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Heritage Advisory Committee
 

March 9, 2020
6:15 pm

St. Marys Museum
177 Church Street South, St. Marys
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1. CALL TO ORDER

2. DECLARATION OF PECUNIARY INTEREST

3. AMENDMENTS AND APPROVAL OF AGENDA

RECOMMENDATION
THAT the March 9, 2020 meeting agenda of the Heritage Committee be accepted as
presented.

4. DELEGATIONS

5. CORRESPONDENCE

6. AMENDMENT AND ACCEPTANCE OF MINUTES 4

RECOMMENDATION
THAT the Minutes of the February 10, 2020 Heritage Committee meeting be
approved.

7. BUSINESS ARISING FROM MINUTES



8. REGULAR BUSINESS

8.1 Heritage Conservation District Update

8.1.1 Heritage Permits

8.1.2 Sign Applications

8.1.2.1 DEV 17-2020 Sign Bylaw Enforcement Update 11

RECOMMENDATION
THAT DEV 17-2020 Sign Bylaw Enforcement Update
report be received.

8.1.3 Heritage Grant Applications

8.2 Municipal Register, Part 1 - Designations/designated property matters

8.2.1 Heritage Permits

8.2.1.1 5 James Street North - Train Station 50

RECOMMENDATION
THAT the heritage permit for the removal of the
interlocking brick and replacement with a concrete
walkway on the west side of the Train Station be
recommended for approval.

8.2.2 480 Glass Street - Junction Station 54

8.2.3 Municipal Register, Part 1 Staff Report

8.2.4 Designation of 345 Wellington Street South

8.3 Municipal Register, Part 2 - List of Significant properties

8.4 Properties of interest or at risk (not necessarily designated)

8.5 CHO Report

8.6 Homeowner/Property owner letters
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9. COUNCIL REPORT

10. OTHER BUSINESS

10.1 Driftscape App

10.2 Presentation to Council

11. UPCOMING MEETINGS

April 20, 2020, St. Marys Museum at 6:15 p.m.

12. ADJOURNMENT
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MINUTES 

Heritage Advisory Committee 

February 10, 2020 

6:15 p.m. 

St. Marys Museum 

177 Church Street South, St. Marys 

 

Members Present: Al Strathdee 

 Stephen Habermehl 

  Michelle Stemmler 

Sherri Winter-Gropp 

Councillor Pridham 

Janis Fread 

Michael Bolton 

Paul King 

Members Absent: Clive Slade 

 Barb Tuer 

Staff Present: Trisha McKibbin 

 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

The Chair called the meeting to order at 6:15 p.m. 

2. DECLARATION OF PECUNIARY INTEREST 

None declared. 

3. AMENDMENTS AND APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

Moved By Sherri Gropp 

Seconded By Michelle Stemmler 

THAT Driftscape App update be added to the Agenda under 10.3, and; 

THAT the February 10, 2020 meeting agenda of the Heritage Committee be accepted 

as amended. 

CARRIED 
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4. DELEGATIONS 

None. 

5. CORRESPONDENCE 

5.1 Royal Canadian Legion Letter - Display of Veterans Banner during 

Remembrance Period 

The Committee reviewed the letter and attached image and there was 

consensus for the support of the installation of Veterans Banners in the 

downtown core.  The Committee discussed that a sign permit would be 

required.  

Moved By Councillor Pridham 

Seconded By Janis Fread 

THAT the correspondence from the Royal Canadian Legion - Branch 236 

regarding the Display of Veterans Banners during Remembrance Period be 

received.  

CARRIED 

 

6. AMENDMENT AND ACCEPTANCE OF MINUTES 

Moved By Michelle Stemmler 

Seconded By Al Strathdee 

THAT the Minutes of the January 13, 2020 Heritage Committee meeting be 

approved. 

CARRIED 

 

7. BUSINESS ARISING FROM MINUTES 

None. 

8. REGULAR BUSINESS 

8.1 Heritage Conservation District Update 

8.1.1 Heritage Permits 

None. 

8.1.2 Sign Applications 
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Paul King inquired how long the process takes when a formal 

complaint has been submitted regarding a sign.  A complaint was 

submitted for the Buck or Two sign in the Fall and he has not received 

confirmation or an update on the status of the complaint.  

8.1.3 Heritage Grant Applications 

None. 

8.1.4 Assignment of properties for photograph inventory (HCD/Transoms) 

The Committee discussed that the photograph inventory of properties 

in the HCD would include the full front and rear facades, architectural 

elements (i.e. transoms, etc.) as well as a full streetscape of the 

block.  The HCD was divided by blocks and Committee names 

assigned.  

Sherri Gropp – From the River to the West side of Water Street 

from Trout Creek to Elgin Street. 

Michelle Stemmler – From the East side of Water Street N. to 

the West side of Wellington St. N. from Trout Creek to the North 

Side of Queen St. 

Janis Fread – From the East side of Wellington St. N. to the 

West side of Church St. N. from Trout Creek to the North Side of 

Queen St. 

Michelle Stemmler – From the East side of Church St. N. to the 

West side of Peel St. N, from Trout Creek to the North Side of 

Queen St. 

