taking of frontages for the widening of Dundas Street. Further, the owner
contends that recent work like the modern glass addition to Memorial Hall and allowing
large modern two-storey houses in the Village do not support its historic character. The
owner confirms that their family business is an excavating company, not builders, as
suggested in the property evaluation. Micky Rockett did not help build this house; it is
not an 1890s dwelling; and the current design of the house is not the original and the
house was rebuilt and remodelled in the 1960s and 1970s. The owner does state that
the property does have historical value for being located within the area known as
Vinegar Hill.

Staff Assessment and Recommendation

The subject property is comprised of a one-and-one-half storey dwelling believed to
have been constructed circa 1890 in the Regency Cottage design and later remodelled
in the style of a vernacular bungalow, including the side gable roof, front shed-roofed
dormer and covered porch. The primary cultural heritage value or interest of the
property lies in its contextual value, supporting the historic character of the area known
as Vinegar Hill. The estimated date of construction of 1890 comes from Municipal
Property Assessment Corporation (MPAC) data and its existence in the early twentieth
century may be substantiated by an extant building in the same location in the 1937 Fire
Insurance Plan map and 1909 and 1915 topographic maps of Waterdown. Further
research is required to confirm exactly when the building was built, who it was built for
and how its design has changed over time.

The property is also associated with a potentially significant family and organization in
the history of the village, specifically George Copp (1870-1955) and George Copp and
Sons. Although the current operation focuses on excavation, as pointed out by the
owner in their objection, research indicates that previous iterations of this family
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business were major builders in Waterdown during the early twentieth century. Along
with Wallace “Mickey” Rockett, George Copp is believed to have constructed several
prominent homes in Vinegar Hill, including 357, 359 and 360 Dundas Street. Staff have
not found evidence of their hand in building the subject building nor is that being
contended. The preliminary heritage evaluation for the property prepared as part of the
Waterdown Inventory is attached on page 2 of Appendix “B” to Report PED21201(a).

Staff have determined that the property retains physical cultural heritage value or
interest and Recommend that it remain listed on the Register.

3. 30 Elgin Street, Flamborough
Owner Objection

The notice of objection from the owners of the property, dated December 8, 2021,
includes a cover letter and supporting materials attached on pages 3 to 38 of Appendix
“A” to Report PED21201(a). The owners state that, while they do not have any plans to
renovate or sell the property in the near future, they are concerned that listing on the
Register will make re-sale and future renovations difficult. The letter also raises
concerns regarding the potential impact on insurance and the lack of advantages to
having their property listed on the Register. The owners do not feel as though their
home has any heritage value or importance. However, they do indicate that they
bought this property because they loved the character of the home and the historic
neighbourhood it is located in. The supporting material provided in their objection
package includes newspaper and web articles with sections highlighted by the owners
that discuss considerations for owning a heritage home. The articles primarily focus on
properties that have been designated under the Ontario Heritage Act, not properties
listed on the Register.

Staff Assessment and Recommendation

The subject property is comprised of a one-and-one-half storey dwelling constructed
circa 1952 and a detached gable roofed garage. The style of the dwelling is reflective of
a vernacular post-war cottage, including the high side gable roof with flush verges, side
chimney and flat-headed window openings. The primary cultural heritage value or
interest of the property lies in its contextual value, supporting the historic character of
the area. Of particular interest is its location on the corner of Victoria Street, a historic
transportation corridor in the Village consisting of late nineteenth and early twentieth
century dwellings. Although the building has been subject to a number of renovations,
including replacement of the horizontal siding with board-and-batten, modern window
replacements and a sunroom addition, these changes do not obscure the physical value
of the post-war cottage design. The preliminary heritage evaluation for the property
prepared as part of the Waterdown Inventory is attached on page 3 of Appendix “B” to
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Report PED21201(a).

Staff have determined that the property retains physical cultural heritage value or
interest and Recommend that it remain listed on the Register.

4. 19 Flamboro Street, Flamborough (Former Carson Construction building)
Owner Objection

The notice of objection from the owner of the property, dated December 1, 2021, is
attached on page 39 of Appendix “A” to Report PED21201(a). The owner states they
are objecting to property being listed because the type of cement block construction of
the building is common by modern standards; the building has undergone countless
renovations leaving little of the original building; and the property the building is located
on is a large underutilized site in the core of the Village that is well-suited for
redevelopment in the future.

Staff Assessment and Recommendation

The subject property is comprised of a utilitarian commercial building constructed in the
early twentieth century. The concrete-block building was originally constructed circa
1930 with a red brick facade, which has since been clad in modern stucco. The front
facade is dominated by two large garage door openings. There are one-storey rear
additions constructed in the late twentieth century that are also clad with stucco. The
primary cultural heritage value or interest of the property lies in its historical associations
with a significant family and organization in the Village’s history, the Carson Family and
Carson Construction. Despite the substantial modifications to the building, its scale and
location close to the street help maintain the historic character of the area. The
preliminary heritage evaluation for the property prepared as part of the Waterdown
Inventory is attached on page 4 of Appendix “B” to Report PED21201(a).

Upon consideration of the owner’s listing objection, staff requested an opportunity to
visit the site and document the exterior and interior of the building to confirm if any
potential heritage features or attributes remained. Attached as Appendix “C” to Report
PED21201(a) is the photo documentation of the property including photographs from
staff’s site visit, as well as the historic images of the site that have been discovered to
date. Staff identified only two remaining heritage features of interest in the building, a
hung wood window in the first-floor bathroom with modified glazing and an exterior
aluminium storm, and an interior six-panel wood door. Staff have determined that the
property does not retain sufficient physical cultural heritage value or interest for
protection and Recommend that it be removed from the Register. Staff note that the
property is a candidate for interpretive plaquing to tell the history Carson Construction
and their role in the evolution of the Village of Waterdown, which should be considered

OUR Vision: To be the best place to raise a child and age successfully.
OUR Mission: To provide high quality cost conscious public services that contribute to a healthy,
safe and prosperous community, in a sustainable manner.
OUR Culture: Collective Ownership, Steadfast Integrity, Courageous Change, Sensational Service,
Engaged Empowered Employees.



SUBJECT: Register Listing Objections in Waterdown Village (PED21201(a))
(Ward 15) - Page 9 of 10

as part of any future redevelopment proposal.
5. 280 Mill Street South, Flamborough
Owner Objection

The notice of objection from the owner of the property, dated November 29, 2021, is
attached on page 40 of Appendix “A” to Report PED21201(a). The owner states that
their preference is to not have their property listed on the Register. They believe that
the house on the property no longer resembles the physical description included in the
design/physical value identified in the preliminary evaluation prepared as part of the
Waterdown Inventory. An updated image of the front view of the dwelling is provided in
the objection email provided.

Staff Assessment and Recommendation

The subject property is comprised of a one-and-one-half storey post-war cottage
dwelling constructed circa 1946. The building recently underwent substantial
renovations by the current owner, including removal of the shutters and Colonial-Revival
influenced door surround; introduction of a central dormer, replacement windows and
new siding; construction of a rear addition; and landscaping. Despite the renovations,
the building’s key design features remain visible as viewed from the public right-of-way,
including the one-and-one-half storey massing, side gable roof with front dormers, side
chimney, window openings and central entrance with sidelights. The primary cultural
heritage value or interest of the property lies in its contextual value, supporting the
historic character of the Village, primarily consisting of late nineteenth and early
twentieth century dwellings. The property is located on Mill Street South, a historic
transportation corridor in the Village, in what was historically part of the Smokey Hollow
mill site. The preliminary heritage evaluation for the property prepared as part of the
Waterdown Inventory is attached on page 5 of Appendix “B” to Report PED21201(a).

Staff have determined that the property retains physical cultural heritage value or
interest and Recommend that it remain listed on the Register. The preliminary
evaluation and description of the property will be updated to reflect the changes from
the recent renovations.

ALTERNATIVES FOR CONSIDERATION

Under Section 27 of the Ontario Heritage Act, listing a property on the Register is a
discretionary activity on the part of Council. Council, as advised by its Municipal
Heritage Committee, must consider an owner’s notice of objection to a Register listing
and decide whether it should continue to be included on the Register or whether it
should be removed.
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Removing from the Register

Council may decide to remove one or more properties from the Register. By removing
a property of cultural heritage value or interest from the Register, it would no longer
have interim protection from demolition under the Ontario Heritage Act which requires
the owner to give 60-days advance notice to the municipality of their intention to

demolish or remove a building or structure from the property. Staff do not recommend
this alternative.

ALIGNMENT TO THE 2016 - 2025 STRATEGIC PLAN

Community Engagement and Participation

Hamilton has an open, transparent and accessible approach to City government that
engages with and empowers all citizens to be involved in their community.

Culture and Diversity

Hamilton is a thriving, vibrant place for arts, culture, and heritage where diversity and
inclusivity are embraced and celebrated.

APPENDICES AND SCHEDULES ATTACHED

Appendix “A” - Notices of Objection

Appendix “B” - Preliminary Heritage Evaluations

Appendix “C” - Photo-documentation of 19 Flamboro Street, Flamborough

AG:ac
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From: Ange Leclerc [redacted]
Sent: December 6, 2021 11:19 AM
To: Golden, Alissa
Cc: Marcel Leclerc
Subject: Objection to 296 Dundas St E, Waterdown being added to the Heritage Inventory

Good Morning,

We received your notice dated November 23, 2021 regarding our property at 296 Dundas St E being added as a non-
designated property on the Municipal Heritage Register and are registering our objection and request that it be
removed from the list.

The property does not meet the criteria for historical status for many reasons. Firstly, there is no historical architectural
value to the current structure. The property had two additions added to it prior to our purchasing of the

building. There is a large addition at the front and a large addition at the back which have completely obscured the
original building architecture. The inside of the building has also been renovated over the years so there are no interior
architectural features either. The only reason the building looks cohesive is because we stained the three different brick
colours and textures to one colour.

As to a person of interest having owned or lived in the property; what was mentioned in the City’s documentation is
pretty weak. Per the attachment sent to us, George Allison was a retired farmer who became a magistrate and who
collected (and may have subsequently damaged/destroyed) indigenous artifacts. He had 3 wives in his lifetime and
seven children. To call this person, who might have owned the property, a person of interest is a stretch.

The building has no real contextual value either. The newer building down the road which houses the Copper Kettle
Café etc.; and was constructed to mimic buildings from days past, has far greater contextual value and adds to the
street scape far more than this single detached dwelling with multiple additions.

We respectfully object to our building being on the Heritage Inventory list and request that it be removed.

Sincerely,

Ange and Marcel Leclerc
296 Dundas St E
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December 12, 2021
Alissa Golden
905-546-2424 ext. 4654

Alissa.golden@hamilton.ca

Dear Ms. Golden,
Re: Waterdown Village Inventory Project

Notice of listing of my home at 362 Dundas Street East, Waterdown ON

| am writing this letter to object to my house being included as a non-designated property on the
municipal heritage register.

| am a long-time resident of Waterdown, born and raised.
It is my opinion that my house does not support the historic character of Waterdown.

The removal of trees and taking frontages of properties for the widening of Dundas Street; the Memorial
Hall renovations with the modern glass structure at the side; allowing new huge modern two storey
design houses next to older homes in town and other projects, that do not support the village feel of
Waterdown.

George Copp & Son’s Backhoe Service Ltd. is an excavating company. We are not builders.
| am familiar with the name Mickey Rockett as are others. He did not do any work on my house.

The house situated at 362 Dundas Street East is not the original house design. The house was rebuilt and
remodelled in the 1960’s and again in the 1970’s.

As to the description of my house, this is exactly what | wanted my house design to look like when
redoing it years ago. This is not the 1890’s dwelling. The only historical value in my opinion is that it sits
on Vinegar Hill.

| am aware it is Lot 8 and Block 21, but does not show where the original house was situated. | have no
pictures or proof of paper work.

| do not support this project or the listing of my home, as | feel it has no cultural heritage value or
interest to be added to the municipal heritage register.

All this is very unsettling and upsetting to me. | ask that you respect my privacy. Thank you.
Regards,

George Copp
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City of Hamilton
Lister Block: PO. Box 2040 Hamilton, ON
L8P 4Y5

Tourism & Culture Division

Planning and Economic Development
28 James Street North, 2nd Floor
Hamilton, Ontario

L8P 4Y5

December 8, 2021
Dear Alissa Golden,

Please accept the attached letter as an objection to including our property at 30 Elgin Street, Waterdown
to the Municipal Heritage Register; outlining our opposition and relevant facts in support of our
opposition.

First let me start off by saying we bought this property because we loved the character of the home and
enjoy the feel and the old charm of this historic neighbourhood. We do not have any plans to change the
appearance of our home we love it the way it is. We also have no plans to move in the near future, we
also love our neighbourhood. However, we do object to including our property in your register because
of our concerns of our property being difficult for re-sale and the difficulty or limited design choices for
future renovations. Also, we have concerns about the impact that this may have on our insurance.

| have read and considered your argument that our house should be added to the register, but it is
unclear why this decision was made? You mention this would NOT prevent us from making changes or
constructing additions to the existing building. However, we understand once deemed a Municipal
Heritage Register there are “additional steps” other then reguiar building permits, in order to change
appearance of the house in keeping with the “cultural heritage value” and in “supporting the historic
character” of Waterdown, as mentioned in your letter dated November 23rd. Therefore, we and any
future owners would be limited in design choices for future renovations.

You provided me with the information report dated February 20, 2020, subject - Effect of Heritage
Destinations on Property Values in Hamilton. Your argument in this document states,

“ The Realtors Association did not have data, sales analysis or studies that indicated that heritage
protection through inclusion of property on the Municipal Heritage Register or through destination has
led to lower local property values.” Was there any data, sales analysis or studies that indicated that there
was an advantage or that the Municipal Heritage Register increases property value?? This report does
not really include any advantages to the home owner to have property registered as Heritage property.
This document also mentioned that it was only “anecdotal” and “based on individual perceptions that
property values were negatively affected by this”. Even though it may be anecdotal “there are still
many individual realtors perceptions that heritage protection has a negative impact” as also noted
in this report. For this reason whether empirical or individual perceptions it is a true belief of many and
is a potential obstacle for future prospective buyers. | have had my own family members who have
experienced the difficultly in dealing with Heritage planning committees.
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Please review the articles that we have attached, as my argument that there are real cautions and
concerns that we have in having our home designated a heritage property. We do not feel the benefits of
owning a designated “Heritage” home is of any advantage to us and we have serious concerns of the
“possible”or “perceived” negative impacts in having our property added the registry.

We do respect your desire to preserve the historical character of Waterdown. We do not feel our home
has any historical importance or cultural heritage. Throughout the years our home has undergone
renovations with previous owners, original white siding has been changed to green board and batten,
windows are new and there has been a sunroom addition. Also an added separate garage. Our homes
only current heritage importance is the address. | don’t believe anyone of historical importance has ever
lived in the home.

In conclusion, for the above stated reasons we are objecting to adding our property to the Municipal
Heritage Register. Please kindly remove our address from your registry. We await and look forward to
hearing your decision.

Kind regards,

\Tw

Suzanne and Jai McGrath
30 Elgin Street, P.O. Box 726
Waterdown, Ontario

LOR 2HO
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"On top of being such a beautiful house, it's a comfortable
house," says Mr. Sheldon.

Mr. Sheldon says they've been lucky because the house
was well maintained, though they have renovated to make
it their own.

"Heritage wise, we haven't done too much to it," he says.
"The rules are that if you have to replace something like a
double hung window, we would have to get approval for it
from Heritage Stratford and have something built that
looks exactly the same. |t would have to be wood with the
same nice curve to it. That's very expensive to do. You just
can't replace it with a vinyl window."

When it comes to heritage rules, not being able to do what
you want with your own house is a sticking point for Nicole
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Lefebvre and her husband Kevin. Although their 1877
Stratford home would likely qualify, she's undecided about
whether they should apply for heritage designation.

In their city, Heritage Stratford either approaches the
property owner or the property owner approaches
Heritage Stratford about designation before conducting an
assessment and beginning the designation process. If the
property owner doesn't support heritage designation, he or
she can appeal.

When the Lefebvres bought their house in 2010, they felt it
was home as soon as they walked in. Despite the large
amount of work the house needed, they committed to the
project. They've since worked with Build to meticulously
restore their home's elaborate Italianate front porch to its
former glory.

STORY CONTINUES BELOW ADVERTISEMENT
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"Once the rotting starts, it's exponential," says Ms.
Lefebvre. "We had to do something."

She feels that having a young family — three children
under 10 years of age — in an old house works well since
the home is so solid and the principal rooms are grand.
They also splurged for a bigger kitchen and an addition
with a mudroom and a playroom for the kids.

"It just took some creativity and vision," says Ms. Lefebvre.
"The stone basements from that era weren't designed for
movie nights or for having a man cave. The hockey bags
are down there."

STORY CONTINUES BELOW ADVERTISEMENT
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Allissa

Don Husack [redacted]
December 1, 2021 2:45 PM
Golden, Alissa

19 Flamboro St

As per our previous telephone conversation, we are going to object to the designation of 19 Flamborough St.

The reasons being are as follows:
e Over the years countless renovations and additions have left very little of the original building.
e The original building was cement block and construction that is common today
e The building sits on % acre of land in the core of the town and will provide the town with a much better asset
when it can be completely developed in the future.
Thanks for your time.

Donald Husack
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From: FlipSide Properties [redacted]
Sent: November 29, 2021 6:36 PM
To: Golden, Alissa
Subject: 280 Mill Street South - Heritage
Hello Alissa,

| am in receipt of your letter dated 11/23/2021 and | am wanting to make it known my preference to NOT have my
property listed on the registry please.

Please see the attached pic

as it clearly does not look as you describe it to in your letter, i.e. no shutters etc.

Thank you,

Jeff

FlipSide Properties
www.FlipSideProperties.ca
[redacted]
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Preliminary Heritage Evaluations

296 Dundas Street East, Flamborough (circa 1910)

Classification: Character-Supporting Resource

Design Value: The property is representative of a vernacular bungalow dwelling including the one-and-
one-half storey massing, low-pitched side gable roof and paired front dormers.

Historical Value: The property yields, or has the potential to yield, information that contributes to an
understanding of a community or culture. The property may be associated with a potentially significant
person (George Allison). The 1903 Imperial Atlas shows this lot belonging to George Allison and the
structure, formerly a dwelling, is believed to have been constructed shortly afterward in 1910.

Contextual Value: The property is important in supporting the historic character of the area. The early
twentieth century single-detached building contributes to the early residential character at the west end
of Dundas Street in the Village of Waterdown. The property is visually and historically linked to its
surroundings.
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362 Dundas Street East, Flamborough (circa 1890)
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Number: 251830331003400

Classification: Character-Supporting Resource

Design Value: The property is reflective of a vernacular bungalow from the early twentieth century,
including the one-and-one-half storey massing, side gable roof with window below, long front shed
roofed dormer and covered front porch. The dwelling is believed to have been constructed in 1890 and
the layout of the first floor may reflect an early Regency Cottage design, including the central entrance
with sidelights and flanking six-over-six windows with sidelights. Further research is required to
substantiate when the home was built and how its design has changed over time.

Historical Value: The property is comprised of part of Lot 8 of Block 21 as described in Plan 355, which
is part of Griffin's early survey of village lots first drawn by surveyor Henry Winter in 1854. The property
is believed to have been constructed in 1890. The property may be associated with a potentially
significant family and organization in the history of the village (George Copp, George Copp and Sons).
According to the local business directory the building houses the George Copp and Sons Backhow
Service Limited. George Copp (1870-1955) and Wallace "Mickey" Rockett are regarded as the major
builders in Waterdown during the first half of the twentieth century and are believed to have constructed
a number of homes in Vinegar Hill, including 357, 359 and 360 Dundas Street East. Further research on
this property has the potential to yield information that contributes to an understanding of the Village's
history.

Contextual Value: The property is important in supporting the character of the area. The circa 1890
dwelling helps support the historic character of the area known as Vinegar Hill, consisting of late
nineteeth and early twentieth century dwellings. The property, although modified, is visually and
historically linked to its surroundings. Located on the south side of Dundas Street, the property helps
support the historic character of the street as you travel through Vinegar Hill and out of the historic
Village of Waterdown to the east. The property is comprised of part of the closed road allowance known
as James Street that was intended to connect Dundas Street to George Street (formerly Back Street).
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30 Elgin Street, Flamborough (circa 1952)
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Roll Number: 251830336012000
Classification: Character-Supporting Resource

Design Value: The property is reflective of a vernacular post-war cottage, including the one and a half
storey massing, high side gable roof with flush verges, side chimney and flat-headed window openings.
The house was formerly clad in horizontal siding, which was replaced with board and batten siding circa
2013. The original 1952 rear (side) detached gable roofed garage also remains.

Historical Value: The property is part of the McMonnies and Stocks Survey and is comprised of Lot 1
of Block 7 of the survey, as shown in the 1903 Tyrrell Atlas map of Waterdown. The property is a
residential infill development from 1952.

Contextual Value: The property is important in supporting the character of the area. The single
detached 1952 vernacular post-war cottage helps support the historic character of Victoria Street, a
historic transportation corridor in the Village, consisting of late nineteenth and early twentieth century
dwellings. The property is comprised of part of Lot 1 of Block 7 of the McMonnies and Stocks Survey,
one of the earliest surveys in the Village, and is consistent with the original lotting pattern and sizing of
approximately 66 feet wide by 145 feet deep.
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19 Flamboro Street, Flamborough (circa 1930) (former Carson Construction building)
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oII Number: 25
Classification: Character-Supporting Resource

Design Value: The property is a representative example of a vernacular utilitarian commercial building
constructed in the early twentieth century. The concrete-block building was constructed circa 1930 with
a red brick facade. The building has since been clad in stucco.

Historical Value: The property is comprised of parts of Lots 1, 10 and 11 of Block 46 as described in
Plan 355, which is part of Griffin's early survey of village lots first drawn by surveyor Henry Winter in
1854. The property has historical associations with a significant family (Carson) and organization
(Carson Construction) in the village's history. Carson Construction was in business for over 80 years
(1903 to 1987) and was responsible for highway construction in northern Ontario and runway
construction at the Mount Hope and Toronto airports for the Federal government in the 1940s and
1950s. This property was comprised of the company's equipment yard while the Carson home was
located across the street. Frederick Carson had his office on the ground floor of the family home at 44
Main Street South, which was accesed by the covered Barton Street entrance. This building appears to
have been built by the Carsons circa 1930. The building currently houses an auto service business.
Further research on this property has the potential to yield information that contributes to an
understanding of the Village's history.

Contextual Value: The property helps support the character of the area. The property is functionally,
visually and historically linked to its surroundings, located on east side of Flamboro Street at the corner
of Flamboro and Barton Street with entrances fronting onto both streets. The circa 1930 vernacular
commercial building helps support the historic character the Village of Waterdown, which primarily
consists of late nineteenth and early twentieth century buildings.
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280 Mill Street South, Flamborough (circa 1946)

N

Roll Number: 251830331050800

Classification: Character-Supporting Resource

Design Value: The property is a representative example of a vernacular post-war cottage influenced by
the Period Revival style of architecture, including the one-and-one-half storey massing, side gable roof
with flush verges, flanking front gable roofed dormers, side brick chimney, flat-headed window openings
with ornamental shutters and central front entrance with sidelights and Colonial Revival influenced
surround.

Historical Value: The property is part of what was historically the Smokey Hollow mill site. Further
research on this property has the potential to yield information that contributes to an understanding of
the Village's history.

