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Part One - Administration 
 
 
1. Approval of Agenda (16.11) 
 
 
A) Addendum Agenda 
B) New Business from Committee Members 
 
Recommendation: 
 
That the April 11, 2018 Heritage Markham Committee agenda be approved. 
 
 
 
 
2. Minutes of the March 14, 2018 

Heritage Markham Committee Meeting (16.11) 
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 

 Minutes 
 
See attached material. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
That the minutes of the Heritage Markham Committee meeting held on March 14, 2018 
be received and adopted. 
 
 
 
3. Information, 

Indigenous Land Acknowledgement (16.11) 
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 

 Memo  
 
See attached memorandum. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
That Heritage Markham Committee receive as information. 
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Part Two - Deputations 
 
 
4. Site Plan Control Application, 

Zoning By-law Amendment Application, 
Official Plan Amendment Application, 
206 Main Street Unionville, 
Proposed Re-Development of Property (16.11) 

 File Number: OP/ZA/SC 17 170770 
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 
   P. Wokral, Heritage Planner 

 Memo 
 
Representatives of Stiver Lane Inc. will be in attendance at 7:30 p.m. 
 
See attached staff memorandum and material. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
That Heritage Markham has no objection from a heritage perspective to the demolition of 
the modern additions made to the rear of the Stiver House; and, 
 
That Heritage Markham has no objection from a heritage perspective to the proposed 
form and massing of the one and one half storey new addition to the Stiver House, but 
recommends simplification of the window treatment; and further, 
 
That Heritage Markham recommends the Part IV designation by-law protecting the Stiver 
House be amended to identity interior architectural features as heritage attributes, 
including doors and trim work 
 
Option 1 
That the proposed re-development of 206 Main Street Unionville be referred to the 
Architectural Review Sub-Committee for further review and discussion, and that final 
comments be provided at the May 2018 meeting of Heritage Markham, after providing 
the members of the Sub-Committee the opportunity to view the scale model of the 
proposed development. 
  
Or 
 
Option 2 
That Heritage Markham has the following recommendations from a heritage perspective 
regarding the proposed multi-residential apartment building: 
 

• That it not exceed three and one half storeys in height; 
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• That the massing be further articulated by greater modulation of the setbacks of 
building bays and adjacent eave heights to better reflect the smaller scale of the 
existing heritage buildings on Main Street;  

• That the architectural detailing and materials reflect authentic local 19th century 
examples and building traditions; 

• That if the proposed building employs the Second Empire architectural style that 
the  mansard roof follow authentic 19th century proportions and patterns of 
construction and not be double height; 

• That the floor to ceiling heights and size of windows be progressively reduced 
with each additional storey to reflect a traditional hierarchy of living space; and, 

 
That Heritage Markham recommends the planting of native specimen trees both on-site 
and nearby as part of this redevelopment to help re-establish the village’s vegetative 
cover; and, 
 
That Heritage Markham has no objection to the proposed Zoning By-law amendment to 
permit a multi-storey residential building not having commercial units on the ground 
floor, provided it is located at the rear of the property; and further, 
 
That Heritage Markham does not support the proposed Official Plan and Zoning By-law 
amendment to permit buildings greater than two stories high as it relates to the current 
design of the multi-storey residential building; 
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Part Three - Consent 
 
 
5. Heritage Permit Applications, 

1 Millbrook Gate, 
Delegated Approvals: Heritage Permits (16.11) 

 File Number: HE 18 227178 
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 

 Memo 
 
See attached memorandum. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
That Heritage Markham receive the information on heritage permits approved by 
Heritage Section staff under the delegated approval process 
 
 
 
6. Building Permit and Sign Permit Applications, 

5965 Highway 7E, Markham Village, 
10 Beech Street, Markham Village, 
20 Water Street, Markham Village, 
380 Main Street N., Markham Village, 
Delegated Approvals: Building and Sign Permits (16.11) 

 File Number: 18 110371 SP 
   17 161156 HP 

18 110898 NH 
18 225550 SP 

Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 
 Memo 
 
See attached memorandum. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
That Heritage Markham receive the information on building permits and sign permits 
approved by Heritage Section staff under the delegated approval process. 
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7. Committee of Adjustment Variance Application, 

18 David Gohn Circle, Markham Heritage Estates, 
Proposed Second Residential Unit (16.11) 

 File Number: A/34/18 
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 
   P. Wokral, Heritage Planner 

 Memo 
 
See attached staff memorandum and material. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
That Heritage Markham has no comment from a heritage perspective on the requested 
variance to permit the conversion of the second storey of the existing detached 
garage/accessory building into a second residential unit at 18 David Gohn Circle in 
Markham Heritage Estates. 
 
 
 
8. Site Plan Control Application, 

19 Maple Lane, 
New Single Detached Dwelling and Garage: 
Applicant Request for Cladding Changes (16.11) 

 File Number: SC 14 114082 
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 

 Memo 
 
See attached staff memorandum and material. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
That Heritage Markham supports the change in cladding materials for the house under 
construction at 19 Maple Lane subject to the applicant obtaining an amendment to the site 
plan agreement to substitute the revised elevations, and the proposed brick and board and 
batten siding be reviewed and approved by City (Heritage Section) staff prior to ordering 
and installation; and, 
 
That the applicant contact the Building Department to determine if a revision to the 
original building permit is required prior to proceeding with construction. 
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9. Heritage Building Evaluations, 

North Markham Planning District (Future Urban Area) (16.11) 
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 
   G. Duncan, Project Planner 

 Memo 
 
See attached staff memorandum and material. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
That the findings of the Building Evaluation Sub-Committee for the following North 
Markham Planning District  properties listed on the Register of Property of Cultural 
Heritage Value, be endorsed:  

• 3575 Elgin Mills Road (Group 1);  
• 3693 Elgin Mills Road (Group 1); 
• 10060 Kennedy Road (Group 2) 
• 10228 Kennedy Road (Group 2); 
• 10504 Kennedy Road, (Group 2);  
• 10504 Kennedy Road (Group 2); and, 

 
That the City’s North Markham Planning District Manager be advised of the results of 
the research and classification. 
 
 
 
10. Correspondence (16.11) 

Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 
Correspondence 

 
See attached material. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
That the following correspondence be received as information: 
 
a) 2018 Ontario Heritage Conference, June 7-9, Sault Ste. Marie: Promotional 

material. 
b) Markham Historical Society: Remember Markham Newsletter, Spring 2018 Issue. 

(Staff has full copy) 
c) Heritage Trust for Canada: Locale Magazine, Spring 2018 Issue. (Staff has full 

copy) 
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Part Four - Regular 
 
 
11. Heritage Building Relocation, 

160 Main Street, Unionville Heritage Conservation District 
Preliminary Proposal to Relocate Barn (16.11) 
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 

 Memo 
 
See attached staff memorandum and material. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
That Heritage Markham supports Heritage Section staff meeting with Asset Management 
and Community Services staff to discuss the implications of the potential relocation and 
restoration of the barn/stable at 160 Main Street to the Stiver Mill property; and, 
 
That if the addition of the structure to the Stiver Mill property is supported by the 
affected City departments, Heritage Markham will support further discussion with the 
property owners and the project funding partner regarding the barn/stable relocation and 
restoration, with further details coming back to the committee for review and comment 
prior to being considered by Markham Council. 
 
 
 
12. Financial Assistance, 

1 Millbrook Gate, 
42 George Street, 
819 Bur Oak Avenue, 
14 Eureka Street,  
13 Main Street Unionville, 
20 Union Street, 
Designated Heritage Property Grant Applications 
- Review of 2018 Applications (16.11) 
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 
   P. Wokral, Heritage Planner 

 Memo 
 
See attached staff memorandum and material. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
That Heritage Markham supports the funding of the following six grant applications in 
the amounts noted at a total cost of $27,024.33 subject to conditions noted on the 
individual summary sheets: 
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• 1 Millbrook Gate (up to $4,206.43); 
• 42 George Street ($4,407.00); 
• 819 Bur Oak Avenue ($2,758.33); 
• 14 Eureka Street ($5,000.00); 
• 131 Main Street Unionville ($5,000.00); 
• 20 Union Street ($4,859.00) 

 
 
 
13. Financial Assistance, 

2977 16th Avenue, 
83 Main Street North, 
11 Joseph Street 
76 Main Street North, 
87 Main Street North, 
2018 Commercial Façade, 
Grant Program and Signage Improvement, 
- Review of 2018 Grant Applications (16.11) 
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 
   P. Wokral, Heritage Planner 

 Memo 
 
See attached staff memorandum and material. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
That Heritage Markham supports a matching grant of up to $5,000.00 for the installation 
of historically appropriate new windows on the non-heritage portion of the building at 
2977 16th Avenue subject to the new windows being a substantial improvement to the 
current windows and the applicant obtaining a heritage permit; and, 
 
That Heritage Markham supports a matching grant of up to $2,175.25 for the selective 
replacement of damaged bricks and repointing of the masonry walls of 76 Main Street 
North subject to the applicant obtaining a heritage permit; and, 
 
That Heritage Markham supports $1,132.83 of grant assistance for the proposed 
replacement of rotting trim and painting of the façade at 83 Main Street North; and, 
  
That Heritage Markham does not support grant assistance for the proposed repairs of the 
exterior concrete curbing and steps of 87 Main St. North because these are not considered 
to be significant heritage attributes, or a façade feature of the building; and, 
 
That Heritage Markham supports grant assistance for the replacement of the steel 
entrance door at 11 Joseph Street provided that it reflects a traditional commercial door 
design and is approved by a heritage permit; and, 
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That Heritage Markham supports grant assistance for the repairs made to the exterior 
masonry walls at 11 Joseph Street, provided that the owner obtains a heritage permit to 
permanently re-install drainage pipes that previously directed water away from the 
exterior walls and that the cost of levelling the adjacent interlocking pavers is broken out 
of the invoiced cost to the repairs of the brick walls; and further, 
 
That Heritage Markham does not support grant assistance for the relevelling of the 
interlocking pavers that abut the exterior walls of 11 Joseph Street because they are not 
considered to be part of the façade.  
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Part Five - Studies/Projects Affecting Heritage Resources - Updates 
 
The following projects impact in some manner the heritage planning function of the City 
of Markham.  The purpose of this summary is to keep the Heritage Markham Committee 
apprised of the projects’ status.  Staff will only provide a written update when 
information is available, but members may request an update on any matter. 
 

a) Markham Official Plan 2014 (partially in force)  
b) Rouge National Urban Park Proposal 
c) Main Street Markham Streetscape Redevelopment (Highway 407-16th 

Avenue) 
d) Doors Open Markham 2018 
e) Heritage Week, February 2018 
f) Morgan Park Revitalization Master Plan, Markham Village 
g) Library/Veterans Park Revitalization Master Plan, Markham Village 
h) Victoria Square Heritage Conservation District Study 
i) Review of Development Standards – All Heritage Districts 
j) Main Street Unionville Community Vision Plan (2014) - Implementation 
k) Unionville Heritage Conservation District Plan Amendments 
l) Unionville Heritage Centre Secondary Plan 
m) Unionville Core Area Streetscape Master Plan (2018) 
n) Unionville Community Vision Plan Pattern Book 
o) Update to Markham Village Heritage Conservation District Plan (2018) 
p) New Secondary Plan for Markham Village (2017) 
q) Comprehensive Zoning By-law Project (2017) 

 
 
14. Review of Properties on Wales Avenue, 

South of Gleason Avenue (16.11) 
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 

 Memo 
 
See attached staff memorandum and material. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
That Heritage Markham Committee receive as information. 
 
Or 
 
That Heritage Markham Committee recommends that the following properties be added 
to the Markham Register of Property of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest: 
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Property Address  Reason for Listing 
XXX    XXX 
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Part Six - New Business 
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Heritage Markham Committee Meeting 
City of Markham 

March 14, 2018 
Canada Room, Markham Civic Centre 

 
 

Members 
David Nesbitt, Chair 
Councillor Valerie Burke 
Maria Cerone 
Ian Darling 
Ken Davis 
Graham Dewar 
Evelin Ellison 
Anthony Farr 
Councillor Don Hamilton 
David Johnston 
Jennifer Peters-Morales  
Councillor Karen Rea 
Zuzana Zila 
 
 

Regrets 
  

Staff 
Regan Hutcheson, Manager, Heritage Planning 
George Duncan, Senior Heritage Planner  
Peter Wokral, Heritage Planner 
Alida Tari, Council/Committee Coordinator 
 
 
David Nesbitt, Chair, convened the meeting at 7:20 PM by asking for any disclosures of 
interest with respect to items on the agenda.  
 
Councillor Valerie Burke disclosed an interest with respect to Item # 6, by nature of 
living next door to the subject property, and did not take part in the discussion of or vote 
on the question of the approval of this matter. 
 
David Johnston disclosed an interest with respect to Item # 6, by nature of being the 
Architect of the project, and did not take part in the discussion of or vote on the question 
of the approval of this matter. 
 
 
1. Approval of Agenda (16.11)  
 
A) Addendum Agenda 

• There were no addendum agenda items 
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B) New Business from Committee Members 
• Ian Darling – Indigenous Land Acknowledgement 
• David Johnston – 15 Wales Avenue 
• George Duncan – Unionville Arms proposed awning  
• David Johnston – Personal Matter 

 
Heritage Markham Recommends: 
 
That the March 14, 2018 Heritage Markham Committee agenda be approved. 

CARRIED 
 
 
2. Minutes of the February 14, 2018, 

Heritage Markham Committee Meeting (16.11) 
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 

 
Recommendation: 
 
That the minutes of the Heritage Markham Committee meeting held on February 14, 
2018 be received and adopted. 

CARRIED 
 
 
3. In-Camera Minutes of the January 10, 2018, 

Heritage Markham Committee Meeting (16.11) 
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 

  
Recommendation: 
 
That the minutes of the In-Camera Heritage Markham Committee meeting held on 
January 10, 2018 be received and adopted. 

CARRIED 
 
 
4. Heritage Permit Application, 

North Side of John Street, 
Delegated Approvals: Heritage Permits (16.11) 

 File Number: HE 18 109505 
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 

 
Recommendation: 
 
That Heritage Markham receive the information on heritage permits approved by 
Heritage Section staff under the delegated approval process. 

CARRIED 
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5. Building Permit Application, 

4802 Highway 7 East, Unionville, 
60 Main Street North, Markham Village, 
28 Markham Street, Markham Village, 
6041 Highway 7 east, Markham Village, 
Delegated Approvals: Building Permits (16.11) 

 File Number: 16 117250 NH 
   17 157296 AL 
   18 107113 HP 
   18 108821 HL 

Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 
 
Recommendation: 
 
That Heritage Markham receive the information on building permits approved by 
Heritage Section staff under the delegated approval process 

CARRIED 
 
 
6. Site Plan Control Application, 

30 Colborne Street, Thornhill Heritage Conservation District, 
Status of City Approvals and Permits (16.11) 

 File Number: SC 17 168354 
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 

 
Councillor Valerie Burke disclosed an interest with respect to Item # 6, by nature of 
living next door to the subject property, and did not take part in the discussion of or vote 
on the question of the approval of this matter. 
 
David Johnston disclosed an interest with respect to Item # 6, by nature of being the 
Architect of the project, and did not take part in the discussion of or vote on the question 
of the approval of this matter. 
 
The Committee stated their concerns with the John Ramsden House being left open 
during the construction and potential exposure to severe weather elements, and requested 
that staff provide an update on the protection and preservation of the Heritage dwelling.  
Staff reviewed the details outlined in the memo and noted that once a building permit is 
issued, any issues and/or concerns are no longer dealt with through the By-law 
Enforcement Department, but rather with the City’s Building Inspector.  Staff advised 
that the building permit was issued on February 28, 2018.  It is currently an active 
building site, and the City’s building department is responsible to oversee the 
development site.  Staff also advised that there were a set of plans submitted and 
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approved, and that if the owner does not fulfill the requirements of the approved plans or 
deviates from the approved drawings the City has a Letter of Credit to remedy any issues.  
 
There was discussion regarding whether it is appropriate to follow up with the City’s 
building inspector, and request that he be reminded of the Heritage property.  The 
Committee inquired as to what process should be followed if any members of the 
community identify any concerns during the construction process.  Staff advised that any 
issues or concerns should be directed to the City’s Contact Centre by phone or via email.  
 
Recommendation: 
 
That Heritage Markham receive the staff memorandum on the status of City approvals 
and permits at 30 Colborne Street for information purposes. 

CARRIED 
 
 
7. Heritage Building Evaluations, 

North Markham Planning District (Future Urban Area) (16.11) 
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 
   C. Jay, North District Manager 

 
 
Recommendation: 
 
That the findings of the Building Evaluation Sub-Committee for the following North 
Markham Planning District  properties listed on the Register of Property of Cultural 
Heritage Value, be endorsed:  

• 3151 Elgin Mills Road (Group 2);  
• 4075 Elgin Mills Road (Group 2); 
• 10725 Kennedy Road (Group 2); 
• 4638 Major Mackenzie Drive, (Group 2); and  
• 10508 Warden Avenue (Group 3); and, 

 
That the City’s North Markham Planning District Manager be advised of the results of 
the research and classification. 

CARRIED 
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8. Site Plan Control Application, 

Zoning By-law Amendment Application, 
206 Main Street, Unionville Heritage Conservation District, 
Proposed Redevelopment of Property (16.11) 

 File Number: OP/ZA SC 17 170770 
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 
   P. Wokral, Heritage Planner 

 
The applicant has requested a further deferral. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
That Heritage Markham defers review of the planning applications for 206 Main Street 
Unionville to the April 2018 meeting. 

CARRIED 
 
 
9. Site Plan Control Application, 

171 Main Street North, Markham Village Heritage Conservation District, 
On-Site Relocation and Addition to a Heritage Dwelling (16.11) 

 File Number: 18 160560 
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 
   G. Duncan, Project Planner 

 
George Duncan, Project Planner addressed the Committee and summarized the details 
outlined in the memo.  He outlined the proposed changes versus the original application 
submitted in 2014 and noted that everything proposed is within the existing variances.   
 
There was discussion regarding tree preservation and some removal of trees. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
That Heritage Markham supports the proposed alterations and addition to the dwelling at 
171 Main Street North from a heritage perspective, subject to the applicant: 

• Retaining and restoring any existing heritage windows, in consultation with 
Heritage Section staff; and 

• Entering in a Site Plan Agreement including the usual conditions regarding 
materials, colours, etc.; and, 
 

That the height of the first floor of the heritage house above grade after relocation onto its 
new foundation should generally reflect the existing first floor height. 

CARRIED 
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10. Site Plan Control Application, 

14 George Street, Markham Village Heritage Conservation District, 
Residential Addition and Attached Garage: 
Outcome of Architectural Review Sub-Committee (16.11) 

 File Number: SC 18 182371 
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 
   G. Duncan, Project Planner 

 
George Duncan, Project Planner summarized the details outlined in the memo, and noted 
that all the suggestions made by the Architectural Subcommittee have been dealt with. 
 
There was brief discussion regarding the proposed height of the new addition in relation 
to the existing dwelling and adjacent dwellings. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
That Heritage Markham supports the alterations to the heritage dwelling and the revised 
design for the proposed addition at 14 George Street from a heritage perspective, which 
includes the modifications to the windows recommended by the Architectural Review 
Sub-Committee; and, 
 
That the height of the first floor of the heritage house above grade after relocation onto its 
new foundation should generally reflect the existing first floor height; and further, 
 
That the applicant enter into a Site Plan Agreement, including the standard conditions 
regarding materials, colours, etc. 

CARRIED 
 
 
11. Information, 

Unionville Commercial Core Pattern book Update (16.11) 
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 

 
Regan Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning delivered a presentation regarding the 
Unionville Commercial Core Pattern Book.  It was explained that the creation of a 
Pattern Book was a recommendation of the Main Street Unionville Community Vision 
Plan and Council directed staff to produce a document that would provide guidance for 
new intensification reflective of the Vision Plan.  Of particular importance was guidance 
on how to introduce new multi-unit residential development in a three (3) to three and 
half (3 ½ ) storey form in the commercial core area. 
 
Mr. Hutcheson indicated the document consists of two sections: village design guidelines 
to help regulate development and provide development standards, and architectural 
guidelines highlighting four recommended style approaches. 

20 20



Heritage Markham Minutes 
March 14, 2018 
Page 7 
 

 

 
Mr. Hutcheson briefly reviewed the Vision Plan objectives, existing conditions in the 
core area that impact development (including the TRCA restrictions on development 
potential in certain areas), a regulating plan, block structure, frontage/build to lines, vista 
termination/view shed, and parking opportunities.  The proposed General Development 
Standards include the type of building massing and design treatment features that are 
both encouraged and discouraged. The massing guidelines limit height to 3 ½ storeys and 
a footprint of 3,750 sq ft per building component, but noted that these components can be 
linked together by connector buildings to create larger developments.  The architectural 
style section focuses on styles typical to Unionville that could lend themselves to larger 
building masses:  Vernacular/Gothic Revival; Georgian/Regency; Italianate and 
Edwardian.  Basic massing and composition illustrations are provided for each style. 
 
The Committee thanked staff for the presentation and look forward to receiving a copy of 
the book following Council endorsement. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
That Heritage Markham Committee receive the presentation on the Pattern Book as 
information and looks forward to utilizing the Pattern Book as a companion document to 
the Unionville Heritage Conservation District Plan to achieve the type of complementary 
multi-unit/ multi-storey infill development as envisioned in the Main Street Unionville 
Community Vision Plan. 

CARRIED 
 
 
12. Unionville Commercial Core Area 

Streetscape Master Plan 2018 (16.11) 
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning 
   A. Johnson, Streetscape Coordinator 
   E. Wimmer, Senior Planner, Urban Design 

 
Regan Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning briefly summarized the details outlined 
in the memo. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
That Heritage Markham Committee receive as information the update on the work being 
undertaken on the Unionville Core Area Streetscape Master Plan (2018) 
 

CARRIED 
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13. Victoria Square Heritage Conservation District Study 
Outcome of Study and Public Process (16.11) 
Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning    

 
George Duncan, Project Planner summarized the details outlined in the memo.   
 
There was discussion regarding the purpose of Heritage District Area designation, and 
the importance of community support.  The Committee discussed other heritage 
conservation tools that could be used to protect heritage resources.  
 
The Committee suggested that the recommendation include a clause stating that Heritage 
Markham supports pursuing Victoria Square as a Heritage Conservation District area in 
principle. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
That Heritage Markham Committee acknowledges Victoria Square as an area whose 
cultural heritage value contributes to a sense of place extending beyond its individual 
buildings, structures and landscapes, and recognizes Victoria Square as an appropriate 
location for a heritage district; and, 
 
That Heritage Markham recommends that due to the current level of support within the 
Victoria Square Heritage Conservation District study area that further work on the 
heritage district be suspended at this time; and, 
 
That the City continue to use the other available heritage conservation tools to preserve 
properties of cultural heritage value or interest. 

CARRIED 
 
 
14. New Business 
 Indigenous Land Acknowledgement (16.11) 

 Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning    
 
Ian Darling addressed the Committee and suggested that each Heritage Markham 
Committee meeting begin with a statement acknowledging the Indigenous land upon 
which Markham is located. 
 
The Committee discussed whether this would be appropriate for an advisory Committee.   
 
It was suggested that staff report back on whether there is anything in the Heritage 
Markham Committee’s Terms of Reference that prohibits the Committee from including 
such statements as part of their meetings or if there is any City policy or protocol relative 
to Indigenous Land Acknowledgement. 
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Recommendation: 
 
That Heritage Markham recommends staff report back on whether anything would 
prohibit the Committee from including such statements as part of their meetings or if 
there is any City policy or protocol relative to Indigenous Land Acknowledgement. 

CARRIED 
 

 
15. New Business 
 15 Wales Avenue (16.11) 

 Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning    
 
David Johnston addressed the Committee regarding whether staff should investigate 
whether 15 Wales Avenue meets the criteria to have it added to the Heritage Register.  
The subject property is located at the border of the Markham Village Conservation 
District.  
 
There was discussion regarding the process involved to extend a current Heritage 
Conservation District.   
 
Recommendation 
 
That Heritage Markham recommends staff report back on the residential homes on the 
east side of Wales Avenue south of Gleason Avenue with respect to whether any of the 
dwellings meet the criteria to have them added to the Heritage Register. 

CARRIED 
 
 

16. New Business 
 189 Main Street, Unionville 
 Unionville Arms  
 Proposed Awning (16.11) 

 Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning    
 
George Duncan, Project Planner addressed the Committee advising that the restaurant 
Unionville Arms has an outdoor patio and would like to install a retractable awning.  
Staff displayed pictures of what the awning would look like.  It was noted that the impact 
of the proposed awning would appear to be relatively low.   Staff pointed out that the 
installation of the proposed retractable awning requires a building permit. 
 