Contextual Value: The property is important in supporting the character of the area. The vernacular
post-war Period Revival cottage helps support the historic character of village, primarily consisting of late
nineteenth and early twentieth century dwellings. The property is visually and historically linked to its
surroundings, located on the west side of Mill Street South, a historic transportation corridor in the
village, in what was historically part of the Smokey Hollow mill site.
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Photo Documentation of 19 Flamboro Street, Flamborough

Igel: Carson Yrd (now 19 Flamboro Street) circé 19605 looking north up Flamboro Street from the
corner of Flamboro and Barton Streets, showing the former brick front facade (Flamborough Archives,
BW3871)

Image 2: Carson Yard circa early 1960s (Jonathan Vance via Facebook, Waterdown Memaories Group,
posted June 8, 2019)
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Image 3: Carson Yard circa 1980s, looking north-west from Barton Street across the property towards

Flamboro Street (Westra Sjoerd George via Facebook, Waterdown Memories Group, posted September
24, 2018)

— o

Imag: 1 Flamboro Street front (west) facade clad in stucco, December 2021 (City of Hamilton)



Appendix “C” to Report PED21201(a)
Page 3 of 9

Image 6: 19 Flamboro Street rear addition, side (south) facade clad in stucco, December 2021 (City of
Hamilton)



Appendix “C” to Report PED21201(a)
Page 4 of 9

Image 7: 19 Flamboro Street, rear (east) facade clad in stucco, December 2021 (City of Hamilton)

Ige : 19 Flamboro Street side (north) concrete-block facade, December 2021 (City of Hamilton)
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Image 10: Interior commercial office space, December 2021 (City of Hamilton)
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side concrete-block exterior wall, December 2021

Image 11: First itrior garage bay looking at nort
(City of Hamilton)

Image 12: First interior garage bay looking west to front exterior wall and garage door, December 2021
(City of Hamilton)
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mage 13: Second interior garage bay in rear addition looking north to former exterior concrete-block
rear wall of the original building (now an interior wall) and blocked-in window opening with lintel,
December 2021 (City of Hamilton)

Image 14: Metal stairwell to uperfloor (private residence) above the commercial office, December
2021 (City of Hamilton)
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Image 15: Only remaining hung wood window found in the first-floor bathroom, with two-over-two
horizontal wood muntins and modern replacement glass and aluminum exterior storms, December 2021
(City of Hamilton)

Image 16: Location of remaining hun wood window in frst-storey bathroom located in rear wing of the
original building, December 2021 (City of Hamilton, modified by author)
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Images 17 and 18: Remaining interior six-panel wood door located in the entrance to the first interior
garage, December 2021 (City of Hamilton)



PLANNING AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
TOURISM AND CULTURE

Alissa Golden, Heritage Project Specialist



Background

« Waterdown Inventory recommendations approved by Council
(November 10, 2021 — PED21201)

* Notices of Council’'s decision sent to owners
* 5 objection notices received from owners (see Appendix “A”)

« Council must consider objections and decide to either:
Keep the property on the Register

Remove it from the Register

= - PLANNING AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
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What is the Register?

A heritage conservation management tool under the Ontario
Heritage Act

« |tis an administrative record consisting of:

= Properties designated under Parts IV and V of the Ontario Heritage Act
= Non-designated properties identified by Council as being of cultural heritage value or interest

» Non-designated properties are listed on the Register to:

» Promote knowledge of a community’s cultural heritage

* Provide easily accessible information for planners, property owners, developers, the tourism
industry and the general public

 Help prioritize future designations
* Provide interim protection from demolition

IM PLANNING AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

TOURISM AND CULTURE




What is the Register? — con't

Listing:

* is not the same as designation; registered properties are not subject to
Heritage Permits

* does not legally restrict the permitted zoning use of a property
 has not generally been demonstrated to impact property or resale values
 does not prevent alterations or changes to a property

 does not prevent demolition, but does provide a short-term delay (60 days)
The standard turnaround for a demolition permit would be 10-20 days.

Listing on the Register does not prevent demolition, but does allow Council time to discuss
alternatives to demolition, if proposed. In most cases, these alternatives include opportunities
for retention, adaptive reuse, financial incentives or photo-documenting the property before it is
demolished. In the case of significant heritage properties, Council may pursue designation to
prevent demolition.
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Considerations for Listing Objections

 Heritage buildings are finite resources. Once they are demolished they cannot be
recovered

 Not all listed properties are candidates for individual designation, but may play an
important role in supporting or defining the historic character of the area

 To warrant removal from the Register, a property should no longer retain any
physical heritage value or interest as per Ontario Regulation 9/06

« Removing a property from the Register based on an owner’s concerns of resale
value or redevelopment impacts alone would not be consistent with the intent of
the Register

= - PLANNING AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
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Listing Objections

« All properties classified as Character-Supporting Resources — none are identified
as candidates for designation (see Appendix “B”)

« Owner objection notices are attached (see Appendix “A”)

» Most owner objections cited concerns about:
— Depreciation of property value
— Impacts to their ability to sell

— Impediments to future redevelopment

« Many believe that their property is not of heritage interest because it has evolved
or been modified in some way (e.g. new cladding or windows, additions, etc.)
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Staff Recommendations — Keep on Register

 The following properties retain sufficient cultural heritage value or interest to
remain listed on the Register:

— 296 Dundas Street East

— 396 Dundas Street East
— 30 Elgin Street
— 280 Mill Street South

=806.Dundas Streef East 80 Elgin Street
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Staff Recommendations — Remove from Register

* 19 Flamboro Street does not retain sufficient physical heritage value to remain
listed on the Register.

— The heritage value or interest is mainly historical / associative (connection to Carson Construction)
— The interior and exterior of the building have been photo-documented by staff (see Appendix “C”)

— Interpretive plaquing should be considered as part of any future redevelopment proposal

= - PLANNING AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
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Thank-you!

Alissa Golden

Heritage Project Specialist
alissa.golden@hamilton.ca
905-546-2424, extension 4654

Project webpage:
www.hamilton.ca/heritageinventory
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CITY OF HAMILTON

== PLANNING AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

(i
Hamilton

Tourism and Culture Division
and
Planning Division

TO:

Chair and Members
Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee

COMMITTEE DATE:

February 25, 2022

SUBJECT/REPORT NO:

Recommendations for Designation under Part IV of the
Ontario Heritage Act in Waterdown Village (PED21201(b))
(Ward 15)

WARD(S) AFFECTED:

Ward 15

PREPARED BY:

Alissa Golden (905) 546-2424 Ext. 4654
Chloe Richer (905) 546-2424 Ext. 7163

SUBMITTED BY:

SIGNATURE:

Carrie Brooks-Joiner
Director Tourism and Culture
Planning and Economic Development

SUBMITTED BY:

SIGNATURE:

Steve Robichaud
Director, Planning and Chief Planner
Planning and Economic Development Department

Per Copu\JooRA

RECOMMENDATION

(@)  That City Council state its intention to designate the following properties under
Part IV, Section 29 of the Ontario Heritage Act:

() 289 Dundas Street East, Flamborough (Smith-Carson House), in
accordance with the Statement of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest and
Description of Heritage Attributes, as outlined in Appendix “A” to Report

PED21201(b):

(i) 292 Dundas Street East, Flamborough (Maple Lawn), in accordance with
the Statement of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest and Description of
Heritage Attributes, as outlined in Appendix “B” to Report PED21201(b);

OUR Vision: To be the best place to raise a child and age successfully.
OUR Mission: To provide high quality cost conscious public services that contribute to a healthy,
safe and prosperous community, in a sustainable manner.
OUR Culture: Collective Ownership, Steadfast Integrity, Courageous Change, Sensational Service,

Engaged Empowered Employees.
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(b)

(iii)

(iv)

(v)

(vi)

(Vi)

298 Dundas Street East, Flamborough (Former New Connexion Church), in
accordance with the Statement of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest and
Description of Heritage Attributes, as outlined in Appendix “C” to Report
PED21201(b);

299 Dundas Street East, Flamborough (Crooker House), in accordance with
the Statement of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest and Description of
Heritage Attributes, as outlined in Appendix “D” to Report PED21201(b);

1 Main Street North, Flamborough (Royal Coachman/Former Kirk Hotel), in
accordance with the Statement of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest and
Description of Heritage Attributes, as outlined in Appendix “E” to Report
PED21201(b);

134 Main Street South, Flamborough (Former Wesleyan Methodist
Parsonage), in accordance with the Statement of Cultural Heritage Value or
Interest and Description of Heritage Attributes, as outlined in Appendix “F”
to Report PED21201(b);

8 Margaret Street, Flamborough (Reid House), in accordance with the
Statement of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest and Description of Heritage
Attributes, as outlined in Appendix “G” to Report PED21201(b);

That the City Clerk be directed to give Notices of Intention to designate the
properties of cultural heritage value or interest in Recommendation (a) of Report
PED21201(b), in accordance with the requirements of Section 29 of the Ontario
Heritage Act, subject to the following:

()

(ii)

That issuance of the Notice of Intention to designate 299 Dundas Street
East, Flamborough (Crooker House) be delayed to give the owner time to
complete the alterations approved as part of Site Plan Control Application
MDA-17-039, with the understanding that the City Clerk shall issue the
Notice of Intention to designate upon completion of such alterations or
earlier if the approved work has not been completed within a reasonable
amount of time or if there is a threat or perceived threat to the heritage
attributes of the property outside the scope of the approved work, as
determined by the Director of Planning and Chief Planner;

For each property that receives no objections to the Notice of Intention to
designate in accordance with the Ontario Heritage Act, City Council directs
staff to introduce the necessary by-law to designate the property to be of
cultural heritage value or interest to City Council;

OUR Vision: To be the best place to raise a child and age successfully.

OUR Mission: To provide high quality cost conscious public services that contribute to a healthy,

safe and prosperous community, in a sustainable manner.

OUR Culture: Collective Ownership, Steadfast Integrity, Courageous Change, Sensational Service,

Engaged Empowered Employees.
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(i) For each property that receives any objection to the Notice of Intention to
designate in accordance with the Ontario Heritage Act, City Council directs
staff to report back to Council to allow Council to consider the objection and
decide whether or not to withdraw the Notice of Intention to designate the

property.

(c) That 9 Main Street North, Flamborough (Village Fish and Chips), be removed
from staff’s designation work plan.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report Recommends designation of seven significant built heritage resources in
Flamborough under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act that were evaluated as part of
the Waterdown Village Built Heritage Inventory (Waterdown Inventory). Council
directed staff to review properties for designation as part of the Waterdown Inventory
and as part of the Planning Division’s designation work plan.

The properties being recommended for heritage designation as part of this report
include 289 Dundas Street East (Smith-Carson House); 292 Dundas Street East (Maple
Lawn); 298 Dundas Street East (Former New Connexion Church); 299 Dundas Street
East (Crooker House); 1 Main Street North (Royal Coachman/Former Kirk Hotel); 134
Main Street South (Former Wesleyan Methodist Parsonage); and 8 Margaret Street
(Reid House).

Four properties were also considered candidates for designation but are not being

recommended for designation at this time, including 340 Dundas Street East, 341 Main

Street North, 201 Main Street South and 265 Mill Street South.

Alternatives for Consideration - See Page 12

FINANCIAL - STAFFING - LEGAL IMPLICATIONS

Financial: N/A

Staffing: N/A

Legal: The designation process will follow the requirements of the Ontario Heritage
Act and provide for adequate notice of Council’s intention to designate the
properties. Formal objections may be made under the Ontario Heritage Act

and considered by Council before either withdrawing the Notice of Intention
to designate or passing a designation by-law. Once a designation by-law has

OUR Vision: To be the best place to raise a child and age successfully.
OUR Mission: To provide high quality cost conscious public services that contribute to a healthy,
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been passed, any further objection would be heard before the Ontario Land
Tribunal.

Designation under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act allows municipalities to
recognize a property’s cultural heritage value or interest, and to conserve and
manage the property through the Heritage Permit process enabled under
Sections 33 (alterations) and 34 (demolition or removal) of the Act.

Where alterations to designated properties are contemplated, a property
owner is required to apply for, obtain, and comply with a Heritage Permit, for
any alteration that “is likely to affect the property’s heritage attributes, as set
out in the description of the property’s heritage attributes” (Sub-section
33(1)). The City of Hamilton also provides financial incentive programs,
including development charge exemption and heritage grants and loans, to
assist in the adaptive re-use and continued conservation of designated
properties.

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

The City of Hamilton is proactively updating its Inventory of Heritage Buildings through
its Built Heritage Inventory Strategy, outlined in Report PED20133. The Built Heritage
Inventory (BHI) process involves the identification of properties of heritage interest
worthy of listing on the Municipal Heritage Register (Register), and the identification of
significant heritage buildings worthy of designation under the Ontario Heritage Act. The
Waterdown Inventory is the third phase in the City's BHI work and follows the Downtown
Hamilton Inventory completed in 2014 and the Durand Inventory completed in 2017.

The Waterdown Inventory began in May 2018 and was completed in conjunction with
the Waterdown Community Node Secondary Plan Study and the Waterdown
Transportation Management Plan Study, which are ongoing. The study area of the
Waterdown Inventory project included the Secondary Plan study area, as well as the
remaining lands to the east that make up the historic village boundaries of Waterdown.

In 2019, Council approved motions to proactively list the subject properties on the
Register prior to the completion of the Waterdown Inventory. These motions also
directed Planning and Economic Development Department staff to review these
properties for potential designation as part of the designation work plan and within the
scope of the Waterdown Inventory project.

The Waterdown Inventory followed the Council-adopted BHI process and involved the
preparation of comprehensive Cultural Heritage Assessment reports for properties
identified as candidates for designation. Copies of the reports are available online at
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www.hamilton.ca/heritageinventory or upon request from the Planning and Economic
Development Department.

Staff reported on the findings of the Waterdown Inventory project as part of Report
PED21201. On November 10, 2021, Council approved the project recommendations
and directed staff to add 209 properties of cultural heritage value or interest in
Waterdown on the Register.

Designation Candidates Not Addressed in this Report

341 Main Street North (Rymal/Buchan House) and 201 Main Street South (J.K. Griffin
House) were identified as candidates for designation through the Waterdown Inventory
project but were not comprehensively reviewed due to resource constraints and access
issues, respectively. These properties may be candidates for designation in the future,
subject to further review. In the meantime, both properties have been listed on the
Register.

A Cultural Heritage Assessment was also prepared in support of designation of 340
Dundas Street East (Eager House). City staff are in conversation with the owner of this
property about the adjacent Dundas Street Bridge replacement over the Grindstone
Creek and its potential impact on the property. Staff will bring forward a
recommendation to designate the property at a future date after the bridge-related
matters have been resolved.

Staff deferred preparation of a Cultural Heritage Assessment for the property at 265 Mill
Street South, known as Braebourne or the Cummer House, because it is under review
as part of an active Zoning By-law Amendment Application (ZAC-21-017) under the
Planning Act. A Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment (CHIA) has been submitted by
the proponent in support of their application to develop a Montessori school on the
property, which incorporates the existing historic dwelling. The report, which includes
an assessment of the cultural heritage value or interest of the property in accordance
with Ontario Regulation 9/06, has been reviewed by staff and will be reviewed by the
Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee’s Inventory and Research Working Group for
comment. The final CHIA report, which will incorporate staff and Hamilton Municipal
Heritage Committee’s comments, will be used to address the request to designate the
property as part of the development application process.

Additionally, three City-owned properties were identified as significant Cultural Heritage
Landscapes as part of the draft Waterdown Community Node Secondary Plan, 9
Margaret Street (Waterdown Union Cemetery); 115 Main Street South (Sealey Park);
and 200 Hamilton Street North (Waterdown Memorial Park). On November 10, 2021,
City Council directed staff to add Sealey Park and Waterdown Memorial Park to the
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Register (see Report PED21201). Planning staff are in ongoing conversation with staff
from the Public Works Department to discuss designation of these significant heritage
properties as part of a future staff report.

Owner Consultation

In August 2020, the owners of properties identified for designation were notified by
mailed letters of the draft recommendations and invited to participate in a virtual open
house of the Waterdown Inventory findings. The virtual open house was accessible
online via the City of Hamilton project page and Engage Hamilton from August 24, 2020
to September 21, 2020. Several subject property owners reached out to staff, including
the owners of 289 Dundas Street East, 298 Dundas Street East, 340 Dundas Street
East and 134 Main Street South, to discuss the draft CHIA reports, designation process,
and available financial incentives. In September 2021, follow-up letters were sent to all
the owners notifying them of the upcoming staff report and recommendations to
designate.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS AND LEGISLATED REQUIREMENTS

The Recommendations of this report are consistent with Provincial and Municipal
legislation, policy and direction, including:

e Determining the cultural heritage value or interest of a property based on
design/physical value, historical/associative value and contextual value criteria
(Ontario Heritage Act, Ontario Regulation 9/06);

e Ensuring significant built heritage resources are conserved (Provincial Policy
Statement, 2020, Sub-section 2.6.1);

e |dentifying cultural heritage resources through a continuing process of inventory,
survey and evaluation, as the basis for wise management of these resources (Urban
Hamilton Official Plan, Section B.3.4.2.1(b)); and

e Designating properties of cultural heritage value under Part IV of the Ontario
Heritage Act (Urban Hamilton Official Plan, Section B.3.4.2.3).

RELEVANT CONSULTATION
External

e Property owners in Waterdown
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e Waterdown Community Node Secondary Plan Focus Group
¢ Waterdown-Mill Street Heritage Committee

e Inventory and Research Working Group of the Hamilton Municipal Heritage
Committee

Internal

e Solicitor, Legal and Risk Management Services, Legal Services Division, Corporate
Services Department

e Senior Project Manager, Rural Team, Development Planning Section, Planning
Division, Planning and Economic Development Department

e Senior Planner, Community Planning and GIS Section, Planning Division, Planning
and Economic Development Department

e Manager, Parks and Cemeteries Section, Environmental Services Division, Public
Works Department

e Acting Senior Project Manager, Strategic Planning and Capital Compliance Section,
Energy, Fleet and Facilities Management Division, Public Works Department

e Councillor, Ward 15
ANALYSIS AND RATIONALE FOR RECOMMENDATION

The cultural heritage value or interest of the subject properties were assessed using the
Council-adopted heritage evaluation criteria for designation, as well as the required
provincial criteria. Section 29(1) of the Ontario Heritage Act permits the Council of a
municipality to designate property to be of cultural heritage value or interest where
property meets one or more of the Criteria for Determining Cultural Heritage Value or
Interest prescribed in Ontario Regulation 9/06. This regulation identifies criteria in three
broad categories: Design/Physical Value, Historical/Associative Value and Contextual
Value.
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As outlined in the Cultural Heritage Assessment Reports, it was determined that the
following properties met the provincial criteria and are therefore being Recommended
for individual designation under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act:

1. 289 Dundas Street East (Smith-Carson House)

The property located at 289 Dundas Street East is comprised of a two-storey brick
dwelling believed to have been constructed circa 1885 by the Cummer family, who
made significant contributions to the Village of Waterdown’s industrial development.
The property also has long-standing associations with the Carson family, and their
prominent local business of Fred Carson and Sons, and Richard “Dick” Smith, former
Reeve of Waterdown. The design of the building is influenced by the Queen Anne
architectural style and demonstrates a high degree of craftsmanship and artistic merit in
its detailing, including the decorative wooden bargeboard and treillage, the stone work
in the voussoirs and keystones and the dichromatic brickwork. The building’s distinctive
tower and mature trees on the property help define it as a landmark on Dundas Street
East that marks the transition into the historic downtown core of Waterdown. The
property satisfies the criteria established in Ontario Regulation 9/06 and warrants
protection under the Ontario Heritage Act through designation in accordance with the
Statement of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest (SCHVI) and Description of Heritage
Attributes as outlined in Appendix “A” to Report PED21201(b).

2. 292 Dundas Street East (Maple Lawn)

The property located at 292 Dundas Street East is comprised of a two-storey brick
dwelling believed to have been constructed in 1887, later converted into a commercial
building. The property has direct associations with two prominent people significant to
Waterdown’s history, George Allison (1841-1926), a farmer and local magistrate; and
George Harold Greene (1874-1960), the first publisher of the Waterdown Review. The
former residence is a representative example of a late-nineteenth century farm house
influenced by the Gothic Revival and Italianate architectural styles and displays a high
degree of craftsmanship and artistic merit demonstrated through the decorative
bargeboard and bracket detailing. This local landmark helps mark the transition into the
historic core of Waterdown and define the Dundas streetscape. The property satisfies
the criteria established in Ontario Regulation 9/06 and warrants protection under the
Ontario Heritage Act through designation in accordance with the SCHVI and Description
of Heritage Attributes as outlined in Appendix “B” to Report PED21201(b).

3. 298 Dundas Street East (Former New Connexion Church)

The property located at 298 Dundas Street East, known as the Former New Connexion
Methodist Church and the Maycock House, is comprised of a two-storey stone building
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originally constructed as a church circa 1859. The heritage value of the property lies in
its long-standing association with the Methodist Church. The New Connexion
Methodists purchased the property in 1859 and built the church, later using the building
as their Sunday School (1874-1882) and then parsonage (1893-1921). The property
also has direct associations with prominent Waterdown resident Paul Maycock (1931-
2012), a plant ecology professor and former director of the Flamborough Historical
Society who dedicated his spare time to researching and writing about the history of
Waterdown. The property is also an early and unique example of an adaptively re-used
mid-nineteenth century building displaying Classical Revival, Ontario Cottage and
Gothic Revival influences. The prominent location of the building at the southwest
corner of Dundas and Flamboro Streets in the core of Waterdown makes it a local
landmark. The property satisfies the criteria established in Ontario Regulation 9/06 and
warrants protection under the Ontario Heritage Act through designation in accordance
with the SCHVI and Description of Heritage Attributes as outlined in Appendix “C” to
Report PED21201(b).

4. 299 Dundas Street East (Crooker House)

The property located at 299 Dundas Street East, known as the Crooker House, is
comprised of a former residence and detached coach house originally constructed circa
1886. The heritage value of the property lies in its association with the Crooker family,
who made significant contributions to the development of the Village of Waterdown,
including Frederick William Crooker (1862-1927), who was a successful merchant who
established the prominent Crooker Building (later demolished by fire), a teacher and
superintendent of the Wesleyan Methodist Sunday School, postmaster, and later Reeve
who oversaw the installation of a waterworks system in Waterdown. The property is
also a representative example of a residence influenced by the Italianate and Second
Empire styles of architecture, demonstrated by a high degree of craftsmanship in its
bellcast mansard roof, decorative features and dichromatic brickwork. The Crooker
House is a local landmark with a prominent vista looking north up Flamboro Street,
located on Dundas Street in the core of Waterdown. The property satisfies the criteria
established in Ontario Regulation 9/06 and warrants protection under the Ontario
Heritage Act through designation or the negotiation of a heritage conservation
easement agreement in accordance with the SCHVI and Description of Heritage
Attributes as outlined in Appendix “D” to Report PED21201(b).

Previous Approvals

On May 31, 2018 the owner of the subject property received Site Plan Control Approval
of application MDA-17-039 for alterations to the property, including relocation of the
detached coach house and the construction of a covered front porch and one-storey
addition to the front and west side of the building. The owner was also granted
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permission from the Committee of Adjustment on November 17, 2017 for Minor
Variance Application FL/A-17:382, required to implement the Site Plan Control
application. Most of the Site Plan-approved work has been completed, apart from the
covered front porch and addition. Issuance of a Notice of Intention to designate would
void these previous approvals and require the owner to obtain new Planning Act
approvals, as well as Heritage Permit approvals under the Ontario Heritage Act, for
work that has already been reviewed and commented on by Heritage staff.

As such, staff Recommend that issuance of the Notice of Intention to designate the
property be delayed to allow the owner time to complete the alterations approved as
part of applications MDA-17-039 and FL/A-17:382. The Notice of Intention to designate
will be issued when the work is completed, or may proceed with issuance of the Notice
of Intention to designate the property if the Site Plan-approved works are not initiated
within a reasonable amount of time or if there is a threat or perceived threat to the
heritage attributes of the property outside of the scope of the approved work, as
determined by the Director of Planning and Chief Planner. Staff note that the City may
also consider entering into a heritage conservation easement agreement with the owner
under the Ontario Heritage Act to provide long-term heritage protection for the property,
while excluding the previously-approved works from any future Heritage Permit
requirements. This alternative would require the owner’s consent to enter into the
heritage conservation easement agreement.