There was discussion regarding whether this could set a precedent.  In this particular 
property, it was noted that the wooden arbor across the front of the patio would help 
screen the awning.  
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Recommendation: 
 
That Heritage Markham is generally supportive of the concept and recommends the 
request from Unionville Arms to install a retractable awning be referred to Heritage Staff. 

CARRIED 
 
 

17. New Business 
 Personal Matter (16.11) 

 Extracts: R. Hutcheson, Manager of Heritage Planning    
 
David Johnston addressed the Committee to state his concerns with the continuous verbal 
mistreatment, he receives from a member of the public who regularly attends the Heritage 
Markham meetings.  Mr. Johnston informed the Committee of an encounter that occurred 
prior to the start of this meeting.  He believes that no one should have to put up with this 
type of behaviour and that members of the public should be required to abide by the rules 
of decorum set out for all Council and Standing Committees in Markham. 
  
As stated in the Council Procedural By-law Section 7.6 (a) “Members of the public who 
attend a meeting will maintain order and shall not: (iv) use indecent, offensive or 
insulting language or speak disrespectfully to or about an individual.”   Staff advised that 
if a member of the public or Committee member do not abide by this that the Chair has 
the authority to have the individual expelled from the meeting.   
 
 
Adjournment  
 
The Heritage Markham Committee meeting adjourned at 10:43 PM. 
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MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:  Heritage Markham Committee 
 
FROM:   Regan Hutcheson, Manager-Heritage Planning  
 
DATE: April 11, 2018 
 
SUBJECT: Administration 
 Information: Indigenous Land Acknowledgement 
     
 
Application/Proposal 

• At the March 14, 2018 meeting, the Committee discussed whether the committee 
meetings should begin with the Chair reading a statement acknowledging the Indigenous 
land upon which Markham in located. 

• Staff was requested by the Committee to report back on whether anything would prohibit 
the Committee from including such statements as part of its meetings or if there is any 
City policy or protocol relative to Indigenous Land Acknowledgement. 

 
Background 

• At the beginning of Markham Council meetings, the Mayor now reads an Indigenous 
Land Acknowledgement. (Attachment 1). 

 
Staff Comment 

• The Manager of Heritage Planning contacted the City’s Clerks Department and there is 
nothing in the Committee’s Terms of Reference or any City protocol that would require 
or preclude such a statement from being read. 

• It would be up to the Committee to determine if it wishes to include such a statement in 
its meeting proceedings. 

 
Suggested Recommendation for Heritage Markham  
 
THAT Heritage Markham Committee receive as information. 
  
  
File: Q:\Development\Heritage\HERITAGE MARKHAM FILES\MEMBERS\Indigenous Acknowledgement\HM April 2018.doc 
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Attachment 1 
  
  
This is the statement the Mayor reads at the beginning of Council meetings: 
 
 
INDIGENOUS LAND ACKNOWLEDGEMENT  
 
We begin today by acknowledging that we walk upon the traditional territories of 
Indigenous Peoples and we recognize their history, spirituality, culture, and 
stewardship of the land. 
We are grateful to all Indigenous groups for their commitment to protect the land 
and its resources and we are committed to reconciliation, partnership and 
enhanced understanding.  
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MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:  Heritage Markham Committee 
 
FROM:  Peter Wokral, Heritage Planner 
 
DATE: April 11, 2018 
 
SUBJECT: Site Plan Control and Official Plan and Zoning By-law Amendment 

Applications 
 206 Main Street Unionville, The Stiver House 
 OP/ZA/SC 17 170770 
    
Property/Building Description:  1storey, single detached, Regency Style dwelling constructed 

in 1829, with modern addition to rear. 
Use: Vacant Retail Store 
Heritage Status: Designated under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act and 

classified as a Group A building or buildings that define the 
heritage character of the district. 

 
Application/Proposal 

• The City has received an Official Plan and Zoning Amendment as well as a Site Plan 
Control application from Stiver Lane Inc. in support of a proposed redevelopment of the 
property; 

• The applicant is proposing to demolish the modern additions made to the rear of the 
Stiver House, and replace them with a new, smaller, one and one half storey, 120 m2 
(1,291 ft2) addition intended for retail use; 

• The applicant also proposes to construct a four storey,  2,962.20 m2 (31,885.9 ft2) 
residential building with 14 luxury residential units and one level of underground parking 
at the rear of the property (See proposed Site Plan and Elevations); 

• A surface parking lot to service the commercial parking requirements is located between 
the two new buildings; 

• The proposed Official Plan Amendment seeks to permit a four storey building whereas 
only two storey buildings are permitted in the Unionville Heritage Conservation District; 

• The proposed Zoning By-law Amendment seeks to permit a building to have a Building 
Height of 15.2m whereas the Zoning By-law only permits buildings to have a maximum 
height of 10.7m (which effectively limits buildings to two storeys in height) and to permit 
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a multi-residential building having no commercial uses on the ground floor, whereas the 
By-law only permits residential units located above a commercial use; 
 
 

Background 
• In addition to not complying with the policies of the new Official Plan and the provisions 

of the Zoning By-law, the proposed multi-residential building does not conform with the 
Unionville Main Street Community Vision Plan which was endorsed by Council in 2015 
and is to be implemented by a future Unionville Secondary Plan and Architectural Pattern 
Book; 

• The Unionville Vision Plan envisions 2 to 3 ½ storey buildings with traditional gabled 
roofs with irregular massing and form, as well as a pedestrian right of way at the rear of 
the property intended to link and service the rear of the properties along the west side of 
Main Street. (See illustrations of the subject property from the Unionville Vision Plan); 

• The City’s Planning Department is nearing completion of its work on the Pattern Book 
using the same consultants that developed the Vision Plan and will be presenting a draft 
of the Pattern Book to the Development Services Committee on April 16, 2018.  The 
purpose of the Pattern Book is to provide guidance to developers, owners and in 
understanding the design principles that will create development compatible with the 
character of the area (how to introduce complementary new multi-unit residential 
development in a 3 to 3 ½ storey form at an village scale); 

• The following rationale is provided by the applicant for the proposed multi-storey 
residential building and the proposed Official Plan and Zoning By-law amendments: 

o The Province’s desire to see residential intensification in established urban areas,  
o The height of the proposed building does not negatively impact the historic 

character of the District or neighbouring homes due to its setback from Main 
Street and distance from neighbouring homes; 

o Although there are no commercial uses located on the ground floor of the multi-
storey residential building, additional commercial space is being provided 
elsewhere on the site in the form of an addition to the Stiver House; 

o The Second Empire Design of the proposed building will enhance the heritage 
character of the District; 

o The building is intended to employ several sustainability measures such as roof-
top solar panels so that it will be a net zero building.  

 
 

Staff Comment 
 Demolition 

• Staff has no objection to the demolition of the existing modern additions currently 
attached to the Stiver House; 

 Proposed Commercial Addition 
• Staff supports the  proposed form, scale and massing of the proposed new commercial 

addition to the rear of the Stiver House, but recommends simplification of the window 
treatment; 
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 Vegetation/Tree Loss 
• Of the 28 trees on the subject property, 27 are proposed to be removed because they are 

either undersized, dead, unhealthy, or will be impacted by the proposed excavations and 
building foundations. The trees along the north and west property line appear to have 
grown from seed as opposed to have being intentionally planted. Staff recommends that 
some space on the site be dedicated to the planting of native specimen trees to help re-
establish the village character of the site in the future.  Other replacement trees could be 
planted nearby, perhaps in cooperation with the adjacent school site; 

  
 Proposed Residential Building 

• Staff has prepared the following chart to illustrate how the proposed multi-storey 
residential building conforms or does not conform with the recommended guidelines 
contained  in the draft Architectural Pattern Book: 
 

Section 2.4 Regulating Plan 
Cultural Heritage Resources 
- Heritage resources should be 
conserved and integrated into 
development in a manner that is 
consistent with principals of 
good heritage conservation, the 
Unionville Heritage 
Conservation District Plan, and 
Markham’s Official Plan cultural 
heritage policies. 
 
New development should respect 
the scale, setbacks, proportions, 
visual relationships, topography 
and materials of the historic 
context. 

 
The proposed redevelopment retains and incorporates the historic 
Stiver House in its original location with an architecturally 
compatible addition. 
 
It may be advisable to recommend that interior features of the Stiver 
House be individually designated under the Ontario Heritage Act to 
protect them.  There are original doors and trim work which date 
from an early period. This would require an amendment to the 
designation by-law as this property is protected by a Part IV 
(individual) designation. 
 
Scale of the new development is an issue in relation to the its size 
compared with other village buildings. 

Building Heights 
Traditional heights are 1-2 
storeys 
Enhanced height up to 3 ½ 
storeys is supported but setbacks 
are introduced  
Three zones; 
Zone 1- 0- 20m – up to 2 storeys 
Zone 2- 20 to 40 m – up to 2 ½ 
storeys 
Zone 3 – past 40m- up to 3 ½ 
storeys 
 
 
 
 

 
The proposed addition to the Stiver House is 1 ½  storeys and is in 
Zone 2 (complies). 
 
The proposed new building is four storeys in height  and is in Zone 3 
(does not comply). 
 
 

29 29



Streets, Internal Lanes and 
Walkways 
- Includes the location of 
Required Vehicular Access 
Ways (RVAW) and 
Pedestrian/Vehicular Access 
Ways (PVAW) 
-these are desired to provide 
access for waste and fire 
services, as well as providing 
access for moving trucks. 
- Pedestrians access is also 
desirable. 

 
 
The Regulating Plan illustrates a Vehicular Access Way along the 
west boundary of the property and a connector access way adjacent 
to the south side of the property which would connect Main Street to 
the westerly Vehicular Access Way.  This was in response to 
requirements from Markham Waste and Fire Services to provide 
appropriate access for their services. 
 
The current proposal does not include the rear Vehicular Access 
Way (or a pedestrian access way in the same location as originally 
contemplated in the Vision Plan).  The applicant does not support 
this route given it would currently dead end at the Arena (which is 
not expected to be redeveloped in the near future) and its use would 
rely on a connector lane access being from the adjacent property (202 
Main St) to the south (which we are told does not wish to participate 
at this time). 
 
The application does propose a possible future connection to the 
Arena site off of the commercial parking area.  This could allow a 
future access connection between the Arena and other properties to 
the south when, or if, they develop.  This option would have to be 
included within the Site Plan Agreement. 
 
Fire Services has indicated it would be able to fight fires with the 
proposed driveway and parking lot configuration. 
 
Waste Collection issues such as providing an internal collection 
space for waste and recycling and appropriate pavement widths, 
turning radiuses and turn-around features to prevent collection trucks 
from having to back-up onto Main Street have not been provided. 
 

Open Space/Non-Build 
Areas 
- these are specific areas which 
will likely always be open. 
Also see Vistas section 

 
 
There is such an open area on the adjacent property to the south 
(Jake’s Restaurant Patio) which provides enhanced visibility to the 
proposed development. Of special note will be the south and east 
facades of the new development as they are visible from Main Street 
through the driveway, and through the neighbouring open space patio 
area to the south. 

Private Open Space/ Shared 
Outdoor Amenity Areas 
In some cases, these types of 
spaces can become publicly 
accessible in new development 
scenarios. 
 
 

 
 
There is no private open space or shared outdoor amenity areas being 
proposed.  Private amenity areas are provides through terraces/patio 
spaces incorporated into the building design. 
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Parking, Access, Utilities 
and Site Services 
- these should be located away 
from public realm/public views 
and/or with appropriate 
screening or landscaping 

 
 
Parking is provided in two ways:  commercial parking is provided at-
grade between the new residential building and the Stiver House/new 
Addition.  Residential parking is provided underground.  At grade 
parking will be generally screened by the Stiver House complex and 
possible landscaping.  
 
Underground parking garage door is placed to the north so it is 
generally screened by the proposed Stiver House buildings. 
 
Access to the parking is off of Main Street on a non-shared driveway. 
It would be preferable not to have two driveways adjacent to each 
other (206 and 202 Main St) from a design perspective (and as per 
the Vision Plan), but the applicant indicates the adjacent owner is not 
interested. 
 
Garbage and Recycling collection storage will be inside the new 
building, but how this material is collected is still an outstanding 
issue.   
 
Site Services – transformers, utility metres, communications boxes, 
HVAC units, solar panels, ventilation shafts/ grates- need to 
determine their location and review how they are screened.  Solar 
panels are proposed for the roof structure and are proposed to be 
screened through architectural elements of the building. 
 

Grade Relationship to New 
Building 
- new development to relate 
directly to existing or natural 
grade 
- avoid artificially raised or 
lowered grades 

 
 
Existing grades appear to be maintained. 
The grading around the historic Stiver House foundation should be 
corrected – more of the foundation treatment is exposed than should 
be. 