5. 1 Main Street North (Royal Coachman/Former Kirk House Hotel)

The property located at 1 Main Street North, formerly known as the Kirk Hotel or the
Kirk House and currently known as The Royal Coachman, is comprised of a two-and-a-
half storey brick commercial building constructed circa 1889. The historical value of the
property lies in its role as a significant gathering place in the Village of Waterdown for
over 130 years, its association with the Great Fire of 1922 and its long-standing
connection to the Kirk family. The property is also a representative example of a late-
nineteenth century commercial building influenced by the Queen Anne Revival and
Italianate architectural styles, which displays a high degree of craftsmanship and artistic
merit in its decorative wood detailing. Located on the prominent intersection of two
historic roads, Main Street North and Dundas Street East, the former Kirk House was
connected to early stagecoach routes and provided a place to eat and stay for travellers
on their journey. Today, The Royal Coachman restaurant continues to serve as an
important landmark and defines the historic character of the Village’s commercial core.
The property satisfies the criteria established in Ontario Regulation 9/06 and warrants
protection under the Ontario Heritage Act through designation in accordance with the
SCHVI and Description of Heritage Attributes as outlined in Appendix “E” to Report
PED21201(b).
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6. 134 Main Street South (Former Wesleyan Methodist Parsonage)

The property located at 134 Main Street South, known as the former Wesleyan
Methodist Parsonage, is comprised of a one-and-a-half-storey stone building
constructed circa 1857. The heritage value of the property lies in its association with
the Wesleyan Methodist Church, who originally constructed the building as their
parsonage, and with Ada Medlar (born 1868), a founding member of the Waterdown
Women'’s Institute in 1897. The property is also a representative example of a
vernacular Ontario Cottage influenced by the Gothic Revival architectural style and has
a high degree of craftsmanship demonstrated by the ornate front porch and wooden
detailing. The property defines the historic character of Main Street South, located on
the prominent southwest corner of Flamboro and Main Streets, and is considered a
local landmark. The property satisfies the criteria established in Ontario Regulation
9/06 and warrants protection under the Ontario Heritage Act through designation in
accordance with the SCHVI and Description of Heritage Attributes as outlined in
Appendix “F” to Report PED21201(b).

7. 8 Margaret Street (Reid House)

The property located at 8 Margaret Street, known as the Reid House, is comprised of a
two-and-a-half storey wood-frame dwelling constructed circa 1860 with a substantial
circa 1910 addition. The historical value of the property lies in its association with the
Reid family. John Reid (1854-1912) was a prominent Waterdown builder, who lived in
and constructed the circa 1910 addition. His son, William (Will) Reid (1888-1956), was
a photographer who created a visual record of life in Waterdown in the early-twentieth
century. Without Will’s photographs, little would be known about life in Waterdown
during his lifetime. The property is a uniqgue example of a dwelling believed to have
been constructed in two distinct phases: a one-and-a-half storey cross-gabled
vernacular farm house constructed circa 1860; and a substantial two-and-a-half storey,
hipped roof, Queen Anne Revival influenced front addition constructed circa 1910. It
demonstrates a high degree of craftsmanship and artistic merit demonstrated by the
ornate wood detailing in the 1910 addition. The Reid House is a recognizable local
landmark that defines the historic character of the area known as Vinegar Hill. The
property satisfies the criteria established in Ontario Regulation 9/06 and warrants
protection under the Ontario Heritage Act through designation in accordance with the
SCHVI and Description of Heritage Attributes as outlined in Appendix “G” to Report
PED21201(b).

Removal from the Designation Work Plan

A CHIA was also prepared for the property located at 9 Main Street North, the former
Waterdown Post Office and Village Fish and Chips, as directed by Council. Staff found
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that the property satisfied the provincial criteria for determining cultural heritage value or
interest. However, the criteria satisfied relates primarily to the property’s historical
associations and how it supports the historic character of the village. The subject
property is already recognized through listing on the Register.

Due to the limited design/physical value of the property, it is not recommended that the
property be designated under the Ontario Heritage Act at this time. Instead, it is
Recommended that the historical significance of the property be recognized through
interpretive plaquing. Should the current owner, or subsequent owners, be interested in
restoration of the building and missing historic features based on physical or visual
documentation, the property may warrant designation to provide access to the City’s
heritage funding programs. Staff Recommend that the property be removed from the
designation work plan.

Owner Opposition to Designation

At the time of writing this report, staff have not received any formal correspondence
from owners expressing their opposition to the staff recommendation to designate their
property. However, the former owners of 292 Dundas Street East (Maple Lawn),
expressed concern about their property being listed on the Register and added to staff’s
designation work plan in 2019. According to tax assessment records, the ownership of
the property has changed. Staff did not receive a response to the written notice to the
current owners advising them of the draft recommendation to designate their property.

Staff have determined that seven significant heritage properties in Waterdown are of
cultural heritage value or interest sufficient to warrant individual designation under Part
IV of the Ontario Heritage Act. Staff are not recommending that any properties
recommended for designation be withdrawn due to owner opposition. Staff
Recommend that the properties be designated in accordance with the Statements of
Cultural Heritage Value or Interest and Descriptions of Heritage Attributes for each
property attached as Appendices “A” through “G” to Report PED21201(b).

ALTERNATIVES FOR CONSIDERATION

Under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act, the designation of property is a discretionary
activity on the part of Council. Council, as advised by its Hamilton Municipal Heritage
Committee, may decide to designate property or decline to designate property.

Decline to Designate

By declining to designate, the municipality would be unable to provide long-term, legal
protection to these significant cultural heritage resources (designation provides
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protection against inappropriate alterations and demolition) and would not fulfil the
expectations established by existing municipal and provincial policies.

Without designation, the properties would not be eligible for the City’s financial
incentives for heritage properties, including development charge exemption and grant
and loan programs. Designation alone does not restrict the legal use of property,
prohibit alterations and additions, nor does it restrict the sale of a property, or been
demonstrated to affect its resale value. However, designation does allow the
municipality to manage change to the heritage attributes of a property through the
Heritage Permit process. Staff does not consider declining to designate any of the
properties to be an appropriate conservation alternative.

Designation Deferral

Council may decide to defer the recommendation to designate one or more properties
to a future study. Staff anticipate that one of the recommendations of the ongoing draft
Waterdown Community Node Secondary Plan Study will be for staff to pursue a new
Heritage Conservation District Study in Waterdown. Staff do not recommend deferring
the designation of any properties to a future study. All the properties recommended for
designation are worthy of Part IV individual designation, which provides greater
protection and management under the Ontario Heritage Act than a Part V district
designation. The Ontario Heritage Act does not prevent a property from being both Part
IV and Part V designated. Further, Council has not yet directed staff to conduct a new
Heritage Conservation District Study in Waterdown, and staff’s ability to conduct one will
depend on available funding and staff resources.

ALIGNMENT TO THE 2016 - 2025 STRATEGIC PLAN

Community Engagement and Participation

Hamilton has an open, transparent and accessible approach to City government that
engages with and empowers all citizens to be involved in their community.

Culture and Diversity

Hamilton is a thriving, vibrant place for arts, culture, and heritage where diversity and
inclusivity are embraced and celebrated.

Our People and Performance
Hamiltonians have a high level of trust and confidence in their City government.

APPENDICES AND SCHEDULES ATTACHED

Appendix “A” - SCHVI for 289 Dundas Street East, Flamborough (Carson-Smith House)
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Appendix “B” - SCVHI for 292 Dundas Street East, Flamborough (Maple Lawn)

Appendix “C” - SCVHI for 298 Dundas Street East, Flamborough (Former New
Connexion Church)

Appendix “D” - SCHVI for 299 Dundas Street East, Flamborough (Crooker House)

Appendix “E” - SCVHI for 1 Main Street North, Flamborough (Royal Coachman/Former
Kirk Hotel)

Appendix “F” - SCVHI for 134 Main Street South, Flamborough (Former Wesleyan
Methodist Parsonage)

Appendix “G” - SCVHI for 8 Margaret Street, Flamborough (Reid House)
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289 Dundas Street East, Flamborough (Waterdown)

Statement of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest and Description of Heritage Attributes
Description of Property

The 0.5-acre property at 289 Dundas Street East is comprised of a two-storey single-
detached brick building located on the north side of Dundas Street East near the northeast
corner of Dundas Street and Hamilton Street in the former Village of Waterdown and the
former Township of East Flamborough, within the City of Hamilton.

Statement of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest

The property located at 289 Dundas Street East, known as the Smith-Carson House, is
comprised of a two-storey brick dwelling constructed circa 1885. The historical value of the
property lies in its association with three prominent families in Waterdown, the Cummer
family, the Smith family and the Carson family. Lockman A. Cummer (1827-1907) made
significant contributions to the village’s industrial development operating every type of mill at
most of the mill sites, operating a sawmill and flour mill at Smokey Hollow, and building row
houses for mill workers. It is believed that the Cummer family built the dwelling located at 289
Dundas Street East following the purchase of the property in 1883 by Flora (Creen) Cummer,
Lockman’s wife. The property is also associated with prominent Waterdown resident Richard
“Dick” Smith (died 1960). Smith, who owned the property from 1898 until his death, was the
Reeve of Waterdown from 1920-1924 and 1932-1943 and ran the largest market garden in
the area, located behind Cedar Street north of this residence. The property also has direct
association with the Carson family and their significant Waterdown business, Fred Carson
and Sons who installed the first waterworks in Waterdown and aided the Department of
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Defence in paving airport runways during the Second World War. In 1959, Cecil Carson was
granted the subject property by the estate of Richard Smith. The property continues to be
owned by the Carson family today creating a legacy of over 50 years.

The cultural heritage value of the property also lies in its design value as a representative
example of a vernacular dwelling influenced by the Queen Anne architectural style,
demonstrated by the red brick construction; hip roof punctuated by multiple gables, a chimney
and a front tower; decorative bargeboard; ornately-decorated, covered front porch; and use of
a variety of materials and textures, including brick, wood and stone. The physical value of the
property also lies in its high degree of craftsmanship and artistic merit demonstrated by the
wood detailing including the decorative bargeboard and treillage on the front porch, the stone
detailing on the voussoirs and keystones and the dichromatic brickwork.

The contextual value of the property lies in its contribution to defining the historic character of
Dundas Street and the Village of Waterdown. The Smith-Carson House is physically,
functionally, visually and historically linked to its surroundings, located on the north side of
Dundas Street near the northeast corner of Dundas Street and Hamilton Street. The property
is also a local landmark, with its tower and mature trees marking the transition into the historic
downtown core of Waterdown from the modern commercial area to the west.

Description of Heritage Attributes
Key attributes that embody the heritage value of the property include the:
e Four exterior elevations of the two-storey brick building, including its:

» Rectangular footprint with a truncated hip roof punctuated by projecting bays on the
front (south) and side facades, a front tower and chimneys;

» Two-and-a-half-storey front tower with a:

= High hip roof clad in cedar shingles with a boxed cornice with decorative
brackets, panels and trim, a decorated hooded dormer and an ornate finial;

= Semi-circular second-storey window with a decorated wood transom and paired
flat-headed hung wood windows below; and

= A ground floor front entrance with a wood double door with moulded panels and
a transom.

» Projecting high-pitched gables on the south, west and north facades with boxed
cornices and decorative bargeboard,;

» Projecting two-storey side (east) bay with a hip roof, projecting eaves, boxed
cornice and decorative brackets;

» Single brick front chimney offset to the west side;

» Single brick rear chimney on the east side with dichromatic brick and corbelling;
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» Red brick facade laid in Stretcher bond;

» Broken-course stone foundation with segmentally-shaped basement window
openings with brick voussoirs;

» Semi-circular and segmental window openings featuring dichromatic brickwork,
decorated keystones, stone detailing and stone lug and continuous sills;

» Covered front porch with a wood-shingle clad mansard roof, decorative brackets,
treillage, shaped posts and open railing;

» One-storey, hipped-roof addition on the front southwest corner with grouped flat-
headed hung windows with continuous sills; and

» One-storey shed-roof wing on the rear northeast corner projecting out from behind
the side bay with raised entry door.

e Moderate setback from Dundas Street with grassed front lawn, walkway to the front
entrance, and mature deciduous trees.
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292 Dundas Street East, Flamborough (Waterdown)

Statement of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest and Description of Heritage Attributes
Description of Property

The 0.29-acre property at 292 Dundas Street East is comprised of a two-storey single-
detached brick building, situated on the south side of Dundas Street East near the southeast
corner of Dundas Street and Hamilton Street in the former Village of Waterdown and the
former Township of East Flamborough, within the City of Hamilton.

Statement of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest

The property located at 292 Dundas Street East, known as Maple Lawn, is comprised of a
two-storey brick dwelling converted into a commercial building believed to have been
constructed in 1887. The historical value of the property lies in its direct association with two
locally significant people, George Allison (1841-1926), a farmer and local magistrate; and
George Harold Greene (1874-1960), the first publisher of the Waterdown Review.

The cultural heritage value of the property also lies in its design value as a late-nineteenth
century farm house influenced by the Gothic Revival and Italianate architectural styles. The
physical value of the property also lies in its high degree of craftsmanship and artistic merit
demonstrated through the decorative bargeboard Gothic-influenced high-pitched gables; bay
windows with Italianate bracket detailing; and front entrance with wooden paneled surround,
multi-pane transom and flanking sidelights.
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The contextual value of the property lies in its role in defining the historic character of Dundas
Street and the Village of Waterdown. Maple Lawn is physically, visually and historically linked
to its surroundings, located on the south side of Dundas Street East near the southeast
corner of Dundas Street and Hamilton Street. The property is also considered a local
landmark marking the transition between the commercial area to the west and the historic
downtown core to the east, in addition to marking the beginning of a collection of former
residences converted to commercial use. The “MAPLE LAWN HOUSE 1860” lettering,
located on the fascia of the front porch, makes this property recognizable at a glance and
indicates its defining role in the community.

Description of Heritage Attributes
Key attributes that embody the heritage value of the property include the:
e Four exterior elevations of the two-storey brick building, including its:
» Brick facades;
» Stone foundation;
» T-shaped gable roof with:
= Paired high-pitched projecting gables to the front (north) and side(west);
» Projecting eaves and verges;
= Decorative bargeboard under the front gables;

One-storey projecting bay windows on the north and east facades including:

o Hipped roof with plain boxed cornice and decorative brackets; and,
o Segmental window openings.

» Semi-elliptical window openings on the second floor of the front facade with brick
voussoirs and stone lug sills;

» Segmental window openings in the first and second storeys with brick voussoirs
and stone lug sills;

» Covered front porch with a hipped roof and projecting eaves;

» “MAPLE LAWN HOUSE 1860 lettering;

» Central front entrance with a single, four-panel wooden door including semi-circular
upper panels of plain glass and moulded wooden bottom panels, with segmentally
shaped three-pane transom, flanking sidelights and paneled door surround;

» One-and-a-half storey rear wing, including the:

= Gable roof with projecting eaves;
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» Projecting gables to the east and west with semi-circular windows below the

gables;
= Segmentally-shaped window openings in the first storey with brick voussoirs

and stone lug sills; and,
= Covered side (east) porch with a hip roof.

» Remaining first-storey portion of the former coach house attached to the rear wing;
e Remaining historic interior features, including:

» Central staircase leading from the front hallway to the second storey including the
wooden newel post, curved wooden railing with balusters on each tread, decorated
string and wooden detailing on the side of each tread,;

» Wooden baseboards and door mouldings;

» Wainscoting in the area past the front hallway staircase;

» Ceiling mouldings on the first storey

e Moderate setback from Dundas Street with grassed front lawn, walkway to the front
entrance and mature trees.
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298 Dundas Street East, Flamborough (Waterdown)

Statement of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest and Description of Heritage Attributes
Description of Property

The 0.16-acre property at 298 Dundas Street East is comprised of a two-storey single-
detached stone building with a one-storey wood-frame rear (south) addition, situated on the
southwest corner of Dundas Street East and Flamboro Street near the intersection of Dundas
and Main Streets in the Village of Waterdown, in the former Township of East Flamborough,
within the City of Hamilton.

Statement of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest

The property located at 298 Dundas Street East, known as the Former New Connexion
Methodist Church and the Maycock House, is comprised of a two-storey stone building
originally constructed as a church circa 1859. The cultural heritage value of the property lies
in its association with the Methodist Church. The New Connexion Methodists purchased the
property in 1859 and built the church, before uniting with the Wesleyan Methodist Church in
1874 and subsequently using the building as their Sunday School from 1874 to 1882, and
their parsonage from 1893 to 1921. The property is also associated with Eliza Sealey (1856-
1929) daughter-in-law of Charles Sealey, prominent businessman and first Reeve of
Waterdown and Paul Maycock (1931-2012), a plant ecology professor and former director of
the Flamborough Historical Society who dedicated his spare time to researching and writing
about the history of Waterdown, most well-known for his book entitled “Noble of Waterdown”.
Deborah Jarvis (1837-1915) facilitated the conversion of the building from a church to a
residence in 1882.
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The cultural heritage value of the property also lies in its design value as an early and unique
example of an adaptively re-used mid-nineteenth century building displaying Classical
Revival, Ontario Cottage and Gothic Revival influences. Key architectural features include
the cut-stone and rubble-stone facades with cut-stone quoins; gable roof with plain boxed
cornice and returning eaves; outlines of the original arched church windows; shuttered
lunette; continuous stone course running above the stone foundation; off-centre door on the
north facade; steep centre gable with decorative bargeboard and an entrance below on the
east facade; flanking brick chimneys; and segmentally-shaped window openings, stone
voussoirs and stone lug sills.
The contextual value of the property lies in its contribution to defining the historic character of
Dundas Street and the Village of Waterdown. The Former New Connexion Methodist Church
is visually, functionally and historically linked to its surroundings, located on the prominent
southwest corner of Dundas and Flamboro Streets making it a local landmark.
Description of Heritage Attributes
Key attributes that embody the heritage value of the property include the:
e Four exterior facades of the two-storey stone building, including its:

» Rectangular footprint;
Front-gable roof with a plain boxed cornice and returning eaves;
Projecting central gable on east facade with decorative bargeboard;
Flanking single-stack brick chimneys;
Broken-course, cut-stone facade facing Dundas Street;
Broken-course, rubble-stone facades to the east, west and south;

Cut-stone quoining on all four corners;

Shuttered lunette with stone voussoirs under the north facade gable;

v VvV VY VvV VvV V V V

Segmentally-shaped window and door openings with stone voussoirs stone lug
sills;

» Central entrance on the east facade comprised of a transom and wooden double-
leaf door with flat-headed windows above decorative wooden panels;

» Off-centre entrance in the north facade in a segmentally-shaped opening with a flat-
headed transom and stone voussoirs;
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» Outlines of the original three bays of tall arched church windows on the east and
west facades;

» Rubble-stone foundation with continuous cut stone course running above;

» One-storey wood-frame south addition clad in board-and-batten with a stone
foundation; and

e Moderate setbacks from Flamboro Street and Dundas Street with a grassed lawns and
deciduous trees.
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299 Dundas Street East, Flamborough (Waterdown)

STATEMENT OF CULTURAL HERITAGE VALUE OR INTEREST AND
DESCRIPTION OF HERITAGE ATTRIBUTES

Description of Property

The 0.49-acre property at 299 Dundas Street East is comprised of a two-and-a-half
storey brick principal building and one-and-a-half storey detached accessory structure,
situated on the north side of Dundas Street East near the northwest corner of Dundas
Street and Main Street, and directly across from the northern entrance to Flamboro
Street in the Village of Waterdown, in the former Township of East Flamborough, within
the City of Hamilton.

Statement of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest

The property located at 299 Dundas Street East, known as the Crooker House, is
comprised of a former residence and detached coach house constructed circa 1886.
The cultural heritage value of the property lies in its association with the Crooker family,
who have made significant contributions to the development of the Village of
Waterdown. William Harris Crooker, for whom the home was originally built, was a
successful merchant and druggist and a founding member of the local chapter of the
Masonic Lodge. His son, Frederick William Crooker (1862-1927), purchased the
Crooker House from his parents in 1894 and lived there until his death in 1927.
Frederick was also a successful merchant who established the former Crooker Building
and played a significant role in the community as the teacher and superintendent of the
Wesleyan Methodist Sunday School, postmaster from 1906 to 1922, and Reeve from
1924 to 1927. During his term as Reeve, Frederick oversaw the installation of a
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waterworks system in Waterdown as a mitigation effort against the village’s long history
of fires.

The cultural heritage value of the property also lies in its design value as a
representative example of a residence influenced by the Italianate and Second Empire
styles of architecture and its physical value demonstrated by a high degree of
craftsmanship. Key architectural features include the: bellcast mansard roof; decorated
hooded dormers; moulded cornice with decorative brackets; dichromatic brickwork;
ornate brick and stone detailing; and patterned chimney with corbelled top.
The contextual value of the property lies in its contribution to the historic character of the
area. The Crooker House helps define the early residential character on the western
end of Dundas Street in the core of the Village of Waterdown and is considered to be a
local landmark. The property is visually and historically linked to its surroundings,
including the vista of the building looking north up Flamboro Street to Dundas Street.
Description of Heritage Attributes
Key attributes that embody the heritage value of the property include the:

e Four elevations of the two-and-a-half storey principal building including its:

o Rectangular footprint with frontispiece to the south and rear wing to the
north;

o Bellcast mansard roof with moulded cornice and decorative brackets;
o Decorated hooded dormers;

o Red brick facades laid in Stretcher bond with buff brick and carved stone
detailing;

o Two-storey bay windows on the south, east and west facades;

o Segmentally-shaped window openings with buff brick voussoirs and
decorated stone keystones and detailing, and plain lug stone sills;

o Central entrance on the ground-floor of the south facade with a double
door and segmentally-shaped transom;

o Buff brick banding separating the first and second stories; and,

o Single dichromatic brick chimney offset to the west side with decorative
banding and a corbelled top.

¢ One-and-a-half storey coach house including its:
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Rectangular footprint;
Red brick exterior;
Bellcast mansard roof with hooded dormers; and,

Segmentally-shaped window openings and stone sills.
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1 Main Street North, Flamborough (Waterdown)

Statement of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest and Description of Heritage Attributes
Description of Property

The 0.61-acre property at 1 Main Street North is comprised of a two-and-a-half storey single-
detached brick building located on the northwest corner of Main Street North and Dundas
Street East in the former Village of Waterdown and the former Township of East
Flamborough, within the City of Hamilton.

Statement of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest

The property located at 1 Main Street North, formerly known as the Kirk Hotel or Kirk House
and currently known as The Royal Coachman, is comprised of a two-and-a-half storey brick
commercial building constructed circa 1889. The historical value of the property lies in its role
as a significant gathering place in the Village of Waterdown, its association with the Great Fire
of 1922 and its long-standing connection to the Kirk family.

The subject property has been a significant gathering place in the Village of Waterdown for
over 130 years, originally as a hotel and tavern, and later a restaurant. Its location on early
stagecoach routes, and its use as a stop on John Prudham’s delivery service route, made it
an important part of village life at the turn of the nineteenth century. The early establishment
of stagecoach routes in the Waterdown area not only brought travellers but also news of
outside places that would not otherwise reach the village. The Kirk House’s central location
made it a notable gathering place for events, including the annual dinner hosted by John
Prudham (1850-1920) for his farming customers.

The Great Fire of 1922 destroyed a large section of Dundas Street surrounding the Kirk Hotel.
The Hamilton Fire Department used the Kirk Hotel as their headquarters while battling the
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fire, due to its proximity to both the fire and its water source (the former stream behind the
hotel). The hotel also served as a temporary hospital during the blaze to treat a firefighter
suffering from smoke inhalation.

The property also has direct and long-standing associations with the Kirk family, a well-known
and significant family in Waterdown. The Kirk family were hotel keepers who owned and
operated the Kirk House in Waterdown from 1888 to 1966. Patrick Kirk (1843-1894)
purchased the property on the corner of Dundas and Main Streets from William Heisse,
proprietor of the Right House Hotel, in 1888. With his wife Ellen (1837-1907), Patrick
established the Kirk House and operated it until his death in 1894, which was publicized in the
Hamilton Evening Times. The hotel was passed on and operated by subsequent family
members John Henry (1866-1944), John Leo (1897-1947), and Mary (1897-1985) until finally
being sold in 1966.