Build-to-Lines 
- these regulating lines are along 
streets, lanes, open space 
frontages 
- they define the block face for 
building placement so that each 
building façade fronting on the 
line should occupy that line for 
the percentage occupancy 
specified. 
- there is lower and higher 
numbers in the range of 
occupancy 

 
The suggested Build to Frontage requirement for this property along 
Main Street frontage is 80-100%.  This would be desirable if the lot 
was empty.  In this case, the heritage building and the driveway 
occupy this frontage with the heritage building occupying 
approximately 50%. 
 
The suggested Build to Frontage requirement along the lane to the 
south of this development is 75 to 90%.  The current proposal 
occupies approximately 43% 
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2.6 Frontage 
- references the percentage of 
new building facades required to 
occupy the build-to-line as well 
as the quality of the architecture 
- Primary frontages are most 
visible and require high quality 
architectural design 
- Secondary frontages are more 
service oriented and not subject 
to the same design rigor.  

 
The proposed architectural treatment on all frontages of the proposed 
development is considered by staff to be of a high quality of 
architectural design. 

2.7 Vista Terminations and 
View Shed  
- there are specific vista 
termination and view sheds 
which demand enhanced 
architectural treatments  

 
 
One such vista or view shed is the south façade and front elevation of 
the new residential building due to the open space patio (Jakes) – this 
will be a key view from Main Street. 
 
Staff has made some suggestions to provide an enhanced 
architectural feature at the southeast corner of the building. 

2.8 Parking 
- design measures are provided 
for each type of parking scenario 
- surface parking – away from 
primary frontages, to the rear, 
screened if necessary 
- below grade parking structures 
- enclosed at-grade parking – 
encapsulated within the building,  
envelope, designed to appear as 
part of the building with 
appropriate architectural 
treatment 
- stand alone above grade 
parking structure with 
appropriate architectural design 
and screening of use 

 
As noted, the residential parking is underground and the commercial 
parking is at-grade (and appears to be adequately screened due to 
placement of the parking behind the Stiver House complex. 

2.14 Building Massing and 
Design Treatment 
- to be appropriate in size and 
scale 
- see type of development that is 
encouraged as well as what is 
discouraged 
 

Encouraged: 
- new buildings to be residential 
in character, scale and 
proportions 
 
 
 
 
 
- complementary roof 
lines/slopes 

Proposed Development 
- The proposal cannot be said to 
be in scale with adjacent 
buildings, but its positioning at 
the rear of the property does help 
to mitigate the comparatively 
large scale.  
 
 
- mansard roof is not preferred 
and cannot be said to be 
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- simple yet varied massing – 
primary building mass with 
attached minor wings 
subordinate to the main building 
 
 
- building forms with multiple 
building masses tied together 
with hyphens between – each 
with its own shared entrance 
 
- Use of porches 
- limited balconies 
- roof terraces 
 
- special architectural features 
(bay windows, entry doors, 
veranda, porches 
 
 
 
 
- all facades should have 
consistent and cohesive design 
elements- limited window and 
door types, simple material 
palette. 
 
 
 
 
- materials- high quality, durable 
complementary to heritage area 
(Brick, wood, wood-like) 
 
- side and rear elevation with 
high exposures and visibility 
should be highly articulated and 
consistent with front elevation 
 
 
 
 
 
 

complementary to the forms of 
adjacent buildings 
 
 
- The massing is varied, but the 
building is not reflective of the 
“primary building with wings” 
concept as envisioned. 
 
 
The building does not reflect this 
concept and there is one main 
entrance 
 
 
 
There are a number of inset 
balconies/terraces  
 
Architectural features are 
provided by the exterior wall 
treatment, windows, and 
dormers.  Staff recommends 
simplification/ more reflective of 
Unionville. 
 
The façade is generally 
consistent with similar window 
treatments. 
Windows and masonry wall 
treatments need to be simplified 
to reflect Unionville 19th century 
vernacular detailing and building 
traditions. 
 
- materials appear to be high 
quality 
 
 
- The side and rear elevations as 
proposed are highly articulated 
and all are treated as primary 
frontages. 
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Discouraged: 
- formal massing with long 
unbroken façade lengths  and 
overly repetitive motifs 
 
- flat, blank walls visible to 
public 
 
- large scale elements- ganged 
windows, extensive glazing 
 
 
 
 
 
- overly complicated massing 
 
 
-tall, 3 ½ storey massing without 
stepping down 
 
- corridor buildings with single 
entrances and single cores 
 
- excessive uses of projecting 
balconies 
 
 
- highly visible outdoor/roof top 
terraces especially visible from 
Main Street 
 

 
- the façade is broken up with 
breaks in the architectural 
treatment 
 
- no blank walls 
 
 
-ganged dormer windows of the 
mansard roof are too large in 
scale and do not reflect authentic 
19th century Unionville 
examples.  There is no extensive 
glazing 
 
-proposed massing is not overly 
complicated 
 
- entire building is 4 storeys, and 
does not step down 
 
- this is a corridor building with a 
single entrance and core 
 
- there are no projecting 
balconies, they are part of the 
building design. 
 
- terraces are visible from Main 
Street but are somewhat hidden 
by being incorporated within the 
massing of the building. 
 

Massing Guidelines 
Building Height 
- max height is 3 storeys 
- measured from roof eave to 
ground 
 
- occupied roof is permitted 
above the 3rd floor to an area 
equal to 75% of the floor area 
below the roof. 
 
- maximum height of ground 
floor measured to the finished 
floor above is 4.2 m 
 
 

 
 
The proposed development is 4 storeys in height with the fourth floor 
contained within a Mansard roof.  Extended mansard roof makes the 
building taller. 
 
 
The occupied roof floor is greater than 75% of the floor area below 
(likely close to 100%) 
 
 
 
The height of the ground floor is 3.65m 
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- maximum floor to floor height 
is 3.2m 
 
Building Size 
- maximum footprint of a three 
storey portion is 360 m2 
 
 
 
- use of linkage buildings to 
create greater mass 
 
-The Second Empire style is not 
one of the preferred architectural 
styles, if used the maximum 
height is two storeys with the 
third floor being the mansard 
roof (in a form and proportion of 
a 19th C roof). 
 
 
 
Façade Treatment 
- facades must be articulated 
every 12m with a change in 
façade plane a min of 2m or a 
change in eave height of one 
storey 

The height of each floor above the ground level is 3.45m which is 
greater than suggested 
 
 
The footprint of the building is 740.55 m2 which is more than double 
the maximum footprint recommended (360 m2).  To comply with the 
Pattern Book, there would have to be two smaller buildings linked 
together 
 
The proposed residential building is one large building although it is 
articulated with setbacks in the walls to create distinct bays. 
 
A mansard roof treatment is used. 
The proposed building is one level higher than recommended if a 
Second Empire style is to be used. 
 
In an effort to conceal the proposed roof-top solar panels and 
mechanical equipment some portions of the mansard roof are overly 
heavy looking, do not reflect authentic 19th century proportions and 
contribute to the building being out of scale with neighbouring 
buildings. 
 
 
The façade does not exceed 12m without articulation, but does not 
step back the recommended 2m, the eave heights vary by one storey 
from the proposed corner tower element and the central bay of the 
south façade. 

3.1 Architectural Style 
- four basic architectural styles 
are preferred 

• Vernacular/Gothic 
• Georgian/ Regency 
• Italianate 
• Edwardian Classical 

 
The proposed style is Second Empire which is not a preferred style 
due to the way in which it is often distorted in modern times from the 
authentic 19th century proportions. 
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General Comments  

• Staff supports the choice of a complementary, red, clay, Ontario sized brick as the 
primary exterior cladding of the proposed building; 
 

• Staff supports the separation of commercial and residential uses with the proposed 
surface parking area, and the underground residential parking and potential to connect to 
a future underground parking garage to the south; 
 

• Staff supports the interior designation of heritage attributes inside the Stiver House; 
 

• Having reviewed the Unionville Heritage Conservation District Plan, the Official Plan, 
the Main Street Unionville Community Vision Plan and the draft Unionville Commercial 
Core Patter Book, Staff is of the opinion that the following elements of the proposed 
multi-storey residential building are not supportable at this time for the following reasons: 
 

o The building is too high, and although only proposed to have four inhabitable 
storeys, the building approaches the height of an average five storey building in 
some places due to the double height mansard roofs and the approximately 11 ft. 
floor to ceiling heights; 
 

o Staff recommends that the building be no higher than three and one half storeys 
and would prefer the use of gable roofs as it is the most common historic roof 
form in Unionville; 
 

o If a mansard roof approach is used, as per the Pattern Book, the building should be 
three storeys in height with the third floor being the mansard roof.  If the applicant 
still wishes to pursue four storeys with a mansard roof, the fourth storey should be 
contained by the authentic proportions of a 19th century mansard roof based on 
Markham examples of the Second Empire style; 

 
o The massing and scale of the of the building is monolithic rather than being 

broken up into smaller masses or extensions more similar in scale to the existing 
heritage buildings on Main Street or the scale and massing of new infill buildings 
depicted in the Unionville Vision Plan.   The massing of the proposed building 
could be made more compatible through greater variations in the setbacks of 
adjacent bays and changes in the heights of the roof eaves; 

 
o The Second Empire style as proposed on the building is not utilized in a way that 

references the historical precedents of the style found in Markham and Unionville 
and should be simplified to reflect local 19th century detailing and building 
traditions (wall and window treatment); 
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o The proposed double height portions of the mansard roof appear too heavy, 
contribute to an inappropriate scale in comparison to the historic buildings of 
Unionville and do follow the patterns of 19th century examples found in 
Markham.  In local 19th century mansard roof buildings, the floor contained within 
the roof has a reduced floor area because the interior walls are set back a few feet 
from the exterior walls to allow the top of the roof to curve in from the exterior 
walls, this is reflected in the Draft Pattern Book by recommending that the top 
floor plate be limited to a maximum of 75% of the lower floor plates;  

 
o The location of the proposed multi-storey building precludes the development of 

any future vehicular or pedestrian connection between the neighbouring properties 
to the north and south as recommended in the Unionville Vision Plan. Even 
though the realization of this secondary access may be several years in the future, 
if the land is not obtained through development, it will never be achieved.   

 
 

Suggested Recommendation for Heritage Markham  
 
THAT Heritage Markham has no objection from a heritage perspective to the demolition of the 
modern additions made to the rear of the Stiver House; 
 
THAT Heritage Markham has no objection from a heritage perspective to the proposed form and 
massing of the one and one half storey new addition to the Stiver House, but recommends 
simplification of the window treatment; 
 
THAT Heritage Markham recommends the Part IV designation by-law protecting the Stiver 
House be amended to identity interior architectural features as heritage attributes, including doors 
and trim work 
 
Option 1 
THAT the proposed re-development of 206 Main Street Unionville be referred to the 
Architectural Review Sub-Committee for further review and discussion, and that final comments 
be provided at the May 2018 meeting of Heritage Markham, after providing the members of the 
Sub-Committee the opportunity to view the scale model of the proposed development. 
  
Or 
 
Option 2 
THAT Heritage Markham has the following recommendations from a heritage perspective 
regarding the proposed multi-residential apartment building: 
 

• That it not exceed three and one half storeys in height; 
• That the massing be further articulated by greater modulation of the setbacks of building 

bays and adjacent eave heights to better reflect the smaller scale of the existing heritage 
buildings on Main Street;  
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• That the architectural detailing and materials reflect authentic local 19th century examples 
and building traditions; 

• That if the proposed building employs the Second Empire architectural style that the  
mansard roof follow authentic 19th century proportions and patterns of construction and 
not be double height; 

• That the floor to ceiling heights and size of windows be progressively reduced with each 
additional storey to reflect a traditional hierarchy of living space; 

 
THAT Heritage Markham recommends the planting of native specimen trees both on-site and 
nearby as part of this redevelopment to help re-establish the village’s vegetative cover; 
 
THAT Heritage Markham has no objection to the proposed Zoning By-law amendment to permit 
a multi-storey residential building not having commercial units on the ground floor, provided it is 
located at the rear of the property; 
 
THAT Heritage Markham does not support the proposed Official Plan and Zoning By-law 
amendment to permit buildings greater than two stories high as it relates to the current design of 
the multi-storey residential building; 
 
 
 
File: 206 Main Street Unionville 
 
Q:\Development\Heritage\PROPERTY\MAINSTU\206\Heritage Markham Memo February 2018.doc 
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206 Main Street Unionville 
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206 Main Street Unionville 
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Proposed Site Plan 
 

 
 
 
Proposed Elevations 
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Proposed Elevations 
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Artist Rendition of earlier version of design 
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Excerpts from Unionville Main Street Community Vision Plan 2015 
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Vision Plan- typical 3 ½ storey form of intensification 
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Pattern Book – Draft 
Regulating Plan 
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Pattern Book – Draft 
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Comparison of Proposed Building to a 19th Century Second Empire Building 
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MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:  Heritage Markham Committee 
 
FROM:   George Duncan, Senior Heritage Planner 
 
DATE:  April 11, 2018 
 
SUBJECT: Delegated Approvals 

Heritage Permits Approved by Heritage Section Staff 
  
     
 
The following Heritage Permits were approved by Heritage Section staff under the delegated 
approval process: 
 
 
Address Permit Number Work to be Undertaken 
1 Millbrook Gate 
Buttonville Heritage 
Conservation District 

HE 18 227178 Porch repairs, exterior painting, driveway 
re-paving. 

 
 
 
Suggested Recommendation for Heritage Markham  
 
THAT Heritage Markham receive the information on heritage permits approved by Heritage 
Section staff under the delegated approval process 
  
 
 
File Path: 
Q:\Development\Heritage\SUBJECT\Heritage Permits Monthly Delegated Approvals\2018\April 11 2018.doc 
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                                     MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:  Heritage Markham Committee 
 
FROM:  George Duncan, Senior Heritage Planner 
 
DATE: April 11, 2018 
 
SUBJECT: Delegated Approvals 

Building Permits and Sign Permits Approved by Heritage Section Staff 
  
     
 
The following Building Permits and Sign Permits were approved by Heritage Section staff under 
the delegated approval process: 
 
 
Address Permit Number Work to be Undertaken 
5965 Highway 7E 
Markham Village 

18 110371 SP Sign replacement: Esso gas station, re-
branding to Circle K Convenience. 

10 Beech Street 
Markham Village 

17 161156 HP Revised detached garage design. 

20 Water Street 
Markham Village 

18 110898 NH Repairs to concrete pad for generator. 

380 Main Street N. 
Markham Village 

18 225550 SP Sign replacement: Esso gas station, re-
branding to Circle K Convenience. 

 
 
Suggested Recommendation for Heritage Markham  
 
THAT Heritage Markham receive the information on building permits and sign permits approved 
by Heritage Section staff under the delegated approval process. 
 
  
File Path: Q:\Development\Heritage\SUBJECT\Building Permits Delegate Approval\2018\HMApril 11 2018.doc 
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MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:  Heritage Markham Committee 
 
FROM:  Peter Wokral, Heritage Planner 
 
DATE: April 11, 2018 
 
SUBJECT: Variance Application 
 18 David Gohn Circle, Markham Heritage Estates 

Proposed Second Residential Unit in an Existing Garage/Accessory Building 
 A/34/18 
    
Property/Building Description:  1-1/2 storey relocated heritage dwelling constructed c. 1871 
Use: Residential 
Heritage Status: Designated under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act  
 
Application/Proposal 

• The Committee of Adjustment has received a variance application seeking permission to 
convert the second storey of an existing detached garage/accessory building into a second 
residential unit on the property; 

• The variances requested are to permit: 
o a dwelling unit (coach house) within the existing detached garage, whereas an 

accessory building is not permitted to be used for human habitation. 
o two dwelling units on the lands, whereas only one detached dwelling is permitted 

within a relocated building of architectural and/or historic interest on the lands. 
• The ground floor of the existing accessory building is proposed to remain in use as a 

garage and storage area; 
 

Background 
• The detached garage accessory building was constructed in 2011 and required as variance 

to permit a gross floor area 20m2 larger than what was permitted by the Zoning By-law; 
 

Staff Comment 
• Since the proposed conversion of the second floor of the existing accessory building at 18 

David Gohn Circle has no impacts on the exterior of a building that has already been 
reviewed and approved by Heritage Markham, or the aesthetics of Markham Heritage 
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Estates, staff recommends that Heritage Markham has no comment on the requested 
variances; 

• This does not necessarily mean that the proposed second residential unit is supported by 
the City’s Planning staff. 

 
Suggested Recommendation for Heritage Markham  
 
THAT Heritage Markham has no comment from a heritage perspective on the requested variance 
to permit the conversion of the second storey of the existing detached garage/accessory building 
in to second residential unit at 18 David Gohn Circle in Markham Heritage Estates. 
 
 
File: 18 David Gohn Circle 
 
Q:\Development\Heritage\PROPERTY\DAVDGOHN\18\Heritage Markham Memo April 2018.doc     
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18 David Gohn Circle, 
Markham Heritage Estates 
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18 David Gohn Circle 
Markham Heritage Estates 
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MEMORANDUM 
 
TO: Heritage Markham Committee 
 
FROM: George Duncan, Senior Heritage Planner 
 
DATE: April 11, 2018 
 
SUBJECT: SITE PLAN CONTROL APPLICATION SC 14 114082 
 New Single Detached Dwelling and Garage 
 Applicant Request for Cladding Changes 
 19 Maple Lane 
 Unionville Heritage Conservation District 
     
 
Property/Building Description: 

• Two storey dwelling currently under construction, built upon a portion of the foundation 
of a 1950s bungalow (Class C) on the subject property. 

Use: 
• Residential. 

Heritage Status: 
• A Class C (Infill Construction) building within the Unionville Heritage Conservation 

District. 
 
Application/Proposal: 

• The applicant has requested to change the main exterior cladding from horizontal siding 
to brick. Secondary cladding is requested to be changed from horizontal siding to vertical 
board and batten. 
 

Background: 
• This re-building of an older dwelling to essentially create a new infill house was approved 

in January of 2015. 
• The site plan agreement includes references to the approved drawings. The elevations as 

approved in 2015 are attached. 
• The project received a building permit in January of 2015 and construction has been on-

going. 
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• The applicant has requested that most of the house be clad in brick instead of the 
horizontal Hardie Plank cladding originally proposed. Secondary areas are proposed to be 
clad in vertical board and batten siding. 

• Revised elevations are attached, illustrating the proposed change of materials and their 
placement on the building. 
 

Staff Comment: 
• Staff has brought the applicant’s request for the change in cladding material to Heritage 

Markham due to the change in character that will result from this alteration to the 
approved elevations, different from what Heritage Markham reviewed and supported in 
2014. 

• Brick and board and batten siding are recommended materials in the Unionville Heritage 
Conservation District Plan and appears appropriate to the Maple Lane context, which 
contains mainly mid to late 20th century dwellings, except for the former Eckardt 
farmhouse at the termination of the street. 

• The substitution of the cladding materials and revised building elevations, if supported, 
will require an amendment to the site plan agreement, which the applicant will need to 
apply for before proceeding. The building permit may also require a revision. 

• The District Plan recommends brick be Ontario size in a colour and texture that reflects 
local historic brick found in the area. Wood is the recommended material for board and 
batten, however Hardie Plank can be supported if it has a traditional profile and wood-
like appearance. 

 
Suggested Heritage Markham Recommendation: 
 
THAT Heritage Markham supports the change in cladding materials for the house under 
construction at 19 Maple Lane subject to the applicant obtaining an amendment to the site plan 
agreement to substitute the revised elevations, and the proposed brick and board and batten 
siding be reviewed and approved by City (Heritage Section) staff prior to ordering and 
installation; 
 
AND THAT the applicant contact the Building Department to determine if a revision to the 
original building permit is required prior to proceeding with construction. 
 
 
File: 
Q:\Development\Heritage\PROPERTY\MAPLELN\19\HMApril 11 2018.doc 
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MEMORANDUM 
 
TO: Heritage Markham Committee 
 
FROM: George Duncan, Senior Heritage Planner 
 
DATE: April 11, 2018 
 
SUBJECT: HERITAGE BUILDING EVALUATIONS PART 2 
 North Markham Planning District (Future Urban Area) 
 Heritage Building Evaluations 
     
 
Background: 

• Heritage Markham reviewed and commented on three draft Secondary Plans within the 
North Markham Planning District (previously referred to as the Future Urban Area) at the 
February 14, 2018 meeting. This included the Berczy Glen, Angus Glen and Robinson 
Glen Secondary Plans that have been submitted by the developer group for the City’s 
consideration. 

• The Secondary Plan areas contain built cultural heritage resources, including properties 
individually designated under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act and properties listed on 
the Markham Register of Property of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest that have not 
been designated under the Ontario Heritage Act at this time. 

• Listed properties that have not been designated, but may be worthy of designation, are 
currently being researched. A consultant has been engaged to carry out detailed historical 
research at the Land Registry Office, Markham Museum and through other sources.  

• Heritage Section staff is using this historical research to create research reports on each 
listed property to cover historical, architectural and contextual aspects of the properties, 
in keeping with Ontario Regulation 9/06, the province’s Criteria for Determining Cultural 
Heritage Value or Interest. 

• The Building Evaluation Sub-Committee is in the process of evaluating each listed  
property where the research reports have been prepared. It is anticipated that this work 
will be completed in the spring of 2018.  

• Priority has been given to a total of 11 listed properties within the three Secondary Plans 
currently under review by the City. The first 5 of the 11 properties have been researched 
and evaluated. The evaluations were confirmed at Heritage Markham’s March 14, 2018 
meeting. This staff memo deals with the remaining 6 properties. 
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• Listed properties in the portion of the North Markham Planning District where draft 
Secondary Plans have not yet been submitted will mainly be completed after the 11 
priority properties, however a number of these may be done concurrently with the priority 
properties as time permits. 

• Research and evaluation of properties not already designated under the Ontario Heritage 
Act will provide direction as to which listed properties should be recommended as 
priorities for preservation and future heritage designation within the Secondary Plan 
areas. 

• The applicants have requested copies of the research reports for the listed properties, 
which will be sent to them following Heritage Markham’s confirmation of the building 
evaluations. 
 

Listed Properties Currently Researched and Evaluated: 
• The following remaining 6 listed properties from the original list of 11have now been 

fully research and evaluated: 
 
3575 Elgin Mills Road  Lyon-Schell-Frisby House, c.1850  Group 1 
6393 Elgin Mills Road John Doner Jr/The Toll House, c1843 Group 1 
10060 Kennedy Road  John C.P.Pingle House, c.1875  Group 2 
10228 Kennedy Road   George H. Pingle House, c.1870  Group 2 
10476 Kennedy Road  Thomas Hobbs House, c.1927  Group 2 
    (formerly T. Wagg House) 
10504 Kennedy Road  Storry-Appleton Barn, c.1910   Group 2 
 

• The concise research reports prepared by staff for each of these properties is attached. 
• The historical names of some of the properties may differ from the information presently 

found on the Register. This is due to the in-depth research that has been undertaken. The 
Register will be updated with the new information reflecting the research. 

 
Staff Comment: 

• The City’s system for evaluating cultural heritage resources was last updated in 2003. 
Using a scoring system that examines the historical, architectural and contextual value of 
each property, resulting in their classification as Group 1 (buildings of major significance 
and worthy of designation), Group 2 (buildings of significance and worthy of preservation 
and encouraged for designation), or Group 3 (noteworthy buildings worthy of designation 
if restored, or worthy of documentation). 

• The evaluation system is a tool to assist the City in prioritizing cultural heritage resources 
for preservation. The designation or demolition of a building is not to be based solely on 
the results of this classification and rating system. 

• It should be noted that a property that has received a Group 3 rating could potentially be 
restored to reflect its former condition through a carefully researched examination and 
restoration plan. 
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Suggested Heritage Markham Recommendation: 
 
THAT the findings of the Building Evaluation Sub-Committee for the following North Markham 
Planning District  properties listed on the Register of Property of Cultural Heritage Value, be 
endorsed:  

• 3575 Elgin Mills Road (Group 1);  
• 3693 Elgin Mills Road (Group 1); 
• 10060 Kennedy Road (Group 2) 
• 10228 Kennedy Road (Group 2); 
• 10504 Kennedy Road, (Group 2); and  
• 10504 Kennedy Road (Group 2) 

 
AND THAT the City’s North Markham Planning District Manager be advised of the results of 
the research and classification. 
 
 
 
File: Q:\Development\Heritage\SUBJECT\Future Urban Area\HMApril11 2018.doc 
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MEMORANDUM 
 
TO: Heritage Markham Committee 
 
FROM: George Duncan, Senior Heritage Planner 
 
DATE: April 11, 2018 
 
SUBJECT: PRELIMINARY PROPOSAL TO RELOCATE BARN 
 160 Main Street 
 Unionville Heritage Conservation District 
     
 
Property/Building Description: 

• Former stable, 1900-1910 period, historically associated with the Brown family’s general 
store, bakery, and residence. Frame construction, gambrel roof, modern board and batten 
siding. Originally clad in sheet metal. 