The cultural heritage value of the property also lies in its design value as a late-nineteenth
century commercial building influenced by the Queen Anne Revival and Italianate
architectural styles. The physical value of the property also lies in its high degree of
craftsmanship and artistic merit demonstrated by the wood detailing including the decorative
bargeboard, wood pilasters, panelling and trim on the projecting bay, and decorative wood
bracketing.

The contextual value of the property lies in its contribution to defining the historic character in
the Village of Waterdown. The property is physically, functionally, visually and historically
linked to its surroundings, located close to the street on the northwest corner of prominent
intersection of two historic roads, Main Street North and Dundas Street East. Historically, the
Kirk House was connected to multiple stagecoach routes established early in Waterdown’s
history, and the former hotel provided a place to eat and stay for travellers on their journey.
The growth of rail and the popularity of the automobile led to the decline in stagecoaches;
however, the Kirk House’s central location in the village has allowed it to continue to thrive as
a restaurant, operating as the Royal Coachman since 1995. The property is a village
landmark.

Description of Heritage Attributes

Key attributes that embody the heritage value of the property include the:

e Four exterior elevations of the two-and-a-half-storey brick building, including its:
» Rectangular footprint;
> Red brick facade laid in Stretcher bond;

» Truncated hip roof with chamfered southeast corner, projecting eaves and moulded
wood fascia, plain soffit, and decorative wood bracketing below the eaves;

» Hooded dormers with two-over-two hung wood windows centred on the south and
north sides;
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Segmentally-arched window openings with brick voussoirs and stone lug sills;
Remaining hung wood windows;
Projecting bay in the second storey of the east facade including:

Gable roof with projecting eaves and decorative wooden bargeboard,;
Half-round transom window;

Pair of segmentally-arched window openings;

Flanking door openings; and

Wood pilasters, panelling and trim

Hipped roof veranda on the east side below the projecting bay running the length of
the facade;

Southeast chamfered corner window configuration in the second storey including
three flat-headed window openings and trim;

Painted Kirk House signs that may remain intact under the hipped-roof verandah,;

Exterior elevations of the two-storey wood-frame, brick-clad rear (west) wing with
matching detailing, including low hip roof, wood bracketing under the projecting eaves and
segmentally-arched window openings with brick voussoirs and stone lug sills; and

Location on the northwest corner of Dundas and Main Streets.
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134 Main Street South, Flamborough (Waterdown)

Statement of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest and Description of Heritage
Attributes

Description of Property

The 0.71-acre property at 134 Main Street South is comprised of a one-and-a-half-
storey single-detached stone dwelling located on the west side of Main Street South,
south of the terminus of Flamboro Street, in the Village of Waterdown, in the former
Township of East Flamborough, within the City of Hamilton.

Statement of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest

The property located at 134 Main Street South, known as the former Wesleyan
Methodist Parsonage, is comprised of a one-and-a-half-storey stone building
constructed circa 1857. The historical value of the property lies in its association with
the Wesleyan Methodist Church. In 1854, Waterdown was chosen as the head of a
new Wesleyan Methodist Circuit requiring a home that was central to the minister’s
route giving him easy access to the villages charged to him. This property was
available and was situated on J.K. Griffin’s new road, making it an ideal candidate. As a
result, the Trustees of the Wesleyan Methodist Church purchased the property in 1857
and a one-and-a-half storey stone parsonage was built. The property is also associated
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with Ada Medlar (born 1868), who lived in the home from 1895 to 1924 and was a
founding member of the Waterdown Women'’s Institute in 1897.

The cultural heritage value of the property also lies in its design value as a
representative example of a vernacular Ontario Cottage influenced by the Gothic
Revival architectural style. The physical value of the property also lies in its high degree
of craftsmanship demonstrated by the ornate front porch with decorative wooden posts,
spindles and bracketing, and the decorative bargeboard in the front gable.
The contextual value of the property lies in its contribution to defining the historic
character of Main Street South and the Village of Waterdown. The former Wesleyan
Methodist Parsonage is physically, visually, functionally and historically linked to its
surroundings, located on the prominent southwest corner of Flamboro and Main Streets
and is considered a local landmark.
Description of Heritage Attributes
Key attributes that embody the heritage value of the property include the:
e Four exterior elevations of the one-and-a-half-storey stone building, including its:

» Rectangular footprint;

» Squared, rubble-stone facades with cut-stone quoins;

» Gable roof with plain boxed cornice and steep centre gable with decorative
bargeboard;

» Pointed arch wood window below the centre gable;

> Flat-headed six-over-six wooden sash windows with cut-stone voussoirs and
plain stone lug sills;

» Covered front porch with shaped posts, mansard roof, decorated brackets
and wood detailing; and

» Central front entrance with rectangular transom and sidelights;

e Moderate setback from Main Street South.
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8 Margaret Street, Flamborough (Waterdown)

Statement of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest and Description of Heritage Attributes
Description of Property

The 0.41-acre property located at 8 Margaret Street is comprised of a two-and-a-half storey
single-detached wood-frame dwelling located on the east side of Margaret Street in the area
known as Vinegar Hill in the Village of Waterdown, in the former Township of East
Flamborough, within the City of Hamilton.

Statement of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest

The property located at 8 Margaret Street, known as the Reid House, is comprised of a two-
and-a-half storey wood-frame dwelling believed to have been constructed in two distinct
phases, a one-and-a-half storey cross-gabled vernacular farm house constructed circa 1860;
and a substantial two-and-a-half storey, hipped roof, Queen Anne influenced front addition
constructed circa 1910.

The historical value of the property lies in its association with the Reid family and John
Vanderweide (1929-2010). John Reid (1854-1912) was a building contractor and carpenter
that built a sawmill on the east side of Grindstone Creek, which he operated until 1912. John
built a number of prominent homes in the village including the McGregor House (49 Main
Street North) and the addition to his childhood home at this property. John Reid’s son,
William (Will) Reid (1888-1956), was a photographer who created a visual record of life in
Waterdown in the early-twentieth century. Without Will’'s photographs, little would be known
about life in Waterdown during his lifetime. The Reid family owned the property from 1855,
when William Reid, John’s father, purchased it, until it was granted through Clara Reid’s will
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to John Vanderweide in 1966. John Vanderweide (1929-2010) was a trained printer who
established his own business called The Printing Korner following his first job at the
Waterdown Review. The associative value of the property also lies in its demonstration of the
work of well-known local builder John Reid.

The cultural heritage value of the property also lies in its design value as a unique example of
a dwelling believed to have been constructed in two phases, including a one-and-a-half storey
cross-gabled vernacular farm house constructed circa 1860; and a substantial two-and-a-half
storey, hipped roof, Queen Anne influenced front addition constructed circa 1910. The
physical value of the property also lies in its high degree of craftsmanship and artistic merit,
demonstrated by the ornate wood detailing in the front porch, projecting front bay and window
trim.

The contextual value of the property lies in its contribution to defining the historic character of
Vinegar Hill and the Village of Waterdown. The Reid House is physically, functionally, visually
and historically linked to its surroundings, located on the east side of Margaret Street across
from Waterdown Union Cemetery on the east side of Grindstone Creek with prominent views
of the home to and from the cemetery. The Reid House is a recognizable local landmark.
Description of Heritage Attributes

Key attributes that embody the heritage value of the property include the:

e Exterior elevations of the two-and-a-half-storey, wood-framed front (western) section with
a:

» Truncated hip roof with projecting eaves, a plain boxed cornice and decorative
brackets;

> Projecting two-and-a-half storey front bay with a pedimented gable, chamfered
sides, half-cove wood shingles in the gable and ornately decorated wood trim,
detailing and bracketing;

» Flat-headed window openings with decorated wood trim;

» Offset single-door front entrance covered by a mansard-roof with decorative
bracketing below;

» Horizontal siding;

¢ One-and-a-half-storey, wood-framed cross-gabled rear (eastern) section with flat-headed
window openings and horizontal siding; and

e Moderate setback from Margaret Street with a grassed front lawn and mature trees.
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Background

 Joint PED report — Tourism & Culture / Planning Divisions

« Follow-up to Waterdown Inventory report to PED21201
«  Third phase of Built Heritage Inventory Strategy
« 209 properties listed on Register in November 2021

«  Proactive identification of designation candidates

» Addresses Designation Work Plan priorities (2019 additions)
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CHA Process

The Cultural Heritage Assessment Reports were prepared as part of the Waterdown Village Built
Heritage Inventory in coordination with Cultural Heritage Planning staff.

Research Process: Evaluation Process:
» Site visit « Comparison of historic and modern
» Secondary sources (books) photographs to determine changes
* Flamborough Archives « Analysis of the history and integrity of the
 Special thanks all of their help with property to determine value
research  Applying the results to the City’s criteria
* Historic photographs and the criteria set out in Ontario
 Directories Regulation 9/06

 Land Registry Documents
o Tax Assessment Records

CHA Reports available online via www.hamilton.ca/heritageinventory

= - PLANNING AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
Hamllton TOURISM AND CULTURE



http://www.hamilton.ca/heritageinventory

Recommendations for Designation
Under Part |V of the OHA

« 7 properties of significant cultural heritage value or interest
« 289 Dundas Street East (Smith-Carson House)
» 292 Dundas Street East (Maple Lawn)
» 298 Dundas Street East (Former New Connexion Church)
« 299 Dundas Street East (Crooker House)
« 1 Main Street North (Royal Coachman / Former Kirk Hotel)
* 134 Main Street South (Former Wesleyan Methodist Parsonage)
« 8 Margaret Street (Reid House)

IM PLANNING AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

TOURISM AND CULTURE




Smith-Carson House

289 Dundas Street East
Appendix “A”

c. 1906, Flamborough Archives Image BW1879
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Maple Lawn

292 Dundas Street East
Appendix “B”
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Former New Connexion Church

298 Dundas Street East
Appendix “C”
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c. 1970s, Flamborough Arch/ves Image BWA467
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c. 1966, Flamborough Archives Image BW568
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Crooker House

299 Dundas Street East
Appendix “D”
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Royal Coachman / Former Kirk House

1 Main Street North
Appendix “E”

C. 1920 Flamborough Archives Image BW746 9
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Former Wesleyan Methodist Parsonage

134 Main Street South
Appendix “F”
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Reid House

8 Margaret Street
Appendix “G”

UL T T T T o

. m&"' bR

Undated, Flamborough Archives Image BW2229
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Other Designation Candidates Not Included in Report

« 340 Dundas Street East (Eager House)

« 341 Main Street North (Rymal / Buchan House)

« 201 Main Street South (J.K. Griffin House)

« 265 Mill Street South (Braebourne)

» Heritage Landscapes identified through Secondary Plan Study

Waterdown Union Cemetery
Sealey Park

Waterdown Memorial Park
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Former Waterdown Post Office / Village Fish & Chips
9 Main Street North

c. 1950s, Flamborough Archives Image BW2945
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Former Waterdown Post Office / Village Fish & Chips
9 Main Street North

Ontario Regulation 9/06 Criteria (2 of 9):

Design / Physical (none)
Historical / Associative (i)

Contextual (i)

Staff Recommendation

 Keep on Register and remove from designation work plan

Historical associations

Supports the historic Village character

* Interpretive plaquing

14
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Report Recommendations

 Notices of Intention to Designate be issued for the 7 properties

« 299 Dundas Street East be delayed for completion of approved Site Plan works

 Staff report back to Council with any objections in accordance with the OHA

9 Main Street North be removed from the designation work plan

15
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Thank-you!

Alissa Golden

Heritage Project Specialist
alissa.golden@hamilton.ca
905-546-2424, extension 4654

Visit the project webpage:
www.hamilton.ca/heritageinventory
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CITY OF HAMILTON

= PLANNING AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
11l Planning Division

Hamilton

TO: Chair and Members

Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee

COMMITTEE DATE:

February 25, 2022

SUBJECT/REPORT NO:

Heritage Easement Agreement Application HEA2022-001 for
159 Carlisle Road, Flamborough (Ward 15), Part IV
Designation, By-law No. 2000-105-H and Heritage Easement
Agreement WE996943 (PED22048)

WARD(S) AFFECTED:

Ward 15

PREPARED BY:

Chloe Richer (905) 546-2424 Ext. 7163

SUBMITTED BY:

SIGNATURE:

Steve Robichaud
Director, Planning and Chief Planner
Planning and Economic Development Department

RECOMMENDATION

That Heritage Easement Agreement Application HEA2022-001, for the installation of a
replacement metal roof consisting of metal shingles (Decra Shingle XD), for the lands
located at 159 Carlisle Road, be approved, subject to the following conditions:

()  That any minor changes to the plans and elevations following approval shall be
submitted, to the satisfaction and approval of the Director of Planning and Chief
Planner, prior to submission as part of any application for a Building Permit and /
or the commencement of any alterations;

(i) Installation of the alterations, in accordance with this approval, shall be completed
no later than January 31, 2024. If the alterations are not completed by January 31,
2024, then this approval expires as of that date and no alterations shall be
undertaken without a new approval issued by the City of Hamilton;

(i) That appropriate notice of the Council decision be served on the owner of 159
Carlisle Road, Flamborough, as required under Section 3.2.1 of the Heritage

Easement Agreement.

OUR Vision: To be the best place to raise a child and age successfully.
OUR Mission: To provide high quality cost conscious public services that contribute to a healthy, safe and prosperous

community, in a sustainable manner.

OUR Culture: Collective Ownership, Steadfast Integrity, Courageous Change, Sensational Service, Engaged

Empowered Employees.




SUBJECT: Heritage Easement Agreement Application HEA2022-001 for 159
Carlisle Road, Flamborough (Ward 15), Part IV Designation, By-law
No. 2000-105-H and Heritage Easement Agreement WE996943
(PED22048) - Page 2 of 7

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The subject property at 159 Carlisle Road (see Appendix “A” attached to Report
PED22048) is designated under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act by By-law No. 2000-
105-H, attached as Appendix “B” to Report PED22048. In addition, a Heritage
Easement Agreement (Instrument Number WE996943) is registered against the
property, attached as Appendix “C” to Report PED22048.

This Heritage Easement Agreement Application (HEA2022-001) was received on
December 23, 2021, and the Notice of Complete Application was issued on January 12,
2022. The Application proposes to install a replacement metal roof consisting of metal
shingles (Decra Shingle XD). A Roofing Inspection Report with a photograph of the
existing roof provided by the Applicant can be found attached as Appendix “D” to Report
PED22048.

The Heritage Easement Agreement requires that the City provide written approval on

the Heritage Easement Agreement Application. A Heritage Permit is not required as the

roof is not listed as a heritage attribute in By-law No. 2000-105-H.

The Heritage Permit Review Subcommittee of the Hamilton Municipal Heritage

Committee (HMHC) reviewed the subject Application on January 18, 2022, and

recommended approval.

Staff are of the opinion that the proposed scope of work is required to prevent further

water damage to the vernacular George Style dwelling, built in 1847. As such, staff

recommend approval of the Heritage Easement Agreement Application.

Alternatives for Consideration — See Page 6

FINANCIAL — STAFFING — LEGAL IMPLICATIONS

Financial: N/A

Staffing: N/A

Legal: This Heritage Easement Agreement application has been processed and
considered within the context of the applicable Heritage Easement

Agreement registered against the property.

Section 3.2.1 of the Heritage Easement Agreement states that:

OUR Vision: To be the best place to raise a child and age successfully.
OUR Mission: To provide high quality cost conscious public services that contribute to a healthy, safe and prosperous
community, in a sustainable manner.
OUR Culture: Collective Ownership, Steadfast Integrity, Courageous Change, Sensational Service, Engaged
Empowered Employees.



SUBJECT: Heritage Easement Agreement Application HEA2022-001 for 159
Carlisle Road, Flamborough (Ward 15), Part IV Designation, By-law
No. 2000-105-H and Heritage Easement Agreement WE996943
(PED22048) - Page 3 of 7

“The Owner shall not, without the prior written approval of the City, undertake
or permit any work such as the demolition, removal, construction,
reconstruction, renovation, restoration, alteration, remodelling or
maintenance of the Property, or any other thing or act which would materially
affect the condition, appearance or construction of the Heritage Attributes
(the “Work” under section 3.2).

Where the Property is subject to a notice of intention to designate under Part
IV of the Ontario Heritage Act or is designated under Part IV or Part V of the
Ontario Heritage Act, then a permit issued under section 33 of that Act is
deemed to be written approval under this section.”

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

The subject lands at 159 Carlisle Road contain a two-storey stone house built by
George Abrey in 1847. The existing steel sheet metal roof proposed for replacement is
not listed as a Heritage Attribute in By-law No. 2000-105-H and as such, a Heritage
Permit Application is not required. However, the 2014 Heritage Easement Agreement
does list the metal roofing as a Heritage Attribute, thus approval under the Heritage
Easement Agreement is required.

The current Heritage Easement Agreement Application (HEA2022-001), was received
on December 23, 2021. A Notice of Complete Application was issued on January 12,
2022.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS AND LEGISLATED REQUIREMENTS
Rural Hamilton Official Plan

Volume 1, Section 3.4 — General Cultural Heritage Policies of the Rural Hamilton Official
Plan (RHOP) states that the City shall:

“B.3.4.2.1(a) Protect and conserve the tangible cultural heritage resources of the City,
including archaeological resources, built heritage resources, and cultural
heritage landscapes for present and future generations.

(e) Encourage the ongoing care of individual cultural heritage resources and
the properties on which they are situated together with associated features
and structures by property owners, and provide guidance on sound
conservation practices.

OUR Vision: To be the best place to raise a child and age successfully.
OUR Mission: To provide high quality cost conscious public services that contribute to a healthy, safe and prosperous
community, in a sustainable manner.
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B.3.4.2.1 (i) Use all relevant provincial legislation, particularly the provisions of the
Ontario Heritage Act, the Planning Act R.S.0., 1990 c. P.13, the
Environmental Assessment Act, the Municipal Act, the Niagara Escarpment
Planning and Development Act, the Cemeteries Act, the Greenbelt Act, the
Places to Grow Act and all related plans and strategies in order to
appropriately manage, conserve and protect Hamilton’s cultural heritage
resources.”

These policies from the Rural Hamilton Official Plan demonstrate Council’'s commitment
to the identification, protection, and conservation of cultural heritage resources, and the
recommendations of this Report meet the intent of these policies.

RELEVANT CONSULTATION
Heritage Permit Review Subcommittee

Pursuant to Sub-Sections 28 (1) of the Ontario Heritage Act and the Council approved
Heritage Permit Process (PED05096), the HMHC advises and assists Council on
matters relating to Part IV and V of the Ontario Heritage Act.

The Heritage Permit Review Subcommittee of the HMHC reviewed the subject
application at a meeting held on January 18, 2022. After a presentation and question
and answer period with the Applicant, the Subcommittee passed a motion to
recommend approval of the Application as submitted, subject to the following
conditions:

(@) That any minor changes to the plans and elevations following approval shall be
submitted, to the satisfaction and approval of the Director of Planning and Chief
Planner, prior to submission as part of any Application for a Building Permit and /
or the commencement of any alterations; and,

(b) Installation of the alterations, in accordance with this approval, shall be completed
no later than January 31, 2024. If the alterations are not completed by January 31,
2024, then this approval expires as of that date and no alterations shall be
undertaken without a new approval issued by the City of Hamilton.
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ANALYSIS AND RATIONALE FOR RECOMMENDATION

Heritage Easement Agreement application (HEA2022-001) proposes the following
alterations:

° Installation of a replacement metal roof consisting of metal shingles (Decra Shingle
XD).

Staff deemed the Application comprehensive and complete on January 12, 2022.

Key factors that are considered in the evaluation of any change affecting a heritage
resource are consideration of:

o Displacement effects: those adverse actions that result in the damage, loss, or
removal of valued heritage features; and,

o Disruption effects: those actions that result in detrimental changes to the setting
or character of the heritage feature.

In the consideration of any Heritage Easement Agreement application, staff must
assess the impact of the displacement and disruption effects on the heritage resource,
particularly in relation to the heritage attributes mentioned in the registered Heritage
Easement Agreement.

The registered Heritage Easement Agreement lists the heritage attributes of the
property, including:

e 1. “The materials, design and construction of the house, including: ...
e the low hip roof, eaves, metal roofing and four stone chimneys;”

There will be minimal “displacement effects” to the subject property as a result of this
work. Though identified as a heritage attribute, the existing sheet metal roofing is not
original to the building and will be replaced with a metal roofing option. The owner has
proposed Decra Shingle XD, a steel option with an aluminium-zinc hot dip coating, an
acrylic basecoat, priming system and over-glaze and ceramic coated stone granules.
The existing metal roof has reached the end of its lifespan and deterioration includes
rusting of the surface, lifting at the seams and leaking into the attic.

Minimal “disruption effects” are expected to the heritage context of the property. The
existing metal roof is estimated to have been installed in the late nineteenth or early
twentieth century. Its appearance has had minor changes in recent years through
painting of the roof following previous attempts at repairs. While the new roof will not
fully replicate the appearance of the existing metal roof, which is early and rare for a
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residential building, staff are satisfied with the replacement metal option proposed by
the owner.

Staff support the recommendation of the Heritage Permit Review Subcommittee to
conditionally approve the Heritage Easement Agreement Application. Staff further
recommend that the Applicant must complete the alterations within two years after the
Heritage Easement Agreement approval is issued, which is expected to be January of
2024 (Recommendation (b) of Report PED22048). An extension to the deadlines noted
above can be approved by the Director of Planning and Chief Planner.

Conclusions:

Staff are of the opinion that Heritage Easement Agreement Application (HEA2022-001)
can be supported as the proposed alterations would have minimal displacement and
disruption effects on the identified heritage attributes. As such, staff recommend that
the Heritage Easement Agreement Application be conditionally approved.
ALTERNATIVES FOR CONSIDERATION

(1) Refuse the Heritage Easement Agreement Application.

HMHC may advise Council to refuse this Application. This is not being recommended.

(2) Approve the Heritage Easement Agreement Application with Additional or
Amended Conditions.

HMHC may advise Council to approve this Application with additional or amended
conditions of approval. This is not being recommended.

(3) Approve the Heritage Easement Agreement Application with No Conditions.

HMHC may advise Council to approve this Application with no conditions. This
alternative is not recommended.

ALIGNMENT TO THE 2016 — 2025 STRATEGIC PLAN
Built Environment and Infrastructure

Hamilton is supported by state of the art infrastructure, transportation options, buildings
and public spaces that create a dynamic City.

OUR Vision: To be the best place to raise a child and age successfully.
OUR Mission: To provide high quality cost conscious public services that contribute to a healthy, safe and prosperous
community, in a sustainable manner.
OUR Culture: Collective Ownership, Steadfast Integrity, Courageous Change, Sensational Service, Engaged
Empowered Employees.



SUBJECT: Heritage Easement Agreement Application HEA2022-001 for 159
Carlisle Road, Flamborough (Ward 15), Part IV Designation, By-law
No. 2000-105-H and Heritage Easement Agreement WE996943
(PED22048) - Page 7 of 7

Culture and Diversity
Hamilton is a thriving, vibrant place for arts, culture, and heritage where diversity and
inclusivity are embraced and celebrated.

APPENDICES AND SCHEDULES ATTACHED
Appendix “A” - Location Map

Appendix “B” - By-law No. 2000-105-H

Appendix “C” - Artisan Metal Roofing Inspection Report

CR:sd
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THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF FLAMBOROUGH

BY-LAW NO. 2000 -1¢5-H

Being a By-Law to designate the Abrey-Zimmerman House
located on Part of Lot 10, Concession 9, formerly in the
Township of East Flamborough, now in the Town of
Flamborough, under the Ontario Heritage Act.