Use: 
• Vacant commercial space. 

 
Heritage Status: 

• Designated under Part V of the Ontario Heritage Act, within the Unionville Heritage 
Conservation District. Protected by a Heritage Easement Agreement. 

 
Application/Proposal: 

• The owners of the property, in association with the prospective purchaser of 160 Main 
Street, are exploring the concept of relocating the stable/barn to the Stiver Mill property, 
where it can be restored and used in connection with the farmer’s market and other 
community-related activities. 

• The prospective purchaser has verbally offered to pay the cost of relocating and restoring 
the building on its new site. 
 

Background: 
• The barn/stable and its associated parking lot were formerly part of a larger property that 

was divided into several parcels through Consent and Minor Variance applications in 
1999. The commercial buildings at 156 and 158 Main Street were severed into separate 
parcels, and the barn at 160 Main Street and the rear of the two commercial properties 
were intended to be accessed by an L-shaped easement that provided street frontage for 
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the barn property. The easement land was later sold to the owner of 158 Main Street. 
Technically, the barn property is now a land-locked parcel with no street frontage. Access 
is via an adjacent strip of land owned by the City. 

• The barn/stable was renovated in 2001 for use as commercial space. The owner entered 
into a Site Plan Agreement for the project. One of the requirements of that agreement was 
the owner entering into a Heritage Easement Agreement for the property. 

• The owners have advised City staff that they have had difficulty leasing the space due to 
its location and the limited space and facilities it offers. The building has been vacant for 
some time and is not generating revenue, and is still subject to commercial property tax 
costs for the owners. 

• The owners have been approached by a neighbouring property owner to purchase the 
property at 160 Main Street on the condition that the barn be removed or relocated off-
site. The owners initially considered submitting a demolition permit, but have recently 
proposed a new approach that would preserve the heritage building in a new, 
complementary location with the costs covered by the prospective purchaser. 

• This proposal has been discussed with Heritage Section and Urban Design staff in a 
preliminary manner and is now before Heritage Markham for input. 

• It should also be noted that there is another small building on the property which has not 
been discussed. It is a storage building clad in pressed metal siding with a brick pattern. 
 

Staff Comment: 
• The Unionville Heritage Conservation District Plan and the Markham Official Plan 2014 

contain policies that recommend retaining heritage buildings on their original sites and 
foundations as the City’s first position. Both of these policy documents also provide 
alternative approaches as a “last resort” once all other options for on-site preservation are 
explored (see attached except from the District Plan). 

• Staff acknowledge that the barn/stable, located away from the Main Street frontage, is not 
ideal for retail purposes, and that the position of the building on its existing site does pose 
some challenges for the function of the property for commercial purposes and further 
development. 

• Staff has discussed with the owners and prospective purchasers the possibility of 
retaining the barn/stable on site as part of a larger commercial structure, perhaps shifted 
within the property to improve the overall site plan. The feedback on this idea is that the 
owners and prospective purchasers are of the opinion that the barn/stable is not suitable 
for further investment on this site, and is an impediment to the development of the 
property. 

• The proposal to relocate the building to the Stiver Mill site is reflective of the vision for 
the property as previously presented by the Unionville Village Conservancy, showing an 
addition to the west end of the Stiver Mill. The addition would provide more space for the 
indoor portion of the farmer’s market and more community space. In this current 
proposal, the barn/stable would be placed to the west of the Stiver Mill, upon an existing 
concrete pad that at one time provided the base for a series of storage sheds (see the 
attached illustrations). 
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• In the Vision Plan (2015), a greenhouse type addition was shown as being attached to the 
west end of the Stiver Mill structure (see attached illustration). 

• Although the project is proposed to be funded by the prospective purchaser of 160 Main 
Street, if supported from a heritage perspective, the concept will need to be reviewed with 
the City’s Asset Management and Community Services staff to determine if the City is 
willing to accept a new facility on the Stiver Mill property and assume the on-going 
operational and maintenance costs. 

• In staff’s opinion, on-site retention is always the preferred approach, but acknowledges 
the challenges associated with the current site. The proposal would preserve the heritage 
structure in an appropriate context and would remove the risk of demolition.  

• Staff recommend that on the basis of the above discussion points, that the proposal be 
explored with affected City departments to determine if this addition to the Stiver Mill 
property can be supported by the municipality. 

 
Suggested Heritage Markham Recommendation: 
 
THAT Heritage Markham supports Heritage Section staff meeting with Asset Management and 
Community Services staff to discuss the implications of the potential relocation and restoration 
of the barn/stable at 160 Main Street to the Stiver Mill property; 
 
AND THAT if the addition of the structure to the Stiver Mill property is supported by the 
affected City departments, Heritage Markham will support further discussion with the property 
owners and the project funding partner regarding the barn/stable relocation and restoration, with 
further details coming back to the committee for review and comment prior to being considered 
by Markham Council. 
 
 
File: 
Q:\Development\Heritage\PROPERTY\MAINSTU\160\HMApril 11 2018.doc 
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Above: Former barn/stable at 160 Main Street when a spa was in operation. Below: Location Map 
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MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:  Heritage Markham Committee 
 
FROM:  Peter Wokral, Heritage Planner  
 
DATE: April 11, 2018 
 
SUBJECT: Designated Heritage Property Grant Program 
 Review of 2018 Applications 
      
 
Program Details: 
 

• Council approved the Designated Heritage Property Grant Program in 2010. 
• Total funding of $120,000 was allocated to the program over a four year period (2010-

2013) based on a targeted allocation of $30,000 per year; 
• The program was extended for an additional three years (2014-2016); 
• In 2016, the program was extended for an additional three years (2017-2019) with an 

allocation of $30,000 per year.   
• Assistance to the owner is in the form of a grant representing 50% of eligible work up to 

a maximum limit of $5,000 per property for eligible work, and through an amendment to 
the program in 2016,  a maximum amount of $7,500.00 for the replacement of a cedar 
shingle roof in Markham Heritage Estates; 

• Minimum amount of eligible work - $500.00; 
• Properties must be designated under the Ontario Heritage Act (Part IV or Part V).  In the 

case of Part V (Heritage Districts), only properties identified in a district plan as being of 
cultural heritage value or interest are eligible; 

• Ineligible Projects: 
o Commercial façade grant projects are specifically related to “the entire exterior 

front surface of a building which abuts the street from grade to eaves”, and are 
not eligibile as there is a separate program.  However, other conservation work on 
a commercial property is considered eligible under the Designated Heritage 
Property Grant program.  At the discretion of Council, an applicant may be 
limited to receiving only one heritage related financial assistance grant in a 
calendar year; 

o Projects in Markham Heritage Estates (under 20 years)  as these owners already 
receive a financial incentive through reduced lot prices; 

• Grants are to be awarded on an annual cycle following a request for applications with a 
deadline established; 

• Only one grant per calendar year per property; 
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• First time applicants will get priority each year and repeat applicants will be considered 
only if the annual cap is not reached by first time recipients; 

• Subject property must be in conformity with municipal by-laws and regulations; 
• Eligible work primarily involves the repair, restoration or re-creation of heritage features 

or components (cornices, parapets, doors, windows, masonry, siding, woodwork, 
verandas, etc.); 

• Eligible costs include the cost of materials, equipment and contracted labour (but not 
donated labour or materials or labour performed by the applicant).  A grant of up to 50% 
for architectural/ design/ engineering fees to a maximum of $1,000 (as part of the 
maximum permitted grant of $4,000) is available; 

• Exterior Painting- in documented original colours to a maximum grant contribution of 
$2,000 or 25% of the cost, whichever is the lesser.  One time only grant. 

• Two separate estimates of work (due to the specialized nature of the work) are to be 
provided by a licensed contractor (other than the owner) for consideration; 

• Applications will be reviewed by City (Heritage Section) staff and Heritage Markham 
and recommended submissions will be forwarded to Council for approval; 

• Grant commitments are valid for 1 year and expire if the work is not completed within 
that time period (an extension may be granted); 

• Grants are paid upon submission of receipts to the satisfaction of the City; 
• Approved work commenced since last year’s deadline for applications can be considered 

eligible for grant funding; 
• Approved applicants will be required to enter into a Letter of Understanding with the 

City. 
 

Application/Proposal 
• Staff received 6 applications by the March 29th, 2018 deadline; 
• The total amount of grant assistance requested is $26,230.76; 
• The total amount of grant assistance recommended by Staff is $26,230.76 

 
Staff Comment 

• See attached summary chart for recommended applications 
• See attached photographs for each application 
• Staff used the following criteria when evaluating each application: 

o Preference will be given to applications where the integrity of the property may 
be threatened if the proposed work is not undertaken 

o Preference will be given to applications proposing work visible to the general 
public  

o Priority will be given to first time applicants 
o Must comply with heritage conservation guidelines, principles and policies 
o Scope of the work is to be clear, logical and demonstrate the maximum retention 

of historic fabric and heritage attributes 
o Grant is not to reward poor stewardship 
o The addition of new features (re-introduction of heritage features) needs to be 

backed up with evidence (physical, documentary or archival) 
• Staff recommends approval of grant funding for all 6 the applications; 
• The total amount of grant assistance requested for the 6 applications is $26,230.76 which 

is $3,769.24 less than what is available for the 2018 program; 
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Suggested Recommendation for Heritage Markham  
 
 
THAT Heritage Markham supports the funding of the following six grant applications in the 
amounts noted at a total cost of $27,024.33 subject to conditions noted on the individual 
summary sheets: 

• 1 Millbrook Gate (up to $4,206.43); 
• 42 George Street ($4,407.00); 
• 819 Bur Oak Avenue ($2,758.33); 
• 14 Eureka Street ($5,000.00); 
• 131 Main Street Unionville ($5,000.00); 
• 20 Union Street ($4,859.00) 

 
 
File: Finance/Designated Heritage Property Grant Program 
 
Q:\Development\Heritage\SUBJECT\Grant Program Designated Property\2018 Applications\HM April 11 2018 Review Revised 
.doc 
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Designated Heritage Property Grant Summary 
 

Address Eligible 
Work 

Grant  
Amt. 
Requested 

Grant  
Amount 
Recommended 

Running 
Total 

Comment 

1 Millbrook 
Gate, 
Buttonville 

No $5,000.00 Up to $4,206.43 $4,206.43 Grant assistance is requested for 
structural repairs to the floor decks of 
the north and south facing covered 
porches.  However, these porches are 
not part of the original house and were 
constructed as part of a new addition to 
the heritage building undertaken by 
David Wylie when the house was 
relocated to the property from another 
location.  This technically does not 
make them eligible for grant funding but 
due to the visibility of these features and 
the quality of the design, the Manager of 
Heritage Planning may at their sole 
discretion determine them to be 
culturally significant heritage features. 
 

42 George 
Street, 
Markham 
Village 

No $4,407.00 Up to $4,407.00 $8,613.42 Grant assistance is requested for the 
repair and restoration of the brick and 
stucco of the early 20th century portion 
of the house and for the construction of 
the new foundation.  Only Type ‘A’ 
buildings in the Markham Village 
Heritage Conservation District are 
considered eligible for grant funding, 
but the house at 42 George Street has 
been identified as a Type ‘B’ structure.  
Despite its classification, demolition of 
this early 20th century building would 
have been vigorously opposed by 
Heritage Staff, Heritage Markham and 
the neighbourhood. Funding for the 
construction of the foundation is not 
supported as it does not preserve any 
heritage feature of the house and 
payment of the grant should be 
conditional on the cost of the foundation 
being broken out of the invoice for the 
cost of the work.  

819 Bur Oak 
Avenue, 
Markham 

Yes $2,758.33 $2,758.33 $11,371.76 Grant assistance is requested to repair 
and recondition the historic second floor 
windows and to produce wooden storm 
windows.  
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14 Eureka 
Street, 
Unionville  

Yes $5,000.00 $5,000.00 $16,371.76 Grant assistance is requested to repair 
the floor structure of the historic front 
veranda.  

131 Main 
Street 
Unionville 
(Central 
United 
Church) 

Yes $5,000.00 Up to $5,000.00 $21,371.76 Grant assistance is requested to repair 
and protect the historic stained glass 
windows of the church.  Only one quote 
was provided due to the specialized 
nature of the work. 

 

20 Union 
Street, 
Unionville 
(Bethesda 
Lutheran 
Church) 

Yes $4,859.00 $4,859.00 $26,230.76 Grant assistance is requested to replace 
damaged brick and repointing of the 
north and west wall of the church. 
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Designated Heritage Property Grant Application 
 
Name Stephanie Ho 
Address 1 Millbrook Gate 
Status Part IV  dwelling in Buttonville HCD 
Grant Project Structural repairs to floor deck of the north and south verandas of the new addition 
Estimate 1 Camrod Canadian Corp $8,412.85 
Estimate 2 Cost Plus Contracting $20,000.00 
Eligibility Not technically eligible because they are not heritage elements, but they may be 

considered to be culturally and architecturally significant. 
Conditions Work would require a building permit, and it must be determined if repairs are  

warranted 
Previous Grants No 
Comments Recommended for approval-staff must confirm whether repairs are required.  
Grant Amount Up to $4,206.43 
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Designated Heritage Property Grant Application 
 
Name Brad and Jessica Dever 
Address 42 George Street, Markham Village 
Status Part V designated, Type ‘B’ building in Markham Village HCD 
Grant Project Repairs to early 20th century brick and stucco cladding and construction of new 

foundation 
Estimate 1 Angelone Homes  $12,068.40 
Estimate 2 Mez-Van Masonry Inc.  $8,814.00 
Eligibility Technically the building is not eligible because only Type ‘A’ buildings in the 

Markham HCD are eligible for funding.  If recommended for funding only the 
repairs to the brick and stucco should be eligible for siding as the new foundation 
does not preserve or replicate a heritage feature. 

Conditions Quotation would have to be broken down to subtract cost of foundation 
Previous Grant No 
Comments Recommended for Approval up to $4,407.00 conditional on the cost of the 

foundation work being broken out of the final cost of the work. 
Grant Amount Up to $4,407.00 
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Designated Heritage Property Grant Application 
 
Name Jayaswal Preeti  
Address 819 Bur Oak Avenue  
Status Part IV live work dwelling in Markham  
Grant Project Repair and reconditioning of historic second floor windows and production of 

wooden storm windows. 
Estimate 1 Jimmy Chen, Schell Lumber, Artefacts Salvage   $5,516.66 
Estimate 2 Po, Hoffmeyers Mill, Killian Hardware Co,    $10,159.69 
Eligibility Proposed work meets the eligibility requirements of the program  
Conditions Proposed work must be approved by a Heritage Permit 
Previous Grants No 
Comments Recommended for Approval 
Grant Amount $2,758.33 
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Designated Heritage Property Grant Application 
 
Name Lake and Deborah Trevelyan 
Address 14 Eureka Street 
Status Part V Class ‘A’ dwelling in the Unionville HCD 
Grant Project Structural repair of front veranda floor deck 
Estimate 1 EllisCo  $14,464.00 
Estimate 2 Evergreen Carpentry Services Ltd.  $14,831.25 
Eligibility Proposed work meets eligibility requirements of the program 
Conditions Building Permit/ Heritage Permit 
Previous Grants No 
Comments Recommended for Approval 
Grant Amount $5,000.00 
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Designated Heritage Property Grant Application 
 
Name Randy Holmes Trustees of Central United Church 
Address 131 Main Street Unionville 
Status Part V designated heritage church 
Grant Project Restoration and protection of historic stained glass windows 
Estimate 1 Rainbow Makers Stained Glass $14,690.00 
Estimate 2 None provided 
Eligibility Proposed work meets eligibility requirements but two quotes are required 
Conditions Proposed work requires a Heritage Permit 
Previous Grants Yes, in 2014 and 2016 
Comments Recommended for Approval subject to a second quote being provided. 
Grant Amount Up to $5,000.00 
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Designated Heritage Property Grant Application 
 
Name Bethesda Lutheran Church 
Address 20 Union Street 
Status Part V designated heritage dwelling in the Unionville HCD 
Grant Project Repairs to historic masonry of north and west walls 
Estimate 1 Hulshof Masonry $12,904.60 
Estimate 2 Fiorini Masonry & Repair $ 9,718.00 
Eligibility Proposed work meets eligibility requirements of the program 
Conditions Heritage Permit 
Previous Grants No 
Comments Recommended for Approval 
Grant Amount $4,859.00 
 

 
 
 
Q:\Development\Heritage\SUBJECT\Grant Program Designated Property\HM April 11 
2018 Review .doc 
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MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:  Heritage Markham Committee 
 
FROM:  Peter Wokral, Heritage Planner 
 
DATE: April 11, 2018 
 
SUBJECT: Commercial Façade and Signage Improvement Grant Program  
 Review of 2018 Grant Applications  
    
 

Background 
• The City created the Commercial Façade Improvement and Signage Replacement Grant 

Program in 2004 to assist in the exterior improvement of privately owned buildings in 
commercial use located within the City’s heritage conservation districts;  

• In 2015, the program was expanded to make buildings individually designated under Part IV 
of the Ontario Heritage Act, and in commercial use, eligible for grant funding, provided the 
property meets all other eligibility requirements of the program.  Previous to this change, 
only commercial properties located within the City’s four heritage conservation districts were 
considered to be eligible for grant funding; 

• This Program was advertised in the winter of 2018 with a deadline for applications of March 
29, 2018; 

• The City has received five applications; 
• These applications must be reviewed by Heritage Markham as part of the approval process; 
• Currently, there is $25,000 in the 2018 grant budget for this program; 
• The requested grants in the five submissions total $16,009.83; 
• Four of the five requested grants totalling up to $12,278.33 are recommended for approval 

subject to certain conditions; 
• One of the requested grants is not recommended for approval because it does not meet the 

eligibility requirements of the program. 
  

The applications and the amount of grant assistance requested are as follows: 
 
Address Description of Work Grant Request 
2977 16th Ave.  • Installation of historically appropriate 

windows in the addition to the 
heritage dwelling. 

$5,068.00 
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83 Main Street 
North Markham 
Village Heritage 
Conservation 
District 

• Repairs to storefront and sign  $1,132.83 

87 Main Street 
North Markham 
Village Heritage 
Conservation 
District 

• Repair of concrete sidewalk steps  
and curbing in front of store  

$3,672.50 

11 Joseph Street 
Markham 
Village Heritage 
Conservation 
District  

• Replacement of the steel entrance 
door and replacement of bricks and 
pointing of masonry walls, and 
levelling of interlocking pavers. 

$3,961.25 

76  Main Street 
North Markham 
Village Heritage 
Conservation 
District 

• Replacement and repointing of 
historic brick 

$2,175.25 

 
Staff Comments 
2977 16th Avenue 

• The subject property is an individually designated heritage property located  north of the 
Buttonville Heritage Conservation District; 

• The applicant is seeking grant funding to replace modern windows installed in the 
addition to the historic structure which are now failing. 

• The proposed work is eligible for funding up to a maximum of $5,000.00 because the 
proposed work is not on the heritage portion of the building; 

• Not all of the windows are visible from the public realm; 
• Staff recommends funding for the project provided the new windows are a substantial 

improvement from the current windows, such as replacing windows with a snap-in grill 
with new windows having true divided lites or exterior adhered muntin bars.  

 
76 Main Street North 

• The subject property is a Class A heritage property located in the Markham Village  
Heritage Conservation District; 

• The proposed work is eligible for funding under the Commercial Façade Improvement 
Grant Program; 

• Staff recommends grant funding up to $2,175.25 for the proposed work subject to the 
applicant obtaining a heritage permit; 
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83 Main Street North 
• The subject property is a Type B non-heritage structure located in the Markham Village 

Heritage Conservation District; 
• The grant request is for $1,132.83 to replace rotten trim with new trim and to paint the 

façade; 
• The proposed work meets the eligibility requirements of the program;  
• Staff recommends funding up to $1,132.83; 

 
 

 
87 Main Street North 

• The subject property is a Type A commercial heritage property located in the Markham 
Village Heritage Conservation District; 

• The grant request is for $3,672.50 to replace repair damaged concrete steps and curbing in 
front of the building; 

• The proposed  work and application does not appear to meet the eligibility requirements 
of the program as the proposed work does not propose to restore a heritage attribute, or 
façade features of the building; 

• The applicant claims that damage to the exterior concrete curbing, as well as damage to 
interior features such as the terrazzo floor, a crack in the glass of the interior display case, 
and the gap between the front door and the frame are the result of the recent streetscape 
improvements to Main Street North.  If so, other sources of compensation should be 
pursued rather than the Façade Improvement Grant Program; 

• Structural repairs that provide for the long term use of the building could be considered 
eligible for grant funding, but the quotes provided by the applicant only relate to cosmetic 
patching up elements not considered to be part of the facade 

• Staff recommends that Heritage Markham not support any grant assistance for the 
proposed work to this property. 

 
11 Joseph Street 

• The subject property is a Type C non-heritage property located in the Markham Village 
Heritage Conservation District; 

• The proposed new steel front door to replace the existing steel front is considered to be 
eligible for funding; 

• The proposed levelling of the surrounding interlocking pavers is not eligible work as it is 
not part of the facade; 

• The repairs to the exterior brick wall can be considered eligible for grant funding 
provided that the owner reinstates drain pipes that previously directed water away from 
the exterior walls and would have prevented the damage caused to the masonry walls; 

• Staff recommends that Heritage Markham supports grant assistance for the proposed door 
replacement and completed work on the brick walls but that the cost of levelling the 
abutting interlocking brickwork, which is not part of the façade be broken out of the 
invoiced cost of the work; 
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Suggested Recommendation for Heritage Markham 

THAT Heritage Markham supports a matching grant of up to $5,000.00 for the installation of 
historically appropriate new windows on the non-heritage portion of the building at 2977 16th 
Avenue subject to the new windows being a substantial improvement to the current windows and 
the applicant obtaining a heritage permit; 

THAT Heritage Markham supports a matching grant of up to $2,175.25 for the selective 
replacement of damaged bricks and repointing of the masonry walls of 76 Main Street North 
subject to the applicant obtaining a heritage permit; 

THAT Heritage Markham supports $1,132.83 of grant assistance for the proposed replacement of 
rotting trim and painting of the façade at 83 Main Street North; 

THAT Heritage Markham does not support grant assistance for the proposed repairs of the 
exterior concrete curbing and steps of 87 Main St. North because these are not considered to be 
significant heritage attributes, or a façade feature of the building; 

THAT Heritage Markham supports grant assistance for the replacement of the steel entrance door 
at 11 Joseph Street provided that it reflects a traditional commercial door design and is approved 
by a heritage permit; 

THAT Heritage Markham supports grant assistance for the repairs made to the exterior masonry 
walls at 11 Joseph Street, provided that the owner obtains a heritage permit to permanently re-
install drainage pipes that previously directed water away from the exterior walls and that the 
cost of levelling the adjacent interlocking pavers is broken out of the invoiced cost to the repairs 
of the brick walls; 

THAT Heritage Markham does not support grant assistance for the relevelling of the interlocking 
pavers that abut the exterior walls of 11 Joseph Street because they are not considered to be part 
of the façade.  

Q:\Development\Heritage\SUBJECT\Grant Program Facades\2018\Heritage Markham April 11, 2018.doc 
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Summary of 2018 Commercial Façade Improvement Grant Requests 
 
2977 16th Avenue 
 
Status:  Part IV Designated Building in Buttonville 

 
 
Proposed  Work Quote 1 Quote 2 

 
 

Installation of historically 
appropriate windows in the new 
addition to the heritage dwelling 

 
 
Fieldstone Windows Inc. 

 
 
Thermo-Bilt  

Total Cost $23,318.10 $10,136.00 
 
Staff Comment:  Staff supports up to funding up to $5,000.00 if the new windows constitute a 
substantial improvement to the façade such as replacing windows with a snap in grill with 
exterior simulated divided lites.  Grant funding would be subject to the applicant obtaining a 
heritage permit for the proposed work.  
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76 Main Street North  
Status:  Class ‘A’ heritage building (Markham Village Heritage Conservation District). 

  
 
Proposed Work Quote 1 Quote 2 

 
• Replacement of 

damaged historic bricks 
and repointing of 
exterior brick walls. 
 

 
Red Robin Masonry 

 
Three Little Pigs Masonry 
 

Total Cost $4,350.50 $28,024.00 
 
Staff Comment:  the proposed work is eligible for up to $2,175.25 worth of grant funding 
subject to the applicant obtaining a heritage permit for the proposed work. 
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83 Main Street North  
Status:  Class ‘B’ building in the Markham Village Heritage Conservation District. 

  
 
Proposed Work Quote 1 Quote 2 

 
• Replacement of rotten 

trims of sign and 
windows with new trim 
and re-painting of the 
façade.  

Paul Leonard Titan Decorating 
Mathew Chevolleau 
 

Total Cost $5,000.00 $2,265.65 
 
Staff Comment:  The proposed work is considered eligible for up to $1,132.83 of grant funding. 
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87 Main Street North  
Status:  Class ‘A’ heritage building (Markham Village Heritage Conservation District). 
 