WHEREAS, Section 28 of The Ontario Heritage Act, RSO 1990,
authorizes the Council of a Municipality to enact by-laws to designate real
property, including all buildings and structures thereon, to be of
architectural or historical value or interest, and:

WHEREAS the Council of the Corporation of the Town of Flamborough
has caused to be served on the owners of the lands and premises known
as the Abrey-Zimmerman House, Part of Lot 10, Concession 9, formerly in
the Township of East Flamborough, now in the Town of Flamborough and
upon the Ontario Heritage Foundation, notice of intention to so designate.
the aforesaid building and property and has caused such notice of
intention to be published in the same newspaper having general
circulation in the municipality, once for each of three consecutive weeks,
and;

WHEREAS the reasons for designation are set out in Schedule “A”
attached hereto, and;

WHEREAS no notice of objection to the proposed designation has been
served on the Clerk of the Municipality;

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

1. The Abrey-Zimmerman House more particularly described in
Schedule “A” attached hereto, is designated as being of
architectural and historical significance.

2. The Municipal Clerk is hereby authorized to cause a copy of
this by-law to be registered against the property described in
Schedule “B” attached hereto in the proper land registry
office.

3. The Clerk is hereby authorized to cause a copy of this by-
law to be served on the owner of the aforesaid property and
on the Ontario Heritage Foundation, and to cause notice of
the passing of this by-law to be published in the same
newspaper having general circulation in the Municipality
once for each of three consecutive weeks.

READ AND PASSED IN COUNCIL THIS 23 DAY OF __October  5ppp,

\ ) CLERK MAYOR
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Schedule “A”
By-Law No. 2000-105 - H
REASONS FOR DESIGNATION: The Abrey-Zimmerman House

159 Carlisle Road
Carlisle, Ontario.

The Abrey-Zimmerman House is recommended for Heritage Designation for both
its historical and architectural importance.

Historical Significance

The house was constructed in 1847 by George Abrey, who had arrived in
Canada from England in the 1830's. While Lot 10, Concession 9, originally 200
acres in extent, had originally been surveyed in 1797, there was no permanent
settlement in the Carlisle area until 1828, with the arrival of the John Eaton
family. George Abrey purchased the subject property in 1838 and became the
first settler on the property. In the next 25 years, he continued to buy and sell
property in the Carlisle area, as well as in neighbouring Nassagaweya Township
in Halton County. By 1853, two years after Carlisle received its name and was
awarded a post office, George Abrey became Postmaster. During the next
decade, he advertised and sold lots to the English and Irish settlers who were
moving into the area, as well as becoming involved in land speculation in Halton
County and in the USA.

When the Abrey family moved to Halton County in 1864, the house and property
were sold to Adam L. Agro, and thereafter to Nicholas Zimmerman in 1886. The
Zimmerman family retained the property until 1912. At that time, the property
was divided, and the sections were owned by the Bayfield and Skidmore families,
until the Skidmores were able to return it to its original size, in 1928.

When the property was sold to Samuel Radcliffe Weaver in 1937, it had been in
mixed farming for many years. During the ownership of the Weaver family, the
property gradually changed to a summer camping ground and finally to a trailer
park. In the late 1990's, the property was finally assumed by the Town of
Flamborough and is under development as a community park.

Architectural Significance

The massive, simple and rather stark two storey rubble stone house, in
the vernacular Georgian Style, was built in 1847. It is an excellent
example of early domestic architecture in Flamborough and predates the
fine examples of stone houses and buildings in Waterdown.

The house is reputed to be built on solid rock, with the excavated
limestone from the cellar being used as the building material in the
construction of the exterior house walls. The house presents a
symmetrical facade of three bays, the central entrance being emphasized
with a transom and sidelights. The original double-hung windows of six-

panes-over-six-panes are symmetrically placed. All the windows contain
original bubbled glass panes. '

The shutters appear to be late 20" century additions. Massive quoins

highlight the corners, and above and below the windows are stone sills
and voussoirs.

Designated Features

The exterior features to be designated at 159 Carlisle Road are the
exterior walls, the entrance with its transom and sidelights and the double- -
hung windows, with original bubbled glass panes. The stone quoins, and

the stone window sills and voussoirs are also part of the designated
features.
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Schedule B
LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Part Lot 10, Concession 9, Town of Flamborough, Regiona
Municipality of Hamilton-Wentworth and being composed of the north
east half of the south half and the southwest half of the south half of
Lot 10 in the Ninth Concession of the said Town of Flamborough, the
said two parcels containing by admeasurement one hundred acres
more or less, known municipally as 159 -165 Carlisle Road, Town of

Flamborough, former Township of East Flamborough, as in 253842
A.B.




Appendix "B" tO ReportnREDnzz(Q%—Form No. 985

7 3 Province Amended NQV. 1992
v Page 4 of 4
f&h o Jocument General g
o Form 4 — Land Registration Reform Act D
l \/(1) Registry ] Land Titles [ ] |(2) Page 1 of pages >
({-\‘ > (3) Property Block Property .
5 —o § e::} Identifier(s) PIN 17523-0021 (LT) éceicehnonalt]}
tg_gg Q @g Schedule
\D 3'@ - ggﬁ (4) Nature of Document w
0w N oS
3 T3 2 g % By-Law
S S_@ = é%‘ (5) Consideration
2 S8 o 29 Not Applicable
8 = g g ::‘w EI Dollars $ /
@ § EE O ;%g (6) Description \
w =55 . = .
2 858 P = Part Lot 10, Con. 9, East Flamborough, as in AB253842,
5 £ & g Except Parts 1 & 2, 62R-9076, CD286983 S/T HL21431; S/T
5 = S AB180781, AB184349, VM12792, VM203432, VM203433,
I VM203434, VM203435, VM204352, VM209200 Flamborough
New Property |dentifiers ) i
Addiiona: Being all of PIN 17523-0221 (LT)
Schedule D
Executions j
» (7) This (a) Redescription : (b) Schedule for:
éggmonal: Document New Easement E Additional
Schedule Contains: Plan/Sketch ™ 1 Description[] Parties [ ] Other[ ]
(8) This Document provides as follows:

<

See attached Schedule for By-Law No. 2000-105-H

The Corporation of the Town of Flamborough hereby applies for Notice of By-Law to be registered
on the above parcel.

\\ Continued on Schedule D/
CB) This Document relates to instrument number(s) >
el
/(1 0) Party(ies) (Set out Status or Interest) 7 N
NamTeﬁ)E CORPORATION OF THE Signature(s) / 7 $te of Si%ﬂnétuée
............ TOWN OF FLAMBOROUGH ... ... o p ¢ 2000 12 &5

(11) Address
& for Service 163 Dundas Street East, P.O. Box 50. Flamborough Ontario LOR 2HOQ <
(12) Party(ies) (Set out Status or Interest)

Name(s)

159 Carlisle Road
Carlisle, Ontario

(15) Document Prepared by:

Lee A. Pinelli

Barristers & Solicitors
1403-1 King St. West
Hamilton, Ontario L8P 1A4

Signature(s) Date of Signature
Y M ]
(13) Address
for Service J
ﬁm) Municipal Address of Property !

Fees and Tax

Registration Fee

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

Total




Appendix "C" to Report PED22048

Page 1 of 13
LRO# 62 Notice Receipted as WE996943 on 20141020 a{ 16:40
The applicant(s) hereby applies to the Land Registrar. yyyymmdd Page 10f13
Properties
PIN 17523 - 0221 LT Affects Part of Prop
Description ~ PART OF LOT 10, CONCESSION 9, GEOGRAPHIC TOWNSHIP OF EAST
FLAMBOROUGH, DESIGNATED AS PART 2 ON PLAN 62R-19828; TOWN OF
FLAMBOROUGH, NOW CITY OF HAMILTON
Address FLAMBOROUGH
Consideration
Consideration $0.00
Applicant(s)
The notice is based on or affects a valid and existing estate, right, interest or equity in land
Name CITY OF HAMILTON
Address for Service - 71 Main St. W., Hamilton, Ontario L8P 4Y5
This document is not authorized under Power of Attorney by this party.
This document is being authorized by a municipal corporation R. Bratina, Mayor and R. Cateri’ni, City Clerk.
Party To(s) Capacity Share
Name WATSON, ANDY
Address for Service 24 Martin Street, Milton, Ontario L9T 2P9
This document is not authorized under Power of Attorney by this parfy.
Name WATSON, LARRY
Address for Service ¢/o 24 Martin St., Milton, Ontario L9T 2P9
This document is not authorized under Power of Attorney by this party.
Statements
This notice is pursuant to Section 71 ‘of the Land Titles Act.
This notice is for an indeterminate period
Schedule: See Schedules
This document relates to registration no.(s)WE996902
Signed By
Dennis Yale Perfin 21 King Street West, 12th Floor acting for Signed 2014 10 20
Hamilton : Applicant(s)
L8P 4W7
Tel 905-546-4520
Fax 905-546-4370
I have the authority to sign and register the document on behalf of the Applicani(s).
Submitted By
CITY OF HAMILTON 21 King Street West, 12th Floor 2014 10 20
Hamilton
L8P 4W7
Tel 905-546-4520

Fax 905-546-4370
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LRO # 62 Notice Receipted as WE996943 on 2014 1020 at 16:40

The applicant(s) hereby applies to the Land Registrar. yyyymmdd Page20of13

Fees/Taxes/Payment
Statutory Registration Fee $60.00
Total Paid : $60.00

File Number

Applicant Client File Number : 14-0850
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Heritage Conservation Easement Agreement

THIS EASEMENT AGREEMENT commencing the \Tﬁ\aay of October, 2014.
BETWEEN: ' '
ANDY WATSON and LARRY WATSON
(the "Owner™)
-and -
CITY OF HAMILTON

(the "City")

WHEREAS. the Owner is the registered owner of certain lands and premises situated in the City of Hamilton,
Ontario, being composed of:

159 Carlisle Road, Hamilton (Flamborough) and more particularly described in Appendix "A" attached to and
forming part of this easement agreement (the “Property™);

AND WHEREAS one of the purposes of the Ontario Heritage Act, R.8.0. 1990, c. 0.18 as amended or re-enacted
from time to time (the *Ontario Heritage Act"), is to support, encourage and facilitate the conservation, protection
and preservation of the heritage of Ontario;

AND WHEREAS under section 37(1) of the Ontario Heritage Act, the City is entitled fo enter into an easement
agreement for the conservation, protection and preservation of the heritage of Ontario;

AND WHEREAS under section 37(3) of the Ontario Heritage Act, such an easement agreement, when registered
in the proper land regisiry office against the Property, runs with the Property and may, whether positive or negative
in nature, be enforced by the City or by its assignee against the Owner or any subsequent owner of the Property,
even where the City owns no other land which would be accommodated or benefitted by such easement
agreement;

AND WHEREAS under section 37(5) of the Ontario Heritage Act, where there is a conflict between such an
easement agreement and sections 33 or 34 of the Ontario Heritage Act, the easement agreement prevails;

AND WHEREAS the Owner and the City desire to conserve the present archaeological, historical, architectural,
aesthetic and scenic character and condition of the Property as set out in the description of “Heritage Aftributes”
attached as Appendix “B” and as may be depicted in the photographs attached as Appendix “C”, both Appendices
forming part of this easement agreement (the “Heritage Atfributes”™);

AND WHEREAS to this end, the Owner and the City desire to enter into this easement. agreement (the
"Agreement”);

NOW THEREFORE in consideration of the sum of TWO DOLLARS of lawful money of Canada now paid by the
City to the Owner, (the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged), and for other valuable consideration, and in
further consideration of the granting of the easements herein and in further consideration of the mutual covenants
and restrictions hereinafter set forth, the Owner agrees with the City to abide by the following covenants,
easements and restrictions which shall run with the Property forever.

1.0 Conservation Covenant

The Owner agrees to conserve the present archaeaclogical, historical, architectural, aesthetic and scenic
character and condition of the Property as set out in the description of “Heritage Atiributes™ attached as
Appendix “B” and as may be depicted in the photographs aftached as Appendix “C®, both Appendices
forming part of this easement agreement.

2.0 Conservation Principles, Practices, Policies, Plans,

Both the City and the Owner in carrying out their respective obligations under this Agreement shall, where
applicable, be guided by:

(&) current conservation principles, practices or similar documents issued from time to time by Parks Canada, -
the Ontario Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport, and the International Council on Monuments and Sites
including its Canadian National Committee or any successoar to these entities; and
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(b): current policies, plans or similar documents related to the conservation of cuitural heritage resoungeas%gugi of 1 3
by the City.

3.0 Obligations Of Owner
3.1 Maintenance

The Owner shall at all times and, subject to compliance with the requirements of section 3.2 maintain the
Property in as good and sound a state of repair as a prudent owner would nommally do, so that no deterioration
in the present condition and appearance of the Heritage Atfributes shall take place except for reasonable wear
and tear. The Owners obligation to maintain the Property shall require that the Owner undertake such
preventative work whenever necessary to preserve the property in substantially the same physical condition and
state of repair as recorded in Appendices “B” and “C” and to take all reasonable measures to secure and protect
the Property from vandalism, fire and inclement weather.

3.2 Alterations
3.21 - Approval of the City

The Owner shall not, without the prior written approval of the City ,undertake or permit any work
such as the demolition, removal, construction, reconstruction, renovation, restoration, alteration,
remodelling or maintenance of the Property, or any other thing or act which would materially affect
the condition, appearance or construction of the Heritage Attributes (the “Work™ under section 3.2).

Where the Property is subject to a notice of intention to designate under Part IV of the Ontario
Heritage Act or Is designated under Part IV or Part V of the Ontaric Heritage Act, then a permit
issued under section 33 of that Act is deemed to be written approval under this section.

3.2.2 Conditions on Approval

Where the written approval of the City has been given or deemed to be given, the Owner shall comply with
any conditions imposed by the written approval, including the condition that:

(a) A Conservation Plan with such drawings and other specifications as required shall be prepared by
the Owner to the satisfaction of the City before commencing the Work. Such Conservation Plan
shall be attached to and form part of this Agreement as an Appendix. .

() Amended Appendices “B” and “C”, showing the changes made to the Heritage Attributes, be
prepared by the Owner to the satisfaction of the City within 80 days of the substantial completion of
the Work. Such amended Appendices “B” and “C” shall be attached fo and for part of this
Agreement in place of the existing Appendices “B” and “C.

The Agreement, as amended in accordance with condition (a) or (b) or both above, shall be registered on
title in place of this Agreement at the Owner’s expense.

3.2.3 No Approval Required

The Owner may, without the prior written approval of the City, undertake or permit the maintenance, repair or
refinishing of the Property where damage has resulted from casualty, loss, deterioration or wear and tear,
provided that such maintenance, repair or refinishing is not performed in a manner which could materially
affect the condition, appearance or construction of the Heritage Attributes.

3.3 Emergency Situation

Despite section 3.2.1, the Owner may undertake temporary measures in respect of the Property as are
reasonably necessary to deal with an emergency situation which puts the Property at risk of damage or any
occupants at risk of harm if:

(a) such measures are in keeping with conserving the Heritage Atiributes;

(b) the Building Code Act, 1892, S.0. 1992, ¢. 23 and its regulations as amended or re-enacted from time fo
time are complied with; and

(c) where fime permits, the City is consulted before any such measures are undertaken.

In any case, the Owner shall give notice to the City immediately when an emergency situation occurs and when
it undertakes temporary measures in respect of the Property in an emergency situation.

3.4 Regulated Activities

The Owner shall not, except with the prior written approval of the City, undertake any of one or more of the
following if it may affect the Heritage Attributes:

(&) grantany easement or right of way over the Property;
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(bj sever or subdivide the Property; .
(c) allow the dumping of soil, waste or any unsightly, hazardous or offensive maten'als on the Property;

(d) except for the maintenance of existing improvements, allow any changes in the general appearance or
topography of the Property or allow any activities, actions or uses on the Property defrimental or adverse to
water conservation, erosion conirol or soil conservation, including and without limitation, the construction of
drainage ditches, transmission towers and lines, and other similar undertakings as well as the excavation,
dredging or removal of loam, gravel, soil, rock, sand or other materials;

(e) allow the removal, destruction or éuﬁing of trees, shrubs or other vegetation on the Property except as may
be necessary for the prevention or treatment of disease, or other good husbandry practices;

(f} allow the planting of trees, shrubs or other vegetation which would have the effect of reducing the
aesthetics of the Property, or causing any damage to the Heritage Attributes;

(g) allow the placing on or affixing to the Property any signs, permanent storm screens, awnings, satellite
receiving dishes or other similar devices; or

(h) allow any activities, actions or uses on the Proper‘ty detfrimental or adverse to potential or known
archaeological resources.

4.0  Significant Damage or Destruction
4.1 Demolition

in the event of significant damage to or destruction of the Property, the Owner shall glve notice to the City of
such damage or destruction immediately.

If, in the opinion of the Owner, any work such as replacement, rebuilding, restoration or repair of damaged or
destroyed buildings or structures (the “Work™ under section 4) is impractical because of the financial costs or the
particular nature of the buildings or structures, the Owner shall, in writing within 40 days of giving the City written
notice of such damage or destruction, request the City’s written approval to demolish buildings or structures. {f
the City approves or is deemed fo approve such demolition, the Owner shall be entitled to retain any insurance
proceeds payable to it as a result of the damage to or destruction of the buildings or structures and to demolish
buildings or structures.

4.2 Reconstruction by Owner
421 Owner's Plans, Designs and Specifications

If the Owner does not request or the City does not give approval to demolition, the Owner shall undertake the
Work to the limit of any proceeds payable under any insurance fo effect a partial or complete restoration of
the building or structures. -

Before commencing the Work, the Owner shall submit all plans, designs and specifications for the Work for
the City’s written approval within 135 days of the damage or destruction occurring.

The Owner shall not aliow the Work to be commenced before receiving the written approval of the City for
the plans, designs and specifications. The Owner shall commence the Work within 30 days of receiving the
written approval of the City in accordance with the approved plans, designs and specifications and shall
complete the Work within nine months of commencement, or as soon as possible thereafter if factors beyond
the Owner’s control or the scope of the Work prevent completion within nine months.

422 City’s Plans, Designs and Specifications

If the Owner does not undertake the Work in accordance with section 4.2.1, then the City may have plans,
drawings and specifications for the Work prepared and delivered to the Owner. The Owner shall have 30
days from the delivery of such plans, drawings and specifications to give written notice to the City that the
Owner intends to undertake the Work in accordance with those plans, drawings and specifications.

The Owner shall commence the Work within 30 days of giving such notice to the City in accordance with the
City's approved plans, designs and specifications and shall complete the Work within nine months of
commencement, or as soon as possible thereafter if factors beyond the Owner’s control or the scope of the
Work prevent completion within nine months.

4.3 Reconstruction by the City

If the Owner does not give notice or does not commence and complete the Work in accordance with section
422, the City may, but is not obligated to, undertake the Work, including engaging any professionals or
consuliants reasonably required, up to the amount of any insurance proceeds payabie to the Owner. The Owner
shall reimburse the City for all expenses incurred by the City in undertaking the Work up to the amount of any
insurance proceeds payable to the Owner.

The Owner grants to the City the right and licence to enter and occupy the Property or such part or parts thereof
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that the City, acting reasonably, considers necessary or convenient for the City and its forces to undertg«a and
camplete the Work from the time the Work is commenced until it has been completed.

If the City does not does not deliver plans, drawings and specifications or the City does not undertake the Work
within 80 days of the Owner not requesting or the City not approving demolition, except where this is prevented
by any act or omission of the Owner or any tenant or agent of the Owner or by any other factors beyond its
control, the City’s right to undertake the Work shall expire and the Owner shall be entitled to retain any.
_insurance proceeds payable to it as a result of the damage to or destruction of the buildings or structures and to
demolish buildings or structures.

5.0 Right to Use Property Reserved by Owner

The Owner expressly reserves for itself the right to use the Property and carry out such activities as are not
prohibited by or inconsistent with this Agreement and which do not materially, adversely affect, directly or indirectly,
the Heritage Attributes.

6.0 Approvals
6.1 Information to be Provided by the Owner

In requesting any approval under this Agreement, the Owner shall at its expense provide to the City such
information in such detaill as the City may reasonably require in order to consider the Owner's request (the
“Information”) including without limitation the following:

(a) plans, drawings and specifications describing the proposed work;

(b} materials, speciﬁcaﬁons»and samples;

(c) awork schedule;

(d) the report of a qualified conservation engineer, architect, landscape architect, archaeologist, conservator or
other professional or consuitant; or

(&) such other reports, studies or tests as may in the circumstances be reasonably required for the City to
appropriately assess the request.

6.2 Matters to be Considered by the City

The City may refuse approval based on choice of materials, finishing, style, appearance, or any other ground or
grounds, and the City's decision shall be final. The City shall not unreasonably withhold approval, uniess
otherwise specifically provided in this Agreement.

In giving approval, the City may specify such conditions of approval as the City considers necessary or
appropriate in the circumstances to ensure the conservation of the Heritage Atiributes.

6.3 Deemed Approval -

Any approval required to be obtained from the City under this Agreement shall be deemed, unless otherwise
specified under this Agreement, to have been given upon the failure of the City to respond in writing to a written
request for such approval within 90 days of receiving such request and all of the Information required by the

City.
6.4 Conditions of Approval

If approval of the City is given or deemed to have been given under this Agreement, the Owner, in undertaking
any work or other thing or act so approved, shall comply with all of the conditions of approval specified by the
City. .

6.5 Where Owner is in Default

If the Owner is in default of any of its obligations under this Agreement and the City has given notice to the
Owner of such default in accordance with this Agreement, then the City may refuse to consider any request for
approval submitted by the Owner whether the request is made before or after such notice of default has been
given and section 8.3 with respect to deemed approval shall not apply for so long as the Owner is in default.

6.6 Effect of Approval

Any approval given or deemed fo have been given under this Agreement shall apply only in respect of this
Agreement and does not relieve the Owner from obtaining any approvals, permits, consents or other permission
from federal, provincial or municipal governments or any other authority as may be required by any statute,
regulation, by-law, guideline or policy or by any other agreement.
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7.0 Indemnity and Insurance
7.1 Indemnity

The Owner shall hold the City and its employees, officers, agenfs, contractors and representatives harmless
against and from any and all fiabilifies, suits, actions, proceedings, claims, causes, damages, judgments or
costs whatsoever (including all costs of defending such claims) arising out of, incidental to, or in connection with
any injury or damage to persons or property of every nature and kind (including death resuiting therefrom),
occasioned by any act or omission of the Owner related to this Agreement, save and except for any such
liabilities and claims for or in respect of any negligent act, deed, matter or thing made or done by the City and its
employees, officers, agents, confractors and representatives under sections 4.3, 8.0 and 10.2. ‘

7.2 Insurance

At all times during the currency of this Agreement, the Owner shall obtain and maintain at its own expense,
including the cost of any applicable deductible, the following policies of insurance:

“Property All Risks” insurance against damage o or destruction of any buildings and improvements
situate on the Property, including footings, foundations, and all parts thereof above and below grade, in
an amount which is equal to the full replacement cost thereof;

Broad Form Boiler and Machinery insurance, including pressure vessels, heating, and air conditioning
equipment and other like equipment against loss or damage by explosion, rupture of steam pipes and
other usual risks covered by such insurance, in an amount which is equal to the full replacement cost
thereof; and .

any and all other insurance coverage which the City may reasonably require from time to time.

Each policy required under'this section shall include a provision that the insurer shall provide not less than 30
days prior written notice to the City in the event of cancellation, termination, or non- renewal of coverage.

All insurance coverage required under this section shall be primary and shall not call into contribution any
insurance coverage of the City.

Each policy coverage required under this section shall be in a form and with an insurer satisfactory to the

City.

Not less than 20 days after the date this Agreement commences, the Owner shall deposit with the City such
evidence of its insurance as provided in or required under the Agreement . During the term of the Agreement,
no later than 20 Business Days prior to the renewal date of each applicable policy, the Owner shall deposit
with the City a Certificate of Insurance originally signed by an authorized insurance representative, confirming
relevant coverage information including without limitation the name/description of the Property, the name of
the insurer, the name of the broker, the name of the insured, the name of additional insured(s) as may be
applicable, the commencement and expiry dates of coverage, the dollar limits of coverage, deductible levels
as may be applicable, cancellation/ftermination provisions; or (at the City’s election) a certified copy of the
insurance policy or policies required in the Agreement. The certificate holder will be addressed as the City of
Hamilton City Hall, 71 Main Street West, Hamilton, Ontario L8P 4Y5 Attention: Director of Planning, Planning
Division, Planning and Economic Development Departiment.

The Owner shall duly and punctually pay all premiums and other sums of money payable for maintaining any
insurance as required by the Agreement. When so requested by the City, the Owner will produce to the City
evidence of payment of all premiums and other sums of money payable for maintaining such insurance.

The Owner acknowledges that the foregoing only represents the minimum insurance requirements of the City
and shall not be construed as a recommendation or opinion by the City as to the full scope of insurance
which may be required by a prudent owner of the Property, and the Owner is advised to govemn itself
accordingly in that regard.

7.21 Failure to Insure

If the Owner fails to keep the Insurance in effect for any reason, the City may purchase such insurance as
the City deems necessary and any cost incurred in so doing shall be paid immediately by the Owner to the
City. If the Owner fails to pay such cost, it shall be a debt owing to the City and recoverable from the Owner
by action in a court of law. ’ -

722 Proceeds of Insurance

All proceeds payable to the Owner under the Insurance shall, subject to section 4.1, be applied to
replacement, rebuilding, restoration or repair of the buildings or structures containing the Heritage Affributes
to the fullest extent possible having regard fo the nature of the building or structures and the cost of such
work.
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- 8.0 Inspection by the City

The City or its representatives shall be permitted at all reasonable times during normal business hours to enter on
and inspect the Property including any interiors of buildings or structures that contain Heritage Attributes, upon the
City giving the Owner af least 24 hours prior written notice.

S.0 Plaque and Publicity
9.1 Plaque

The Owner agrees to allow the City, at its expense, to erect a public marker on the Property or the structures or
buildings containing the Heritage Altributes or both, indicating that the City holds a heritage conservation
agreement on the Property.

9.2 Publicity

The Owner agrees fo allow the City to publicize the existence of this Agreement.

10.0 Default by the Owner
10.1 Notice of Default

If the City, in its sole discretion, is of the opinion that the Owner has neglected or refused to perform any of its
obligations under this Agreement, the City may, In addition to any of the City’s other legal or equitable remedies,
give the Owner written notice setting out particulars of the Owner's default, the actions required to remedy the
default and the estimated maximum cost of remedying the default.

The Owner shall have 30 days from being given such notice of default fo remedy the default or make
arrangements satisfactory to the City for remedying the default.

10.2 Default Remedied by City

If within those 30 days the Owner has not remedied the default or made arrangements satisfactory to the City
for remedying the default, or if the Owner does not carry out such arrangements within a reasonable period of
time, of which the City shall be the sole and final judge, the City may enter upon the Property and carry out the
Owner’s obligations and the Owner shall reimburse the City for any cost incurred up to the estimated maximum
cost of remedying the default set out in the notice of default.

Such cost incurred by the City shall be, until paid by the Owner, a debt owing to the City and recoverable by the
Owner by action in a court of law.

10. 3 Other Remedies

As damages based on market value may not be adequate or effective to compensate for the destruction of or
restoration of the Heritage Atiributes as they existed prior to default by the Owner, the parties agree that:

(&) compensation to the City in the event of the Owner's default may be based on market value, restoration or
replacement costs, whichever, in the opinion of the court, shall befter compensate the City in the
circumstances; and

{b) in addition and without limiting the scope of the other enforcement rights available to the City under this
Agreement, the City may bring an action or an application for injunctive relief to prohibit or prevent the
Owner’s default or the continuance of the Owner’s default under this Agreement.

11.0 Notice

11.1 Delivery of Notice

Any approvals, notices, requests or other documents to be given or delivered under this Agreement shall be in
writing and shall be given or delivered:

(@) in person;

{b) by courier;

(¢) unless there is an interruption in the postal service, by prepaid registered mail; or

(d) if agreed to in advance by the parties, by email or other electronic means,
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THE OWNER

Andy Watson and Larry Watson
c/o 24 Martin Street

Milton, Ontario

L9T 2Pg

THE CITY

City of Hamilton ‘

City Hall, 71 Main Street West

Hamilton, Ontario L8P 4Y5

Attention: Director of Planning (or his/her successor), Planning and Economic Development Department

The parties agree to give notice to each other immediately, in writing, of any changes of address from those set
out above.

11.2 Receipt of Notice
An approval, notice, request or other document given or delivered under this Agreement:

(& personally or by courier, shall be deemed to have been received at the time it is given or delivered;

{b) by prepaid registered mail, shall be deemed to have been received on the 5™ business day after the
date of mailing;

(c) by email or other electronic means, shall be deemed to have been given on the next business day after
the date itis sent.

In this section, business day means a day on which the City is open for business.
12. General
121 Waiver

The failure of the City at any time to require performance of the Owner of an obligation under this Agreement
shall in no way affect its right thereafter to enforce such obligation, nor shall the waiver by the City of the
performance of any obligation be taken or be held to be a waiver of the performance of the obligation or any
other obligation at a later time. ’

12.2 Extension of Time

Time shall be of the essence of this Agreement. Any time fimits specified in this Agreement may be extended
with the consent in writing of both the Owner and the City, but no such extension of time shall operate or be
deemed to operate as an extension of any other time limit, and time shall be deemed to remain of the essence
of this Agreement notwithstanding any extension of any time limit.

12.3 Severability of Covenants

All covenants, easements and restrictions contained in this Agreement shall be severable, and should any
covenant, easement or restriction in this Agreement be declared invalid or unenforceable, the validity and
enforceability of the remaining covenants, easements and restrictions shall not be affected.

12.3 Costs

If a dispute arises between the parties because of this Agreement, each party shall be responsible for its own
legal fees, court costs and all other similar type expenses which may result from any such dispute except where
costs are awarded by a court or tribunal.

12.4 Entirety

This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement of the parties with regard to the matters dealt with by this
Agreement, and no understandings or agreements, verbal or otherwise, exist between the parties except as
expressly set out in this Agreement.

12.5 Subsequent Instruments

Notice of this Agreement shall be inserted by the Owner in any subsequent deed, lease or other legal
instrument by which it fransfers either the fee simple title o or its possessory interest in the whole-or any part of
the Property, including without limitation into any subsequent deed or other legal instrument by which the Owner
transfers its title or interest so as to create a joint tenancy or tenancy in common.
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12:.6 Notification of Transfer of Tﬁtle or Possession

The Owner shall immediately notify the City in the event that it fransfers either the fee simple title to or its
possessory interest in the whole or any part of the Property, including without limitation any such transfer of the
Owner’s title or inferest so as to create a joint tenancy or tenancy in common.

12.7 Agreement to Run with the Property

This Agreement shall be registered on fitle to the Property by the City, at Owner's expense, and the covenants,
easements and restrictions set out in this Agreement shall run with the Property and enure to the benefit of and

- be binding upon the parties and their heirs, executors, administrators, personal representatives, successors and
assigns as the case may be. .

12,8 Priority and Postponement
The Owner shall, at its expense, obtain and register any postponement agreements or other agreements that
the City may require to ensure that this Agreement shall be a first encumbrance on title to the Property in priority
tc all morigages, charges, leases and other encumbrances or agreements affecting the Property.
129 Assignment
The City may assign all of its interest in this Agreement to- any person in accordance with section 37(4) of the
Ontario Heritage Act. The City shall not be liable to the Owner for any breach or default in obligafions owed io
the Owner under this Agreement committed after notice of assignment of this Agreement has been given to the
Owner. : :

" 1210 Number and Joint and Several

Words in the singular include the plural and vice versa,

Whenever the Owner comprises more than one person, the Owner’s obligations in this Agreement shall be joint
and several.

1211 Headings

The headings in the body of this Agreement form no part of the Agreement but are inserted for convenience of
reference.

SIGNED, SEALED AND DELIVERED

THE OWNER
) W (Seal)
7 ) “Andy Watson
d g : ,
) %@7@: (Seal)
) Lamy Watson
)
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DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPER;I'Y

Part of Lot 10, Concession 9.geographic Township of East Flamborough designated as Part 2 on Plan 62R-19828,
being Part of PIN 17523-0221 (LT), Town of Flamborough, now City of Hamilton. '
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HERITAGE ATTRIBUTES

159 Carlisle Road comprises a two-storey stone house built by George Abrey in 1847. George Abrey
purchased the original 200-acre lot at Lot 10, Concession 9 in 1838.

When the Abrey family moved to Halton County in 1864, the house and property were soid to Adam L.
Agro, and later to Nicholas Zimmerman in 1886. The Zimmerman family retained the property until
1912, when the property was divided between the Bayfield and Skidmore families. In 1928, the
Skidmore family re-assembled the property to the original 200 acres.

In 1937, the property was purchased by Samuel Radcliffe Weaver and was used as a summer
camping ground - eventually the property was used as an extensive, all-season trailer park. In the late
1990s, the former Town of Flamborough assumed ownership of the property and, later the
amalgamated City of Hamilton developed the lands as a community park.

The Abrey-Zimmeman house is valued as an early example of vermnacular Georgian architecture in
Flamborough and for its associations with the early development of the Flamborough area. The property
was designated under Part IV of the Ontfario Heritage Act by the former Town of Flamborough in 2000.
The property also contains a registered archaeological site (AiGx-235).

The Heritage Afiributes at 159 Carlisle Road, Carlisle (Hamilton), protected by this heritage
conservation easement agreement include:

1. The materials, design and construction of the house, including:

all facades with the stone construction of the walls and foundations;

the low hip roof, eaves, metal roofing and four stone chimneys;

the front entrance door and surround with fransom and sidelights;

all remaining double-hung six-over-six wood window sashes, frames and brickmolds;

the interior room layout of the ground level;

the interior layout of the landing and central hall on the second level;

all baseboards, trim, wainscotting, doors, door casings, window casings and frim, plaster wails
and ceilings and wood flooring on the ground level and in the central hall on the second level;
and,

» the stair freads, stringers, balusters and railings of the staircase between the.ground and
second levels.

¢ & & o o o 0

2. The siting of the house and character of the surrounding landscape, including:
» the open space of the front yard and side yards of the house;
» the location of the driveway along the westerly side of the property; and,
» mature vegetation and trees.

3. The known and potential archaeological resources, including:
» the extent of the registered archaeological site (AiGx-235); and
the remnants of former outbuildings.
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APPENDIX “C” TO HERITAGE EASEMENT AGREEMENT
Photographs depicting the Heritage Elements of the subject property can be found:
(a) by contacting the City of Hamilton, Development Planning, Heritage & Design

Section, Planning & Economic Development Department, 5 Floor, 71 Main
St. W., Hamiiton, Ontario L8P 4Y5
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Artisan Metal Roofing
; Hamilton, ON L8P 1W3
905-818-1845
METAL ROOFING www.artisanmetalroofing.com
DATE: December 7, 2021

Artisan Metal Roofing Inspection Report

Location:

159 Carlisle Road
Carlisle ON

SUMMARY:

The roofing system that has been installed at 159 Carlisle Road is in poor condition.
The roofing system is estimated to be over 100 years old and is showing major signs of
disrepair. When the owners moved into the house the roof condition was rusting and
oxidized everywhere. They have tried to refinish the roof twice but with no luck. Trying
to refinish a metal roof is nearly impossible when the roof is already rusting. This is
because the paint has nothing to adhere itself to other than rust and oxidation. Once rust
is present in a metal roof, it will not stop.

We can also see signs of lifting. This is caused by high winds, age and the installation
technique of using nails. Nails where commonly used 30+ years ago to install these types
of metal roofs. Over time the nails come lose, rust out and get pulled out by high winds.
The metal used on this roof was a very thin that has also become brittle over time.
Allowing the nails to rip through the metal and leaves holes in the roofing materials.
These lifting issues are causing heat loss, leaking and gaps in the roof that will allow
creatures to entre the home.

Page 1 of 2
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Artisan Metal Roofing
" Hamilton, ON L8P 1W3
905-818-1845

METAL ROOFING www.artisanmetalroofing.com

The homeowners have also seen signs of leaking. Due to the amount of lifting and other
issues this was inevitable. If this issue allows to continue there will be major damage to
the structure of the roof and other parts of the home.

CONCLUSION:

This roof has surpassed its lift span of 100+ years and is in need of replacing. The signs
are easily seen from the ground and by doing a roof replacement it would help save the
home from any further damage that can happen due to the age and condition of the roof.
We recommend this roof to be replaced with a never style metal roofing shingle that will
allow this homes roof to last for another 100+ years.

If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me.
Thank you for choosing Artisan Metal Roofing

Justin T. Simmons

Artisan Metal Roofing

Burlington ON L7P5A3
905-818-1845

Page 2 of 2
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HERITAGE EASEMENT AGREEMENT APPLICATION
HEA2022-001 FOR 159 CARLISLE ROAD,
FLAMBOROUGH (WARD 15), PART IV
DESIGNATION, BY-LAW NO. 2000-105-H AND
HERITAGE EASEMENT AGREEMENT WE996943
(PED22048)

February 25, 2022

PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

Chloe Richer, Cultural Heritage Planner HERITAGE AND URBAN DESIGN
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Scope of work:
» To install a replacement metal roof consisting of metal shingles (Decra
Shingle XD);
» Existing roof is steel sheet metal, nailed directly onto the original
wood boards/structure, with no intermediate roofing materials
(e.g., a membrane or tarpaper); and,
* Decra Shingle XD consists of Steel — Aluminum-Zinc Hot Dip
Coating with Acrylic Basecoat, Priming System and Over-Glaze
and Ceramic Coated Stone Granules).

Reasons for work:

» Deterioration of the existing roof has included rusting of the surface,
lifting at the seams and leaking into the attic; and,

« On two previous occasions, the owners have engaged contractors to
repair and repaint the existing roof, however, the work was not
successful and water penetration continues.

H Hamﬂton PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

HERITAGE AND URBAN DESIGN
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Documentation submitted with application:
« Cover Letter (Schedule “A”);
« Artisan Metal Roofing Inspection Report;

« DECRA Roofing product comparison chart,
flyer/brochure and specifications sheets;

« Exterior photographs of the existing roof; and,

« Exterior photograph of 92 Mcintosh Street, a
non-designated heritage property showing
similar work done by the contractor, Artisan
Metal Roofing.

| DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
H Hamilton PLANNING & ECONOMIC 0

HERITAGE AND URBAN DESIGN
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APPENDIX “B” to Heritage Easement Agreement (HERITAGE ATTRIBUTES)

The Heritage Aftributes at 159 Carlisle Road, Carlisle (Hamilion), protected by this heritage
conservation easement agreement include:

1. The materials, design and construction of the house, including:

all facades with the stone construction of the walls and foundations;

the low hip roof, eaves, metal roofing and four stone chimneys;

the front entrance door and surround with fransom and sidelights;

all remaining double-hung six-over-six wood window sashes, frames and brickmoids;

the interior room layout of the ground level;

the interior layout of the landing and central hall on the second level;

all baseboards, trim, wainscotting, doors, door casings, window casings and trim, plaster walls
and ceilings and wood flooring on the ground level and in the central hall on the second level;
and,

 the stair treads, stringers, balusters and railings of the staircase between the. ground and
second levels.

® & & 8 & &

2. The siting of the house and character of the surrounding landscape, including:
» the open space of the front yard and side yards of the house;
» the location of the driveway along the westerly side of the property; and,
» mature vegetation and trees.

3. The known and. potential archaeological resources, including:

o the extent of the registered archaeological site (AiGx-235); and
the remnants of former outbuildings.

HERITAGE AND URBAN DESIGN

. PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
IH| Hamilton
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Excerpt from By-law No. 2000-105-H (Reasons for Designation)

Designated Features

The exterior features to be designated at 159 Carlisle Road are the
exterior walls, the entrance with its transom and sidelights and the double- -
hung windows, with original bubbled glass panes. The stone quoins, and

the stone window sills and voussoirs are also part of the designated
features.

| MENT
H Hamilton PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPART

HERITAGE AND URBAN DESIGN
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Location:

159 Carlisle Road
Carlisle ON

See full report for summary of findings and conclusion 10
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PRODUCT PROFILES

DECRAVILLATILE DECRATILE

DECRA SHINGLEXD  DECRA SHAKE XD

DECRA SHAKE

WARRANTY/COMPOSITION

Warranties
+ Lifetime Limited Warranty*

+ 120 mph Wind Speed Warranty

+ Hail Stone Penetration Warranty

Composition

+ Steel - Aluminum-Zinc Hot Dip Coating
+ Acrylic Priming System

+ Acrylic Basecoat

« Ceramic Coated Stone Granules

+ Acrylic Over-Glaze

*DECRA offers a Lifetime Limited Warranty on single
family residential in the U.S. & Canada.

DECRAVILLATILE

Min Roof Pitch »

312

SPECIFICATIONS SHEET

PRODUCT SPECIFICATIONS
DECRATILE DECRA SHINGLE XD®

3:12 4:12

DECRA SHAKE XD®

3:12

Panel Size >

177 X 44-1/4”

16-1/2” x52”  |14-1/8” x 52-3/8”

14-1/8” x52-1/8” | 14-5/8” x 53”

Installed Exposure b

14-1/2” x39-1/2”

14-1/2” x50” | 12-1/4” x 43-1/2”

12-3/8” x49-7/8”  12-5/8” x 51”

Panels per Square b

25.2

20 23.8

23.4 22.4

Installed Weight »

160 lbs. / sq.

150 lbs. / sq. 150 lbs. / sq.

150 lbs. / sq. 150 lbs. / sq.

AVAILABLE COLORS (Final color selection should be made from an actual product sample)

Amalfi Sand - Capri Clay -

Pompeii

ash Rustico Clay

Venetian
Gold

DECRATILE

Terracotta -

Charcoal - Chestnut -

Weathered

Timber

Granite Grey -

Tuscan
Sun

Garnet -

Shadowood

Classic
Cobblestone

Midnight

Eclipse

Natural
Slate

B o

Woodland
Green

DECRA SHAKE XD
Antique

Chestnut -

Pinnacle

Grey

Woodland

Midnight
Eclipse

Green

DECRA SHAKE

Charcoal -

Chestnut -

Granite
Grey

Shadowood -

Weathered
Timber

See full report for summary of findings and conclusion
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IH| Hamilton

Rich Appearance of Thick-Cut Shingles

Robust, thick-cut DECRA Shingle XD provides the bold
look and distinct shadow lines of heavy architectural
shingles in a lightweight roofing profile that can withstand
the elements.

Metal roofs have a lifespan that is 2-3 times longer than
traditional roofing materials like asphalt. As the lightest
roofing material on the market, DECRA Shingle XD can
eliminate the need for a complete tear-off of the existing
roof, saving time, labor, and expense for roofing remodels
and upgrades.

DECRA Shingle XD stands up to hail, rain, fire, storm debris,

and even hurricane-force winds while providing the same
aesthetics of asphalt shingles.

Strength Against the Elements

N
=20 b .
Wind Hail Fire
Upto Class4 Class A Rated
120mph Impact Resistant Material
Snow & Ice Weight Warranty
Freeze & Thaw 1.4-1.6 pounds/ Lifetime Limited
Resistant square foot Warranty

All DECRA roofs are backed by
a Lifetime Limited Warranty,
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HEA2022-001 - 159 Carlisle Road (Flamborough)
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HEA22-001 — 159 Carlisle Road (Flamborough)

Heritage Permit Review Sub-Committee Consultation (HPRS)

* Reviewed HEA22-001 application at HPRS meeting on January 18, 2022.
 The HPRS recommended that the application be approved.
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HEA22-001 — 159 Carlisle Road (Flamborough)

Recommendation

* That any minor changes to the plans and elevations following approval
shall be submitted, to the satisfaction and approval of the Director of
Planning and Chief Planner, prior to submission as part of any application
for a Building Permit and / or the commencement of any alterations;

* Installation of the alterations, in accordance with this approval, shall be
completed no later than January 31, 2024. If the alterations are not
completed by January 31, 2024, then this approval expires as of that date
and no alterations shall be undertaken without a new approval issued by
the City of Hamilton; and,

* That appropriate notice of the Council decision be served on the owner of
159 Carlisle Road, Flamborough, as required under Section 3.2.1 of the
Heritage Easement Agreement.
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Appendix A
Inventory & Research Working Group
ovember 22, 2021

;_I_i_i_l_ BUILT HERITAGE INVENTORY FORM

Hamilton

Address Community

Also known as Legal Description

P.LN. Roll No. Ward Neighbourhood

Heritage Status: [J Inventory [ Registered [IDesignated (Part IV /PartV) [ Easement (City/ OHT) O NHS
HCD (if applicable): Cultural Heritage Landscape (if applicable):

Property Status (Observed): OO Occupied Building [ Vacant Building [ Vacant Lot [ Parking Lot

Integrity: [ Preserved/ Intact [ Modified [ Compromised [ Demolished (date)

Construction Period: [OPre 1867 [11868-1900 [11901-1939  [11940-1955 [11956-1970 [ Post 1970
Year (if known) Architect / Builder / Craftsperson (if known)

Massing: [ISingle-detached [JSemi-detached, related []Semi-detached, unrelated CIRow, related CIRow, unrelated CIOther

Storeys: [11 1% 2 2% O3 3% [d4ormore [ lrregular [ Other

Foundation Construction Material: [ Stone [ Brick [ Concrete L1 Wood [ Other Finish:
Building Construction Material: [ Brick [1 Frame (wood) [ Stone [1 Log [ Other Finish:
Building Cladding: [ Wood [ Stone [ Brick [ Stucco [ Synthetic [1 Other Finish:
Roof Type: [ Hip LI Flat I Gambrel [ Mansard [1 Gable 1 Other Type:

Roof Materials: [ Asphalt Shingle [] Wood Shingle [ Slate [ Tile/Terra Cotta [] Tar/Gravel [ Metal [ Other

Architectural Style / Influence:

L1 Art Deco / Moderne U1 Craftsman / Prairie [ International ] Ontario Cottage [ Romanesque Revival
(1920s-1950s) (1900s-19305) (1930-1965) (1840-1900) (1850-1910)

[1 Beaux-Arts Classicism [ Colonial Revival [ ltalian Villa [ Period Revivals 1 Second Empire
(1900-1945) (1900-Present) (1830-1900) (1900-Present) (1860-1900)

1 Bungalow 1 Edwardian [ ltalianate 1 Post-Modern L1 Vernacular
(1900-1945) (1900-1930) (1850-1900) (1970-Present)

I Classical Revival [] Georgian / Loyalist [ Neo-Classical [ Queen Anne ] Victory Housing
(1830-1860) (1784-1860) (1800-1860) (1880-1910) (1940-1950)

L1 Chateau [ Gothic Revival 1 Neo-Gothic 1 Regency 1 1950s Contemporary
(1880-1940) (1830-1900) (1900-1945) (1830-1860) (1945-1965)

L] Other

Planning and Economic Development Department (2020) Page 1 of 3
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Notable Building Features:

O Porch: O Sill(s): [0 Tower/Spire [ Bargeboard [J Eaves:
O Verandah: [ Lintel(s): [0 Dome O Transom [ Verges:
O Balcony: [ Shutters: O Finial 1 Side light 1 Dormer:
ODoor(s): [ Quoins: O Pilaster ] Pediment 0 Chimney:
O Stairs: 0 Voussoirs: [ Capital 0 Woodwork [ Parapet:
OFirewal: [ Cornice: O Panel [ Date stone [ Bay:
0 Windows: 0 Column [ Cresting O Other
Notes:

Context:

Historic Context Statement: [0 Yes [0 No Name of HCS Area:

[0 Streetscape (Residential / Commercial) [ Terrace /Row [ Complex / Grouping [ Landmark
] Multi-address parcel (list addresses): O Other
[ Related buildings:

Plan: OO0 Square [ Rectangular O L OU OT OH 0O Cross O lIrregular [ Other
Wings: Sethack: (I Shallow [0 Deep O At ROW [ Other CICorner Lot

Accessory Features and Structures:

[ Features (e.g. stone wall, fountain): O Structures (e.g. shed, outbuilding):

Additional Notes:

Related Files:
Fire Insurance Mapping:
Additional Documentation and Research Attached (if applicable):

Surveyed by: Date: Survey Area:

Staff Reviewer: Date:

Planning and Economic Development Department (2020) Page 2 of 3



PRELIMINARY EVALUATION

Physical / Design Value:

O | The property’s style, type or expression is: O rare O unique O representative O early

O | The property displays a high degree of: O craftsmanship 0O artistic merit

O | The property demonstrates a high degree of: O technical achievement [ scientific achievement

Historical / Associative Value:

The property has direct associations with a potentially significant:
O
O theme O event O belief O person 0O activity O organization 0O institution

The property yields, or has the potential to yield, information that contributes to an
understanding of a community or culture

The property demonstrates or reflects the work or ideas of a potentially significant:
O
O architect O artist O builder O designer 0O theorist

Contextual Value:

O | The property is importantin: O defining O maintaining O supporting the character of the area

O | The property is linked to its surroundings: O physically O functionally O visually O historically

O | The property is a landmark

Classification: Recommendation:

O Significant Built Resource (SBR) O Add to Designation Work Plan

O Character-Defining Resource (CDR) O Include in Register (Non-designated)

O Character-Supporting Resource (CSR) O Remove from Register (Non-designated)
O Inventory Property (IP) O Add to Inventory — Periodic Review

O Remove from Inventory (RFI) O Inventory — No Further Review (Non-extant)
O None O No Action Required

Evaluated by: Date:

HMHC Advice: Date

Planning Committee Advice: Date:

Council Decision: Date:

Database/GIS Update: AMANDA Update:

Planning and Economic Development Department (2020) Page 3 of 3



223 Governor’s Road, Dundas (adjacent to 99 Creighton Road)

Background Documentation for Heritage Register Recommendation
Ann Gillespie, November 2021-

. B\ackadar‘gpnhnumg \

\jcare Centrel
3 .