 
 
Proposed Work Quote 1 Quote 2 

 
• Repair of concrete 

sidewalk and curbing in 
front of store 
 

 
Casa Loma Masonry Inc. 

 
Contractors Masonry Ltd. 
 

Total Cost $7,345.00 $9,379.00 
 
Staff Comment:  the proposed work is not eligible for funding because the concrete front steps 
and curbing is not considered to be a heritage attribute, or façade feature of the building.  
Heritage Staff does not recommend grant funding for the proposed work. 
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11 Joseph Street  
Status:  Type ‘C’ building in the Markham Village Heritage Conservation District. 
 

 
 
Completed and proposed work Quote 1 Quote 2 

 
• Replacement of 

damaged brick and 
repointing of brick walls 
(completed in 2017). 
 

• Proposed replacement 
of existing steel entrance 
door with new similar 
steel entrance door  

 
Case Loma masonry Inc. 
$6,102.00 
 
 
 
Edmunds Home 
Improvements  
$1,820.50 

 
Contractor’s Masonry Ltd. 
$7,797.00 
 
 
 
Osten Group Inc. 
$2,604.65 

Total Cost $7,940.50 $10,401.65 
 
Staff Comment:  the application is considered eligible for up to $3,970.25 of grant funding 
provided that the owner obtains a heritage permit to permanently re-install drainage pipes which 
previously directed water drained from the roof away from the masonry walls (see picture above), 
and that the cost of re-levelling the interlocking brickwork is broken out of the cost to repair the 
brickwork. 
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MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:  Heritage Markham Committee 
 
FROM:   Regan Hutcheson, Manager-Heritage Planning  
 
DATE: April 11, 2018 
 
SUBJECT: Review of Properties on Wales Avenue, south of Gleason Avenue 
     
 
Background 

• At the March 2018 meeting of Heritage Markham, the committee discussed if staff should 
investigate whether 15 Wales Avenue meets the criteria to have it added to the Heritage 
Register.  The subject property is located outside the boundaries of the Markham Village 
Heritage Conservation District. 

• Heritage Markham recommended that staff report back on the residential homes on the 
east side of Wales Avenue south of Gleason Avenue with respect to whether any of the 
dwellings meet the criteria to have them added to the Heritage Register 
 

Staff Comment 
• Heritage section staff has prepared a document (attached) providing the dates of 

construction for all properties on Wales Avenue (both sides) south of Gleason Avenue.  
This data is taken from MPAC.  Also included are photos of each dwelling and a few 
streetscape photographs.  All of these properties are outside of the current heritage 
district. 

• Two of the properties date from the early part of the 20th century (1908, 1928) with the 
remaining properties mainly dating from after WWII: 
 

Time Period Number 
Pre- 1930 2 
1940-1955 10 
Post 1960 5 
Total 17 
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• According to the existing Register, the City has listed or individually designated some 

properties from the 1930s, the 1940s and the 1950s: 
 
 
 

Period Number 
1930s 24 
1940s 7 
1950s 4 

 
  **These properties do not include properties in heritage conservation districts 
 

• The criteria that Heritage Markham has been using for adding properties to the Heritage 
Register has been attached as Appendix “A” to this memo. It is similar to the Province’s 
Regulation 9/16 used for determining cultural heritage value when considering individual 
designation. (See Appendix “C”). 

• Section 27 of the Ontario Heritage Act indicates that a municipality shall keep a register 
of property situated in the municipality that is of cultural heritage value or interest.  The 
register must contain all Part IV (individual designations) and may also include 
property that has not been designated, but that the council believes may have 
cultural heritage value or interest.  If the municipality has appointed a municipal 
heritage committee (such as Heritage Markham), the council must consult with the 
committee before including a property on the register or removing the reference to such a 
property from the register. 

• Being a non-designated property on the Register allows a request for demolition to be 
delayed for 60 days.  Section 27 (3) indicates: 

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

• Requests to list a property on the municipal register may come from anyone including the 
general public, property owners, municipal heritage committees, staff, resident 
associations or historical societies.  However, only Council, after consulting with its 
municipal heritage committee, can add a property to the register. 

• Although detailed research and evaluation is not required to list a property, it is 
recommended by the Ministry of Culture that a brief rationale be provided as to why the 
resource may be important to the community. 

• If Heritage Markham wishes to add specific properties from Wales Avenue to the 
Register, information is provided in Appendix “B”. 
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Suggested Recommendation for Heritage Markham  
 
THAT Heritage Markham Committee receive as information. 
 
Or 
THAT Heritage Markham Committee recommends that the following properties be added to the 
Markham Register of Property of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest: 
 
Property Address  Reason for Listing 
XXX    XXX 
  
 
 
 
 
File: Q:\Development\Heritage\SUBJECT\INVENTORY\Changes and Additions\Hm April 2018 Wales Ave.doc 
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Appendix “A” 
 

MARKHAM REGISTER OF PROPERTY OF CULTURAL HERITAGE VALUE OR INTEREST  
(formerly the HERITAGE MARKHAM BUILDING INVENTORY) 

CRITERIA FOR SELECTING PROPERTIES OF HISTORICAL  
OR ARCHITECTURAL VALUE IN MARKHAM 

1. Historical Value 
A property or the building or other structure which stands on it, has historical value when one 
or more of the following criteria are satisfied: 

a) It dates from an early age in the development of the City’s communities. 
b) It is an outstanding, representative, early, only or rare example of the work of an 

architect, builder, landscape architect, interior designer, sculptor, engineer or other 
environmental designer. 

c) It is associated with (an) owner/occupant(s) who had importance  locally or had 
influence in a broader geographical area. 

d) It served as the place of an event or movement important locally or to a broader 
geographical area. 

e) It is associated with, and effectively illustrates, the City's social, cultural, political or 
economic history. Included in this criterion would be: 1) meeting places such as town 
halls, railway stations, schools and places of worship; and 2) farmsteads. 

f) It affords or protects a significant natural view associated with local history. 
g) It meets such other criteria as may be determined from time to time. 

2. Architectural Value 
A property, or the building or other structure which stands on it, has architectural value when 
one or more of the following criteria is satisfied: 

a) It represents an outstanding, typical, early, only or rare method of construction. 
b) It is an outstanding, typical, early, only or rare example of an architectural style, period 

or type of building or structure. 
c) It exhibits an outstanding, aesthetic exterior design. 
d) It functions as a landmark, terminates a view or contributes in design to a streetscape 

or plan.  
e) it provides the open space needed to allow for visual appreciation of a building, a 

structure or a group of buildings or other structures, that is deemed to have historical 
or architectural value by any of the above criteria. 

f) It offers an outstanding, typical, early, only or rare form of interior design. 
g) It meets such other criteria as may be determined from time to time. 

NOTES 
The above architectural criteria will be judged against the building’s or the structure's surviving 
integrity. Integrity means a composite quality derived from original materials, original 
workmanship, original location and intangible elements of feeling and association. 
Buildings include houses, barns, driving sheds, churches, meeting houses, town halls, schools, 
railway stations, hotels, stores, post offices and industrial buildings. Other structures include 
fences, bridges and village pumps. 
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A property selected for inclusion in the Markham Register of Property of Cultural Heritage 
Value or Interest (formerly the "Heritage Markham Building Inventory") is considered to have 
architectural or historical value in relation to: 

a) all buildings and structures in the City, or 
b) the historical community in which it is located (e.g. rural, Victoria Square, the 

Thornhill area), or 
c) all buildings in a heritage conservation district or heritage conservation district study 

area, or 
d) such other context as may be defined from time to time. 

The perception of members of the City’s various communities has influence in the 
determination of historical and architectural value. 
 
Heritage Markham June 25, 1986 
Revised as needed since 1986 to update terminology (eg. Town to City) 
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Appendix “B” 
 
Potential Additions to Markham Register of Properties of Cultural Heritage Interest or Value 
– April 2018 
 
Address Type of Resource Date Reason for Listing 
17 Wales Ave Dwelling 1908 1(a), 2(b) 
15 Wales Ave Dwelling 1928 1(a), 2(b) 
    
    
    
    
    
 
1940s period (primarily due to age 70 years average) 
Address Type of Resource Date Reason for Listing 
20 Wales Ave Dwelling 1941 1(a), 2(b), 2(d) 
16 Wales Ave Dwelling 1946 1(a), 2(b) 
14 Wales Ave Dwelling 1947 1(a), 2(b) 
12 Wales Ave Dwelling 1949 1(a), 2(b) 
19 Wales Ave Dwelling 1949 1(a), 2(b) 
9 Wales Ave Dwelling 1948 1(a), 2(b) 
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Ontario Ministry of Culture’s Designation Criteria 
 
The Government of Ontario on January 25, 2006 passed a regulation (O.Reg. 9/16) which 
prescribes criteria for determining a property’s cultural heritage value or interest for the 
purpose of designation.  Municipal councils are permitted to designate a property to be of 
cultural heritage value or interest if the property meets the prescribed criteria.   
 
The purpose of the regulation is to provide an objective base for the determination and 
evaluation of resources of cultural heritage value.  The prescribed criteria help ensure the 
effective, comprehensive and consistent determination of value or interest by all Ontario 
municipalities.  The criteria are essentially a test against which properties can be judged; the 
stronger the characteristics of the property compared to the standard, the greater the 
property’s cultural heritage value.  The property may be designated if it meets one or more of 
the criteria. 
 

• The property has design value or physical value because it: 
o Is a rare, unique, representative or early example of a style, type expression, 

material or construction method, 
o Displays a high degree of craftsmanship or artistic merit, 
o Demonstrates a high degree of technical or scientific achievement. 

 
• The property has historical value or associative value because it: 

o Has direct associations with a theme, event, belief, person, activity, organization 
or institution that is significant to a community; 

o Yields, or has the potential to yield, information that contributes to an 
understanding of a community or culture, or 

o Demonstrates or reflects the work or ideas of an architect, artist, builder, 
designer or theorist who is significant to a community 

 
• The property has contextual value because it: 

o Is important in defining , maintaining or supporting the character of an area 
o Is physically, functionally, visually or historically linked to its surroundings 
o Is a landmark 
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WALES AVENUE 
South of Gleason Avenue 

 

APRIL 4, 2018 
CITY OF MARKHAM 

Heritage Section 
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Review of Wales Avenue, south of Gleason Avenue 
 

 
 
 
Q:\Development\Heritage\PROPERTY\WALES\Wales outside of HC District\Wales Ave date of construction south of Gleason 2018 MPAC.doc 

MPAC Date of Construction 
 
20 Wales Ave  1941 
18 Wales Ave  1953 
16 Wales Ave  1946 
14 Wales Ave  1947 
12 Wales Ave  1949 
10 Wales Ave  1951 
8 and 6 Wales Ave 1950 
4 Wales Ave  1952 
 
21 Wales Ave  1980 
19 Wales Ave  1949 
17 Wales Ave  1908 
15 Wales Ave  1928 
11 Wales Ave  1961 
9 Wales Ave  1948 
7 Wales Ave  1966 
1 Wales Ave  1976 
 
11 Gleason  1970 
 

136 136



 

 

Photographs of Dwellings 
 
 
 
 

Photos from Google Street View 2015 unless otherwise noted 
Earlier Street Views were used when vegetation obstructed the dwelling 
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20 Wales Ave (age: 1941) 

 
18 Wales (age: 1953) 

 
 
16 Wales (age: 1946) 
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14 Wales (age: 1947) 

 
12 Wales (age: 1949) 

 
10 Wales (age: 1951) 
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8 and 6 Wales (age: 1950) 

 
4 Wales – at the end of the street (age: 1952) 

 
1 Wales – at the end of the street (age: 1976) 
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21 Wales (southeast corner at Gleason) (age: 1980) 

 
19 Wales (age: 1949) 
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17 Wales (photo: 2009) (age: 1908) 

 
 
17 Wales (photo: 2015) (age: 1908) 
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15 Wales (age: 1928) 

 
 
15 Wales (age: 1928) 
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11 Wales (photo: 2009) (age: 1961) 

 
9 Wales (photo: 2009) (age: 1948) 

 
7 Wales (photo: 2009) (age: 1966) 
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11 Gleason (age: 1970) 

 
 
Streetscape West Side (photo:2009 - No leaves) 

 
 
Streetscape East Side 2009 - No leaves) 
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Wales Avenue looking south from Gleason Avenue 

 
 
 
Q:\Development\Heritage\PROPERTY\WALES\Wales outside of HC District\Wales Ave date 
of construction south of Gleason 2018 MPAC.doc 
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