223 Governors/Rd, *
Dundas,/ONILSK 37

Google satellite view with the location of 223 Governor’s Road marked. The property line approximately
follows the row of trees to the west at the top of the hill, located on property at 99 and 101 Governor’s
Road. To the north of the house is a wooded area terminating at a small creek. The remnants of a path or
driveway leading from the top of the hill to the end of the south end of the parking lot is still visible but its
original purpose has not yet been determined.



223 Governor's Road, Dundas ¢ | Q

Show search results for 223

City of Hamilton aerial view showing the property boundaries of 223 Governor’s Road (highlighted by Graham Carroll).

CURRENT AND HERITAGE STATUS

223 Governor’s Road was identified as a candidate for listing on the Heritage Register while
undertaking research on the former T. Greening Wireworks at 99 Creighton Road. The former
Blackadar Retirement Residence has since been listed on the Heritage Register. The Victorian
house at 223 Governor’s Road is one of three properties on Governor’s Road between Ogilvie
Street and Creighton Road, which were all inventoried in 1994: #192, #209 and #223. The 1860s
Italianate Villa at #192, known as “Ballindalloch”, was previously designated under the OHA (By-law
3215-80). Dundas Baptist Church (#201) has since been added to the Inventory of Buildings of
Architectural and/or Historical Interest.



Morton Park

Huntingwood
Ave Open Space

-+-| -79.075 43.257 Dearees

City of Hamilton Heritage Property Mapping — section showing 223 Governor’s Road (black dot). To the east
(north side) are #209 and #201. To the west is the former Blackadar Retirement Residence at 99 Creighton
Road. The cluster of buildings on the south side of Governor’s Road (highlighted in purple) are three OHA
designated properties, all architecturally distinguished mid-19*" century residences (www.hamilton.ca/city-
planning/heritage-properties/heritage-resources):

Ballindalloch, 192 Governor’s Road (1860)

Orchard Hill, 5 Overfield Street (1840)

Foxbar, 7 Overfield Street (1850)

NOTE: The large purple area demarcates the Dundas Valley Conservation Area. Within its boundaries and located at
838 Mineral Springs Road is the OHA designated Raspberry House, headquarters of the Hamilton Conservation
Authority.



http://www.hamilton.ca/city-planning/heritage-properties/heritage-resources
http://www.hamilton.ca/city-planning/heritage-properties/heritage-resources

e

©

IF 9 Creighton Road
.50

|mEn ! b = I
5% \ g |
| gi i X approx. location of — __ |
& 5 223 Govemor's Road |
{ Shy e |
| & = - :
\| —
|\ 1

Dundas .

R T e o ey e
WY CIOYY Oh LIl %W Gl

3
Ont. J

A

Nt The linitsof the Corporation narked b o strong line of pink colar
P b 1 1 - 'It' I v ey momecy i e |

W OMW >
oF %

#O0 L' pr inch

Section of the map of Dundas from the 1875 Atlas of Wentworth County, showing the

‘“ STARFIELD,"
RESIDENCE OF J. H. WILSON.

223 Governor’s Road

Page from Picturesque Dundas (originally printed in 1896), showing the house as it appears today except for

the iron roof cresting, which is missing.

property of A. Crosby,
the location of the T. Greening Wire Works and the approximate location of 223 Governor’s Road.



ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION

>

According to research done in 1994 for the Dundas LACAC, this house was built in 1865 as a 1%-
storey dwelling (date based on the 1994 inventory of Governor’s Road and cannot be
substantiated from records available at the DM&A) and later extended to the west by a 2-
storey addition oriented towards Creighton Road and overlooking what was once the Greening
Wireworks.

If this was the case, the “addition” subsequently became the main house with its front fagade
facing Creighton Road; the original house was likely then converted to a kitchen wing with an
entrance at the rear (present-day use).

ENTRANCES: A formal entrance on the west facade and two other entrances on the east facade
of the later addition, one on either side of the 1%-storey dwelling.

VERANDAHS: The west facade features a porch with Corinthian columns supporting a moulded
fascia board. Identical verandahs were added to the 1%;-storey dwelling.

WINDOWS: four-over-four sash windows with stone sills and voussoir-arched brick lintels; the
two narrow horizontal windows tight to the eaves on the east fagade are an unusual and early
feature lending support to the 1865 date of construction for the 1}-storey section.

FLOOR PLANS: See Appendix ‘A’.

STYLE: simplified Italianate (west addition): rectangular form with a hipped roof and end
chimneys; a symmetrical facade with a central doorway framed by sidelights and a transom
light flanked by two window bays; a porch and two verandahs with identical Corinthian
columns.

Comparative Examples

>

“Ballindalloch” at 192 Governor’s Road, an outstanding example of the full-blown Italianate
style, built in the 1860s by John Forsythe, a partner in the Wentworth Vulcan Works, where the
first successful screw-making machinery in Canada was developed.

“The Anchorage”, 209 Governor’s Road, a residence of similar design to #223 built circa 1872-
76 for Peter Watson.



HISTORICAL ASSOCIATIONS

» Built on property owned by A. Crosby in 1875.

» Second owner appears to have been John Maw, who is listed in the 1878-9 directory as the
manager of a tool and machine works and living on Governor’s Road.

» According to the caption to the photo published in Picturesque Dundas in 1896, the residence
was then owned by J.H. Wilson and was known as “Starfield”. A search of directory listings for
J.H. Wilson provided no evidence that he was ever living at 223 Governor’s Road. However,
there were no available directories of Dundas for the 1890s. The origin of the name “Starfield”
and the duration of its use remains unknown.

John L. Maw (1841-1920)

>

>

A\

>

Circa 1860: first worked as an apprentice machinist at McKechnie & Bertram’s Canada Tool
Works.

1864: married Annabella Thomson, with whom he had eight children.

1865: formed a partnership with James Littler (Littler, Maw & Co.) to establish the Dundas
Tool Works, where they manufactured iron and woodworking machinery, such as lathes,
drills, and planers.

1882: After surviving several moves and partnership changes, the company was left with
John Maw as the sole surviving owner.

1887-8: business was closed.

1880s: John Maw became Superintendent for the B. Greening Wireworks in Hamilton.
Circa 1904: Maw converted the former Greening Wire Works into two residential units: the
genealogical description suggests that one of these units became the residence of daughter
Mary Elizabeth Maw (1867-1943), who married George Herbert Howard in 1896. Howard
apprenticed at John Bertram & Sons Co. and was later elected as a director.

1906: retired as Superintendent and became Chairman of the Board of Directors.

CONTEXTUAL BACKGROUND

>

In 1875, the house stood on a large triangular parcel of land, which included the T. Greening
Wireworks and extended the length of Creighton Road, which at that time terminated at
Mercer Street.

By the 1960s this parcel, except for a small triangle of land at the intersection of Creighton
and Governor’s Road occupied by the Blackadar Retirement Residence and associated long-
term care facility, had been subdivided into residential building lots.

During the 1950s, the farm property between Governor’s Road (south side) and the sloped
wooded area that now forms part of the Dundas Valley Conservation Area was subdivided
for residential construction. The hilly terrain was laid out with irregularly shaped lots, on
which were built modest-sized bungalows and split-level dwellings. This area bounded by
Governor’s, Creighton, Mayfair, Tally Ho and Overfield, became known as Highland Hills.
The original farmhouse is still standing at the south-west corner of Tally Ho and Mayfair
Avenue.



SOURCES

Picturesque Dundas (Alex F. Pirie, Dundas: 1896); 1972 edition

lllustrated Historical Atlas of the County of Wentworth, Ont. (Toronto: Page & Smith, 1875: map of the Town
of Dundas, pp. 42-43); 1971 edition published by the Dundas Valley School of Art.

DUNDAS MUSEUM & ARCHIVES (DM&A)

Directory Listings (available years from 1865 to 1967)

>

City of Hamilton Directory, 1878-9 (incl. Dundas): John Maw, manager, tool and machine
works, Governor’s Road

County of Wentworth Gazetteer and Directory, 1886: Maw & McFarlane, founders, Market
Street (no home address given)

Town of Dundas Directory of Street Numbers, Nov. 1923: Harold Maw, Governor’s Road
Town of Dundas Directory and Guide Book, 1933, 1936 and 1938: H. Maw, retired,
Governor’s Road

Hamilton & Vicinity Directory, 1956: Miss L. Maw, Governor’s Road

Hamilton & Vicinity Directory, Nov. 1967: Miss L. Maw, 223 Governor’s Road

NOTE: The appearance of a street number suggests that by the 1967, new lots had been subdivided
from property belonging either to 223 or 209 Governor’s Road and given municipal numbers.

Manuscripts and Transcripts

>
>
>

Lineage of the Maw Family

History of Little, Maw & Co. (Dundas Tool Works)

Former Dundas L.A.C.A.C Inventory, 14 — Governor’s Road (includes #192, #209 and #223)
Relevant information for #223 extracted below with [annotations]

ADDRESS: 223 Governor's Rd.

PLAN: 1461 BLK: LOT: Park lot 1

DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: 1865 [no source given]

ORIGINAL OWNER: [not identified]

ARCHITECT/BUILDER: [not identified]

DESCRIPTION: A close look at the brickwork of this home would seem to indicate that at one time
the house consisted of only 1 storey. It likely began as an Ontario classic cottage and later was
expanded to its current 2 stories, with the addition of the 2 bay windows. The porch running along
the north facade is graced by classical columns. These columns can also be found framing the front
entranceway.

In 1875 this property belonged to A. Crosby of whom little is known. In 1896 the house was called
"Starfield" and was owned by J.H. Wilson. It was 2 stories at this point.

REFERENCES

Dundas Star, 15 December 1976 [The DM&A has copies of the Dundas Star on microfilm. No article
about 223 Governor’s Road was found in this edition.]

Picturesque Dundas, 1972 [edition].

DATE OF SURVEY: October 19, 1994

CONDUCTED BY: Julie Galbraith



CURRENT PHOTOS (by the author of this report, September to October 2021)

View from the former Blackadar property at 99 and 101 Creighton Road looking east with the residence
at 223 Governor’s Road partially obscured by trees at the top of the hill.

West facade overlooking the intersection of Governor’s Road and Creighton Road.

8



View from Governor’s Road looking at the east and south facades, with porch presumably added when
the west section with identical Corinthian columns was built. Dormers added in the mid-20™" century.

South fagade facing Governor’s Road showing one of two chimneys on the south and north sides of the
house.



South facade of 1%-storey section showing one of two doorways on the east facade of the

2-storey section of the house

-storey addition showing the voussoir-arched brick window lintels and stone sills.

South faéade of 2
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West facade showing the symmetrical fagade, doorway with transom and side lights, the porch with
Corinthian columns and the two hexagonal bay windows.

- ;.‘ _ S = E H g b v/ a2 y K oty F = <4
“The Anchorage” at 209 Governor’s Road: similar simplified Italianate style to #223 but with an
asymmetrical facade, one hexagonal window bay (see photo below) and a partially enclosed porch
extending over the front doorway to the corner of the house.

b i 2 %
E el b 4 o
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“Balindalloch” at 192 Governor’s Road: a notable example of the Italianate style, featuring a hipped roof
with very wide eaves, elaborate paired wood brackets, stone corner quoins and a front porch with
Corinthian columns and an entablature supporting a roof with wide eaves featuring smaller paired

12



brackets. A second porch extends across a 1%-storey wing with French doors.
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Appendix ‘A’

Ground and second floor plans for real estate listing, March 2016 (DM&A realty clippings for 223
Governor’s Road).

The rear exterior doorway of the 1%-storey section is likely original to the house. Perhaps there was a

front doorway converted to a window when the later addition was built. At least one of the two
doorways between the original house and the later addition must have been a window.
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Inventory & Research Working Group (IRWG)

Meeting Notes
November 22, 2021 (6:00pm — 8:00pm)
City of Hamilton WebEXx Virtual Meeting

Present: Janice Brown (Chair); Rammy Saini (Secretary); Graham Carroll; Chuck
Dimitry; Lyn Lunsted; Ann Gillespie

Staff Present: Chloe Richer (Cultural Heritage Planner); Julian Lee (Assistant Cultural
Heritage Planner)

Regrets: Alissa Denham-Robinson; Jim Charlton; Brian Kowalesicz; Alissa Golden

(Heritage Project Specialist); Amber Knowles (Cultural Heritage Planner);
Stacey Kursikowski (Cultural Heritage Planner)

RECOMMENDATIONS

THE INVENTORY & RESEARCH WORKING GROUP RECOMMENDS THE FOLLOWING TO
THE HAMILTON MUNICIPAL HERITAGE COMMITTEE:

1. The Inventory & Research Working Group recommends that 223 Governor’s Road,
Dundas be added to the Municipal Heritage Register (see Appendix "A" supporting
documentation).

2. The Inventory & Research Working Group recommends that any alteration, new
construction, or demolition of Part IV Designations under the Ontario Heritage Act prior
to 2005 be required to apply for a Heritage Permit until such time as Cultural Heritage
Planning staff review and update early designations to bring them in line with current
provisions of the Ontario Heritage Act

NOTES

1. Chair’s Remarks
Janice welcomed all present.

2. Declarations of Interest
None.

3. Review & Approval of Meeting Notes: September 27, 2021
Approved with minor amendments (1 abstention, 5 approvals).

4. Staff Presentation
None.

5. 223 Governor’s Road (Additional Information): Ann G.
Ann’s research and documentation on 223 Governor's Road, Dundas was updated and
submitted to the IRWG for review and approval for moving forward with a recommendation.



After discussion, and consensus on the thoroughness of all collected materials, all members
in attendance are recommending that 223 Governor’s Road be added to the city’s register
(See Recommendation #1 above).

A discussion also ensued regarding when and by whom the owner of a property is contacted
as they may have further knowledge regarding the heritage of a property and it’s building(s).
Chloe informed the group that the procedure is that staff contact property owners with a
standard Notice of Listing on the Municipal Heritage Register Letter and provide all existing
research on the property to inform the owners why their property is being considered for the
Municipal Heritage Register.

10 Dartnall Road, Rymal Station Silo: Ann G. & Jim C.

An update was provided on the grain elevator at 10 Dartnall Road. Jim has taken several
photographs of the grain elevator, which Ann has incorporated into a background
documentation report. Ann and Graham will work together to complete supporting
documentation for the IRWG'’s review and consideration in January.

Ann noted that the grain elevator might actually be located at 46 Dartnall Road (the property
itself appears to be listed as 10 Dartnall), so there is some confusion over the exact
address, which Cultural Heritage Planning Staff will confirm. It is located at the former Rymal
Station. It was built in the late 1920s or early ‘30s according to the Rymal Station Heritage
Facebook group. The three-joined silo appearance of 10 Dartnall’'s grain elevator makes it a
rare and unique structure. Graham noted that its size may be due to it being a collection
point, but silos at other rail stations do not appear to have the same triple-silo structure.

The grain elevator is currently on Hamilton Conservation Authority (HCA) property where the
tracks have been removed for the Chippewa Rail Trail. At this point, the HCA is working with
the Rymal Heritage Facebook group, but they do not have specific plans to conserve,
maintain, or interpret the structure. Janice mentioned that there is potential for an
interpretive plaque given its location on the trail.

Early Designations: Janice B.

The IRWG revisited the existing procedures for early designation (pre-2005) properties,
many of which do not include listed heritage attributes that are now a requirement of the
Ontario Heritage Act. These early designated properties have been on occasion interpreted
by Cultural Heritage Planning staff when owners make requests for changes. The example
Janice provided was of 51 Herkimer, which had windows changed without a heritage permit
and are no longer sympathetic to its historical attributes (at no fault of the owner’s and rather
due to how early designations are handled).

Until heritage staff can find the best course of action to update early designations with
heritage attributes, a temporary course of action is desired. Members discussed the merits
of having these properties go through the Heritage Permit Review Sub-Committee rather
than be at the discretion of staff interpretation to prevent unsympathetic alterations to
attributes. The role of the Sub-Committee is to make a recommendation to the Hamilton
Municipal Heritage Committee who then make their recommendation to the Planning
Committee and ultimately to Council. After much discussion, all IRWG members supported
Janice’s recommendation that any alternation, new construction, or demolition of Part IV
Designations prior to 2005 should be required to apply for a heritage permit (see
Recommendation #2 above and that attached photos of 51 Herkimer).



8. Places of Worship, Beth Jacob Synagogue, 375 Aberdeen Ave, Ward 1: Janice
The Beth Jacob Synagogue building is listed for sale at $1. The synagogue has a dwindling
congregation. The IRWG discussed whether the property should be considered for the city’s
Municipal Heritage Register to provide it with protection in the event of a sale. Chloe advised
the group that the synagogue is already an inventoried property with a historical association.
Janice is going to invite Alissa Golden to our January 24" meeting to update the working
group on Places of Worship, Places of Education, and Built Heritage Inventories.

9. New Business:
Lyn updated the IRWG that the Woolen Mill at 1389 Progreston Road, Carlisle
(Flamborough) has been designated under the Ontario Heritage Act.
Update from Chloe that the following properties have been added to the Municipal Heritage
Register: 99 Creighton Road, and 537 King St East. As noted previously, 54-56 Hess St
South 215 and 219 King Street West have also been added.

10. Meeting Adjourned: 7:39pm

11. Next Meeting: January 24, 2022 @ 6:00pm
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i INFORMATION REPORT

Hamilton
TO: Chair and Committee Members
Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee
COMMITTEE DATE: February 25, 2022

SUBJECT/REPORT NO: | Notice of Intention to Demolish the Building located at 17
Church Street, Flamborough, being a Non-designated
Property Included in the Register of Property of Cultural
Heritage Value or Interest (PED22052) (Ward 15)

WARD(S) AFFECTED: Ward 15

PREPARED BY: Chloe Richer (905) 546-2424 Ext. 7163

SUBMITTED BY: Steve Robichaud
Director, Planning and Chief Planner
Planning and Economic Development Department

SIGNATURE:

Notice of Intention to Demolish under Section 27 (9) of the Ontario Heritage Act

On December 21, 2021, TRUcustom Homes Inc. c/o Margie Perrotta, on behalf of the
owners of 17 Church Street, Flamborough, submitted a Demolition Permit Application
(21-165726) for the existing residence located on the subject property.

The subject property was included as a non-designated property in the City’s Register
of Property of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest by Council in November 2021 as part
of the Waterdown Village Built Heritage Inventory project. Section 27(9) of the Ontario
Heritage Act provides that the owner of a non-designated property on the Register shall
not demolish a building or structure on the property unless Council is provided at least
60 days’ notice in writing of the owner’s intention to demolish the building or structure.
This provision of the Ontario Heritage Act is intended to provide Council with the
opportunity to prevent demolition or removal through designation of the property under
Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act or to discuss other options with the proponent.

The subject property is comprised of a modest vernacular one-storey post-war
residence constructed circa 1953. The building features include its one-storey massing,
flat-headed window openings with concrete lug sills and raised front entrance. The

OUR Vision: To be the best place to raise a child and age successfully.
OUR Mission: To provide high quality cost conscious public services that contribute to a healthy,
safe and prosperous community, in a sustainable manner.
OUR Culture: Collective Ownership, Steadfast Integrity, Courageous Change, Sensational Service,
Engaged Empowered Employees.



SUBJECT: Notice of Intention to Demolish the Building Located at 17 Church
Street, Flamborough, being a Non-designated Property Included in
the Register of Property of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest
(PED22052) (Ward 15) - Page 2 of 2

residence also demonstrates Ranch style influences including the low profile and low
hip roof with projecting eaves. The original 1953 rear detached garage also remains.

Through the Waterdown Village Built Heritage Inventory initiative, the property was
classified as a Character-Supporting Resource (CSR) and was not recommended for
designation under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act. Cultural Heritage Planning staff
concur that the property does not warrant designation and do not recommend pursuing
designation to prevent demolition or removal of the residence and requested that
photographic documentation of the exterior of the residence be provided by the
Applicant.

OUR Vision: To be the best place to raise a child and age successfully.
OUR Mission: To provide high quality cost conscious public services that contribute to a healthy,
safe and prosperous community, in a sustainable manner.
OUR Culture: Collective Ownership, Steadfast Integrity, Courageous Change, Sensational Service,
Engaged Empowered Employees.
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INFORMATION REPORT

TO:

Chair and Committee Members
Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee

COMMITTEE DATE:

February 25, 2022

SUBJECT/REPORT NO:

Notice of Intention to Demolish the Building at 97 John Street
North, Hamilton, being a Non-designated Property Included in
the Register of Property of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest
(PED22057) (Ward 2)

WARD(S) AFFECTED:

Ward 2

PREPARED BY:

Amber Knowles (905) 546-2424 Ext. 1291

SUBMITTED BY:

SIGNATURE:

Steve Robichaud
Director, Planning and Chief Planner
Planning and Economic Development Department

Notice of Intention to Demolish under Section 27 (9) of the Ontario Heritage Act

On January 18, 2022, the owner of 97 John Street North, Hamilton, Kash Pashootan,
submitted written notice of the intention to demolish the existing building located on the

subject property.

The subject property was included as a non-designated property in the City’s Register
of Property of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest by Council in 2014 as part of the
Downtown Built Heritage Inventory project. Section 27(9) of the Ontario Heritage Act
provides that the owner of a non-designated property on the Register shall not demolish
a building or structure on the property unless Council is provided at least 60 days notice
in writing of the owner’s intention to demolish the building or structure. This provision of
the Ontario Heritage Act is intended to provide Council with the opportunity to prevent
demolition or removal through designation of the property under Part IV of the Ontario
Heritage Act or to discuss other options with the proponent.

The subject property at 97 John Street North comprises of a two-and-a-half storey brick
house built prior to 1898 that has recently housed the Chinese Community Centre /

Association of Canada.

OUR Vision: To be the best place to raise a child and age successfully.
OUR Mission: To provide high quality cost conscious public services that contribute to a healthy,
safe and prosperous community, in a sustainable manner.
OUR Culture: Collective Ownership, Steadfast Integrity, Courageous Change, Sensational Service,

Engaged Empowered Employees.




SUBJECT: Notice of Intention to Demolish the Building at 97 John Street North,
Hamilton, being a Non-designated Property Included in the Register
of Property of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest (PED22057) (Ward 2)
- Page 2 of 2

Official Plan and Zoning By-law Amendment Applications have been received to permit
the redevelopment of the subject property consisting of three multi-storey towers. The
proposal includes the demolition of the existing building at 97 John Street North.

As part of the submission for the Official Plan and Rezoning Amendment Applications,
Cultural Heritage Planning staff requested and received a Cultural Heritage Impact
Assessment by GBCA Architects (October 2021). The Report concluded that the
existing building does not contain sufficient cultural heritage value or interest for
retention or designation under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act. The Report was
reviewed and accepted by the Policy and Design Working Group of the Hamilton
Municipal Heritage Committee (HMHC) on December 13, 2021. Cultural Heritage
Planning staff indicated satisfaction with the Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment and
concur with its findings that 97 John Street North does not warrant designation under
Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act.

AK:sd

OUR Vision: To be the best place to raise a child and age successfully.
OUR Mission: To provide high quality cost conscious public services that contribute to a healthy,
safe and prosperous community, in a sustainable manner.
OUR Culture: Collective Ownership, Steadfast Integrity, Courageous Change, Sensational Service,
Engaged Empowered Employees.



10.4

Inventory & Research Working Group (IRWG)

Recommendation Notes
January 24, 2022 (6:00pm — 8:00pm)
City of Hamilton WebEXx Virtual Meeting

Present: Janice Brown (Chair); Rammy Saini (Secretary); Alissa Denham-
Robinson; Ann Gillespie; Chuck Dimitry; Jim Charlton; Lyn Lunsted; Brian
Kowalesicz; Graham Carroll; Dr. Sarah Sheehan

Staff Present: Amber Knowles (Cultural Heritage Planner): Alissa Golden (Heritage
Project Specialist); James Croft (Intern, Cultural Heritage Planning);
Natalie (Intern, Dundas Inventory Project)

Regrets: Stacey Kursikowski (Cultural Heritage Planner); Chole Richer (Cultural
Heritage Planner); Julian Lee (Assistant Cultural Heritage Planner)

RECOMMENDATION

THE INVENTORY & RESEARCH WORKING GROUP RECOMMENDS THE
FOLLOWING TO THE HAMILTON MUNICIPAL HERITAGE COMMITTEE:

1. The Inventory & Research Working Group recommends that 1107 Main Street

West, Grace Lutheran Church, be added to the Municipal Heritage Register and
to the staff work plan for heritage designation under the Ontario Heritage Act

(see attached Appendix "A", Built Heritage Inventory Form and summary of 9/06
attributes)

For further documentation, please consult the CHIAs for this property.

Recommendation Notes

1107 Main Street West, Grace Lutheran Church: Lyn L., Chuck D., and Amber K.

During the IRWG’s January meeting, members reviewed the heritage evaluation from the
November 2021 Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment (CHIA) on Grace Lutheran Church,
1107 Main Street West, and were provided with an update. There is an ongoing discussion
with the developer who plans to construct a 15-storey building on the property. A CHIA from
January 2020 was revised in 2021 with the latest CHIA coming after the original author
retired. Despite feedback on how the development plans need to better incorporate the
church to preserve its historical attributes, the recent CHIA recognizes that 1107 Main Street
West meets 5 of the Ontario Regulation 9/06 criteria and that it is impossible to keep the
church in place and do a redevelopment of the property. The previous CHIA had noted that
the building met all 9/06 criteria.

After a long discussion, IRWG members also reviewed a Built Heritage Inventory Form and
a summary document on how the property meets the criteria of regulation 9/06. IRWG
members are now recommending that 1107 Main Street West be added to the City’s
Register and staff work plan for heritage designation. See Recommendation #1 above.



Appendix A
Inventory & Research Working Group

lal BUILT HERITAGE INVENTORY FORM ™ ™
Hamilton
Address 1107 Main Street West Community Hamilton

Also known as Grace Lutheran Church | gqq] pescription

P.LN, 251801004505640 Ro]| No. Ward Neighbourhood VWestdale

Heritage Status: [=] Inventory [0 Registered [IDesignated (Part IV/PartV) [ Easement (City / OHT) O NHS
HCD (if applicable): Cultural Heritage Landscape (if applicable):

Property Status (Observed): (1 Occupied Building [® Vacant Building [ Vacant Lot [ Parking Lot

Integrity: [=] Preserved/Intact [J Modified [ Compromised [ Demolished (date)

Construction Period: [Pre 1867 [11868-1900 [11901-1939  [11940-1955 [=11956-1970 [ Post 1970
Year (if known)_1959 Architect / Builder / Craftsperson (if known) William R. Souter

Massing: [JSingle-detached [1Semi-detached, related [1Semi-detached, unrelated CIRow, related CIRow, unrelated [=10ther Church

Storeys: (11 1% 02 2% O3 O03% O4ormore O lregular & Other Church

Foundation Construction Material: [1 Stone [ Brick [=] Concrete L1 Wood [ Other Finish:
Building Construction Material: [1 Brick L1 Frame (wood) [=] Stone [1 Log [ Other Finish:
Building Cladding: [1 Wood [=] Stone [ Brick [ Stucco [ Synthetic [1 Other Finish:
Roof Type: [1 Hip I Flat [J Gambrel L1 Mansard [=] Gable L1 Other Type:

Roof Materials: [=] Asphalt Shingle [] Wood Shingle [] Slate [ Tile/Terra Cotta [ Tar/Gravel [] Metal [ Other

Architectural Style / Influence:

] Art Deco / Moderne ] Craftsman/ Prairie [ International ] Ontario Cottage 1 Romanesque Revival
(1920s-19505) (1900s-1930s) (1930-1965) (1840-1900) (1850-1910)

[1 Beaux-Arts Classicism [ Colonial Revival [ ltalian Villa 1 Period Revivals 1 Second Empire
(1900-1945) (1900-Present) (1830-1900) (1900-Present) (1860-1900)

1 Bungalow 1 Edwardian [ ltalianate 1 Post-Modern L1 Vernacular
(1900-1945) (1900-1930) (1850-1900) (1970-Present)

[ Classical Revival [] Georgian / Loyalist [ Neo-Classical 1 Queen Anne 1 Victory Housing
(1830-1860) (1784-1860) (1800-1860) (1880-1910) (1940-1950)

1 Chateau 1 Gothic Revival [=] Neo-Gothic 1 Regency 1 1950s Contemporary
(1880-1940) (1830-1900) (1900-1945) (1830-1860) (1945-1965)

= other Late example of Neo Gothic

Planning and Economic Development Department (2020) Page 1 of 3



Notable Building Features:

O Porch: (=1 Sill(s): (=] Tower/Spire [ Bargeboard [J Eaves:

O Verandah: __ [ Lintel(s): 0 Dome (@ Transom [ Verges:

OBalcony: [ Shutters: O Finial 1 Side light 1 Dormer:

m Door(s):___ [ Quoins: O Pilaster O] Pediment 0 Chimney:

1 Stairs: I Voussoirs: __ [ Capital 0 Woodwork [ Parapet:

OFirewall: __ [ Cornice: O] Panel @ Date stone [ Bay:

@ Windows: Stained Glass O Column O Cresting @ Other DoOr Hardware

Notes: The interior contains vaulted ceilings and laminated beams

Context:
Historic Context Statement: [0 Yes ™ No Name of HCS Area:

(=] Streetscape (Residential / Commercial) [ Terrace /Row [ Complex / Grouping @ Landmark
[0 Multi-address parcel (list addresses): O Other
[ Related buildings:

Plan: OO0 Square OO Rectangular O L OU OT OH O Cross M Irregular [ Other
Wings: Setback: (I Shallow O Deep O AtROW @ Other Ifregular mCorner Lot

Accessory Features and Structures:

| Features (e.g. stone wall, fountain): [m] Structures (e.g. shed, outbuilding):

Community Garden Community Hall

Additional Notes:

Related Files:
Fire Insurance Mapping:
Additional Documentation and Research Attached (if applicable):

Surveyed by: Graham Carroll Date: January 24th 2022  Survey Area:

Staff Reviewer: Date:

Planning and Economic Development Department (2020) Page 2 of 3



PRELIMINARY EVALUATION

Physical / Design Value:

m | The property’s style, type or expression is: O rare O unique [ representative O early

@ | The property displays a high degree of: [ craftsmanship O artistic merit

O | The property demonstrates a high degree of: O technical achievement O scientific achievement

Historical / Associative Value:

The property has direct associations with a potentially significant:
(=]
0O theme O event O belief O person 0O activity ™ organization O institution

The property yields, or has the potential to yield, information that contributes to an
understanding of a community or culture

The property demonstrates or reflects the work or ideas of a potentially significant:
L]
m architect O artist O builder 0O designer O theorist

Contextual Value:

@ | The property is importantin: @ defining O maintaining O supporting the character of the area

= | The property is linked to its surroundings: O physically = functionally  visually & historically

m | The property is a landmark

Classification: Recommendation:

m Significant Built Resource (SBR) @M Add to Designation Work Plan

O Character-Defining Resource (CDR) m Include in Register (Non-designated)

O Character-Supporting Resource (CSR) 0O Remove from Register (Non-designated)
O Inventory Property (IP) O Add to Inventory — Periodic Review

O Remove from Inventory (RFI) O Inventory — No Further Review (Non-extant)
O None O No Action Required

Evaluated by: Graham Carroll Date: January 24th 2022
HMHC Advice: Date

Planning Committee Advice: Date:

Council Decision: Date:

Database/GIS Update: AMANDA Update:

Planning and Economic Development Department (2020) Page 3 of 3



The former Grace Lutheran Church is listed on Hamilton’s Inventory of Buildings of
Architectural and/or Historical Interest, and is included on the City's Places of Worship
Inventory.

Comparing the former Grace Lutheran Church against the criteria of regulation 9/06
shows the structure to meet the criteria for potential designation under the categories of
design or physical value, historic or associative value and contextual value. The structure
is an example of transitional mid-20th century design combining contemporary design
elements with traditional Gothic elements. The exterior of the structure displays fine
examples of craftsmanship at a quality greater than typical of the era, utilizing cut
limestone details and a rusticated limestone cladding. Attention to detail is evident in the
use of door hardware that matches the cut limestone finishes, further reflecting the use
of non-commercially available finishes on the exterior of the structure. The structure was
designed by the firm of local Hamilton architect William R. Souter.

Grace Lutheran Church reflects the protestant development of the Westdale area and has served
as a visual marker of that history for the past 60 years. The structure, with its steep gable roof
and slim steeple ,stand in contrast the single family residential and mixed use commercial
massing of the surrounding area.

Character-Defining Elements

Exterior

* Rectangular and symmetrical massing with steep gable roof line

* Stained glass windows with emphasis on main facade

* Carved limestone detailing: window tracery, main door surround, continuous plinth
course

* Rusticated limestone exterior

* Simplified Gothic style pointed arched punched windows

* One storey flat roofed wing, clad to match main church building

* Slim metal steeple

* Central placement on lot with east-west orientation

Interior:

* Structural glued laminated timber in main sanctuary
* Unadorned concrete block walls

* Plastered pointed arched ceiling above altar

* Shaped concrete block framing altar area

* Exposed plank ceiling

Elements of Liturgical Significance

* East-west orientation of structure

 Stained glass windows depicting Christian scenes
* Elevated alter alcove at east end of structure

Historic/Associative Value
The structure reflects historic and associative value being designed by the firm of well-known
Hamilton architect William R. Souter. Souter and his firm also designed Hamilton’s acclaimed



Cathedral Basilica of Christ the King 1931-33, for which Souter was awarded the Bemerenti
Medal from Pope Pius XI in Rome in 1933. Souter is a significant architect in the community with
many houses, institutions and the cenotaph in Gore Park being examples of his work.

The structure reflects the influx in the Lutheran congregation of Hamilton following the Second
World War, whereby the congregation grew from around 300 to 3,000. The influx necessitated
the formation of four new Lutheran Church congregations, of which Grace Lutheran Church at
1170 Main Street West in Westdale was one.



Designation Work Plan Priorities as of February 16, 2022

Work Plan

Designation

HMHC Buildings &

Year N ALEIEES ST Request Date Landscapes List SHEIE
Residence 105 FILMAN RD Ancaster 1/28/21 Shifted from low {o high
priority in 2021
Desjardins Canal COOTES DR Dundas 2/25/09
Former Blacksmith Shop 2 HATT ST Dundas 817117 Red
Dundas Post Office 104 KING STW Dundas 9/23/09 Green
Lennard House 7 ROLPH ST Dundas 3/25/19
Maple Lawn 292 DUNDAS STE Flamborough 8/13/19 Yellow Draft CHA (WVBHI)
Former Kirk Hotel; Royal Coachman 1 MAIN ST N Flamborough 6/17/19 Draft CHA (WVBHI)
Village Fish and Chips 9 MAIN ST N Flamborough 7/08/19 Draft CHA (WVBHI)
Cannon Knitting Mill 134 CANNON ST E Hamilton 8/20/14
Auchmar Gatehouse 71 CLAREMONT DR Hamilton 5/27/09 Red
W.H. Ballard Public School 801 DUNSMURE RD Hamilton 4/08/14
Residence 105 ERIE AVE Hamilton 5/01/13
King George School 77 GAGE AVE N Hamilton 5/13/14 Designation by-law in
2022 process
Residence 54 HESS ST S Hamilton 5/28/21 Red
Residence 56 HESS ST S Hamilton 5/28/21 Red
Gore Park 1 HUGHSON ST S Hamilton 4/23/08
Bell Building 17 JACKSON ST W Hamilton 8/20/14
Oak Hall 10 JAMES ST N Hamilton 8/20/14
Former Hamilton Distillery Company Building 16 JARVIS ST Hamilton 8/20/14
Barton Reservoir 111 KENILWORTH ACCESS Hamilton 2/25/09 OBL
Kenilworth Library 103 KENILWORTH AVE N Hamilton 2/11/14
Former Bank of Nova Scotia 54 KING ST E Hamilton 8/20/14
NOID Appeal Dismissed,
Royal Connaught 82 112 KINGSTE Hamilton 4/08/08 Green Designation by-law in
process
Residence 215 KING ST S Dundas 5/28/21
Jimmy Thompson Memorial Pool 1099 KING STE Hamilton 9/02/13 Designation by-law in

process
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Work Plan

Designation

HMHC Buildings &

Year I Al ORI Request Date Landscapes List HEie
Church 1395 1401 KINGSTE Hamilton 8/03/09 CHA complete
Hambly House 170 LONGWOOD RD N Hamilton 2/14/11
Former County Courthouse 50 MAIN ST E Hamilton 8/20/14
Former Cathedral School 378 MAIN ST E Hamilton 8/03/13 OBL
Gage Park 1000 MAIN ST E Hamilton 3/22/06 Yellow
Memorial School 1175 MAIN ST E Hamilton 4/08/14
Residence 7 RAVENSCLIFFE AVE Hamilton 6/09/11
Former Union School 634 RYMAL RD W Hamilton 6/06/13
Medical Superintendent's Residence 650 672 SANATORIUMRD Hamilton 22108117
(“Residence 377
Regency Cottage 39 LAKEVIEW DR Stoney Creek 2/11/11
Former Elfrida United Church 2251 RYMAL RD E Stoney Creek 12/19/12
Ancaster Village — Wilson Street 490 454 OLD DUNDASRD Ancaster 4/28/20
(Collection of 30 properties) 176 WILSON ST E
Stone House 558 WILSON ST E Ancaster 5/04/20
39 49 CHARLTONAVEE
2023 Charlton-Hughson-Forest-John Block 40 50 FORESTAVE Hamilton 9/23/14
183 187 HUGHSON ST S
C\j’i:ger Mount Hamilton Hospital Maternity 711 CONCESSION ST Hamilton 1128121
Copp Block 165 205 :(E')'\('(fipStTNE 193) Hamilton 8/20/14
Hughson House 103 CATHARINE ST N Hamilton 8/20/14
2024 Hamilton Hydro/ Horizon Utilities 55 JOHN ST N Hamilton 8/20/14
First Pilgrim United Church 200 MAIN ST E Hamilton 8/20/14
St. John's Evangelical Lutheran Church 37 WILSON ST Hamilton 8/20/14
Stelco Tower 100 KING STW Hamilton 8/20/14
2025 Hamilton Club 6 MAIN ST E Hamilton 8/20/14
Landmark Place/ Century 21 Building 100 MAIN ST E Hamilton 8/20/14
Commercial Building 189 REBECCA ST Hamilton 8/20/14

Designation Work Plan Priorities as of February 16, 2022
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Work Plan

Designation

HMHC Buildings &

Year N ALEIEES ST Request Date Landscapes List SHEIE
Gartshore Building 64 HATT ST Dundas 3/26/17 Yellow Form:' Consultation
pplication
Undercliffe 64 ABERDEEN AVE Hamilton 6/13/17
Gateside 131 135 ABERDEEN AVE Hamilton 6/13/17
2026 Former Eastcourt Carriage House 24 BLAKE ST Hamilton 11/10/20
Hereford House 13 15 BOLD ST Hamilton 6/13/17
Royal Alexandra 19 21 BOLD ST Hamilton 6/13/17
George Armstrong School 460 CONCESSION ST Hamilton 7129114
Residence 192 BOLD ST Hamilton 6/13/17
Henson Court 170 CAROLINE ST S Hamilton 6/13/17
2027 Central Presbyterian Church and Sunday 252 CAROLINE ST S Hamilton 611317
School 165 CHARLTON AVE W
Eggshell Terrace 14 24 CHARLTON AVE W Hamilton 6/13/17
. 99 DUKE ST .
2028 Residence 191 BAY ST S Hamilton 6/13/17 |
Lakelet Vale and Drive House 50 54 SANDERSBLVD Hamilton 26/05/2020 Yellow Shifted from a low to
medium priority in 2020
Residence 173 BAY ST S Hamilton 6/13/17
Maple Lawn 254 BAY ST S Hamilton 6/13/17
2029 Widderly 274 BAY ST S Hamilton 6/13/17
Bright Side / Sunny Side 280 BAY ST S Hamilton 6/13/17
Balfour House 282 BAY ST S Hamilton 6/13/17
Residence 41 CHARLTON AVE W Hamilton 6/13/17
Residence 72 CHARLTON AVE W Hamilton 6/13/17
2030 Duke Street Double House 14 DUKE ST Hamilton 6/13/17
Residence 98 DUKE ST Hamilton 6/13/17
Herkimer Terrace 11 17 HERKIMER ST Hamilton 6/13/17
2031 Herkimer Street Terrace 44 46 HERKIMER ST Hamilton 6/13/17
Kildallan 370 HESS ST S Hamilton 6/13/17

Designation Work Plan Priorities as of February 16, 2022
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Work Plan . Designation HMHC Buildings &
Year I Al ORI Requgest Date Landscapes Eist HEie
Residence 378 HESS ST S Hamilton 6/13/17
Residence 384 HESS ST S Hamilton 6/13/17
HREA Residence 203 MACNAB ST S Hamilton 6/13/17
Moodie Residence 37 ABERDEEN AVE Hamilton 6/13/17
2032 Rfasidence . 125 ABERDEEN AVE Ham?lton 6/13/17
Gibson Residence 31 BAY ST S Hamilton 6/13/17
Residence 312 BAY ST S Hamilton 6/13/17
Cartwright Residence 321 BAY ST S Hamilton 6/13/17
2033 Whitton Rgsidence 351 353 BAYSTS Hamilton 6/13/17
Pigott Residence 358 BAY ST S Hamilton 6/13/17
Wood House 64 CHARLTON AVE W Hamilton 6/13/17
2034 First IChristian Reformed Church 181 CHARLTON AVE W Hamilton 6/13/17
Herkimer Apartments 86 HERKIMER ST Hamilton 6/13/17
Residence 880 CENTRE RD Flamborough 11/26/17
2035 The.CastIe; Amisfield 1 DUKE ST Hamilton 6/13/17
Residence 347 QUEEN ST S Hamilton 6/13/17
Residence 403 QUEEN ST S Hamilton 6/13/17
Webster House / Springdale 6 WEBSTERS FALLS RD Flamborough 3/25/18
2036 Edmonds House 1320 WOODBURN RD Glanbrook 6/24/18
The Powerhouse 21 JONES ST Stoney Creek 7/18/18
Markson / Goldblatt House 45 AMELIA ST Hamilton 3/25/19
Residence 65 CENTRAL DR Ancaster 1/28/21
2037 Res?dence 3819 INDIAN TRAIL Ancaster 1/28/21
Residence 3513 JERSEYVILLE RD W Ancaster 1/28/21
Residence 1032 LOWER LIONS CLUB Ancaster 1/28/21
Residence 713 OLD DUNDAS RD Ancaster 1/28/21
2038 Residence 2059 POWERLINE RD Ancaster 1/28/21
Residence 2224 POWERLINE RD Ancaster 1/28/21
Designation Work Plan Priorities as of February 16, 2022 Page 4 of 4




	Agenda
	4.1 January 21, 2022
	Back to Agenda

	5.1 Correspondence from Michael Rosas and Cheryl Torrenueva respecting the Inclusion of 223 Governor's Road, Dundas on the Municipal Heritage Register
	Back to Agenda

	5.2 City of Hamilton Response to the Ontario Housing Affordability Task Force Recommendations Report
	Back to Agenda

	6.1 Delegation Request from C. Parslow, Parslow Heritage Consultancy Inc., respecting Item 10.4, Inventory and Research Working Group Meeting Notes of January 24, 2022 and 1107 Main Street West, Hamilton
	Back to Agenda

	7.1.a October 20, 2021
	Back to Agenda

	7.1.b November 3, 2021
	Back to Agenda

	7.1.c November 18, 2021
	Back to Agenda

	7.1.d November 25, 2021
	Back to Agenda

	7.2 Heritage Permit Review Sub-Committee Minutes - December 14, 2021
	Back to Agenda

	7.3 Heritage Permit Application HP2022-001: To construct a new wood deck with a roof structure to the rear of the original portion of the dwelling
	Back to Agenda

	7.4 Heritage Permit Review Sub-Committee Minutes - January 18, 2022
	Back to Agenda

	7.5.a December 7, 2020
	Back to Agenda

	7.5.b January 25, 2021
	Back to Agenda

	7.5.c March 15, 2021
	Back to Agenda

	7.5.d April 19, 2021
	Back to Agenda

	7.5.e June 21, 2021
	Back to Agenda

	7.5.f August 23, 2021
	Back to Agenda

	7.5.g September 20, 2021
	Back to Agenda

	7.5.h October 18, 2021
	Back to Agenda

	7.5.i November 15, 2021
	Back to Agenda

	7.5.j December 13, 2021
	Back to Agenda

	7.5.k January 17, 2022
	Back to Agenda

	7.6 Response from the Chair of the Hamilton Municipal Heritage Committee to the Rev. I. Sloan, New Vision Church, respecting St. Giles Church, Hamilton
	Back to Agenda

	8.1 Register Listing Objections in Waterdown Village (PED21201(a)) (Ward 15)
	Back to Agenda

	8.2 Recommendations for Designation under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act in Waterdown Village (PED21201(b)) (Ward 15)
	Back to Agenda

	8.3 Heritage Easement Agreement Application HEA2022-001 for 159 Carlisle Road, Flamborough (Ward 15), Part IV Designation, By-law No. 2000-105-H and Heritage Easement Agreement WE996943 (PED22048) 
	Back to Agenda

	10.1 Inventory and Research Working Group Meeting Notes - November 22, 2021
	Back to Agenda

	10.2 Notice of Intention to Demolish the Building located at 17 Church Street, Flamborough, being a Non-designated Property Included in the Register of Property of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest (PED22052) (Ward 15)
	Back to Agenda

	10.3 Notice of Intention to Demolish the Building at 97 John Street North, Hamilton, being a Non-designated Property Included in the Register of Property of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest (PED22057) (Ward 2)
	Back to Agenda

	10.4 Inventory and Research Working Group Notes - January 24, 2022
	Back to Agenda

	13.5 Staff Work Plan as of February 16, 2022
	Back to Agenda