Paul King – From the East side of Water Street S. to the West 

side of Wellington St. S. from the south side of Queen St. to the 

North side of Jones St. E. 

Fern Pridham – From the East Side of Wellington St. S. to the 

West side of Church St. S. from the south side of Queen St. to 

the North side of Jones St. E. 

Mike Bolton – from the East side of Wellington St. S. to the 

West side of Church St. S. from the South side of Jones St. E to 

the North side of Elgin St. E. 

The deadline for submitting the photographs to staff will be the 

meeting in April.  To ensure quality of photographs, members are 
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encouraged to keep the size of the photographs medium to large and 

to send a test photograph to staff to ensure that the size is 

adequate.  Staff will speak with those members of the Committee that 

are absent from the meeting to see if they have an interest in taking 

photographs of the remaining blocks.  

8.2 Municipal Register, Part 1 - Designations/designated property matters 

8.2.1 Designation of 345 Wellington Street South 

The Committee reviewed the Statement to Identify and Describe a 

Property for Designation for 345 Wellington Street South. The 

recommendation to designate 345 Wellington Street South will come 

before Council at a March Council meeting.  Once the property is 

designated it will be removed from the Properties of Cultural Heritage 

Value document. 

Moved By Mike Bolton 

Seconded By Michelle Stemmler 

THAT the Heritage Committee recommends to Council the designation 

of 345 Wellington Street under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act, 

subject to minor edits and consultation with the property owner. 

CARRIED 

 

8.2.2 Municipal Register, Part 1 Staff Report 

Staff provided an update that the capital projects for 2020 are being 

reviewed for required heritage permits, and these permits will be 

coming forward to the Committee over the next several months. 

8.2.3 Heritage Permits 

None. 

8.3 Municipal Register, Part 2 - List of Significant properties 

8.3.1 Review of Heritage Property Evaluation process 

Staff reviewed with the Committee the 2003 research process and 

forms that were used to create Schedule D of the Official Plan.  Copies 

of completed research forms were circulated for review.  Schedule D 

was used as the Municipal Register of Heritage Properties and 

contained both designated properties and those of Cultural Heritage 
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Value (non-designated).  In 2016 and 2017 the Heritage Committee 

members transcribed this list into a new format, added and removed 

properties and organized the document by Ward.  At the January 23, 

2018 Council meeting Council approved the list of Non-Designated 

properties for inclusion in the Municipal Register of Heritage 

Properties. 

The Committee reviewed the current document and noted that internal 

staff notes needed to be removed from the document.  Staff would 

also confirm that the property at 275 Emily Street was removed from 

the official document. 

The Committee had a discussion on those properties that had asked to 

be excluded during the 2017 process as well as what properties did 

not make it on the final version.  The Committee discussed if previous 

members of the Heritage Committee had a list of those properties 

excluded from the 2018 document. 

8.3.2 Suggestions for Additions to the Register 

The Committee discussed the Meighen House on Elgin Street and Mike 

Bolton offered to complete the evaluation form for this property.  Staff 

will contact the property owner’s to get permission for Committee 

members to access the property to take photographs.  Mike Bolton 

also offered to complete a review of the properties in the Cultural 

Heritage Value document located in the North section of the West 

Ward. 

8.4 Properties of interest or at risk (not necessarily designated) 

None. 

8.5 CHO Report 

None. 

8.6 Homeowner/Property owner letters 

None at this time. 

9. COUNCIL REPORT 

Mayor Strathdee and Councillor Pridham provided a Council update to the 

Committee.  Councillor Pridham shared that at the previous Council meeting one 

member of the public expressed that the Heritage content in the Official Plan was too 

restrictive. Mayor Strathdee explained that the Official Plan amendments have been 
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reviewed and that it is the hope it will come before Council in the Fall for 

approval.  The Provincial Policy Statement needs to be drafted and approved by the 

Province before the Official Plan can be approved. 

Mayor Strathdee provided an update on the sale of the McDonald House and 

Junction Station.  Progress is occurring but the process will take some time to 

complete.  The proposals for both sites will be coming forward to the 

Committee.  Due to the condition of the rear wing of the McDonald House some 

alterations may be required. 

10. OTHER BUSINESS 

10.1 Presentation to Council - Discussion on content 

The Committee discussed the content and the timeline for making a 

presentation to Council.  The Committee thought that a presentation to 

Council in May would be best.  The Committee discussed that the key themes 

of the presentation should be: 

 who are the members of the committee, what the Committee does and 

why it is done 

 why it is important to keep heritage in corporate plans and documents 

 that the Committee is willing to work with the Town, property owners and 

members of the public. Presentation should include specific examples 

 that there is a desire by the Committee to keep buildings in use 

 include information on the congratulatory and thank you letters sent to 

property owners 

 the success of the Heritage and Façade grant programs.  Include before 

and after photographs 

 explain the change in building materials (i.e. materials used in the 

refurbishment of Shackleton's façade) 

10.2 Significant Tree List 

Staff provided an update that the municipal tree list only includes those trees 

located in the public road allowance.  Staff also provided a list of the 

municipalities that have designated a tree under the Ontario Heritage Act. 

10.3  Driftscape App Update 
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Staff provided an update to the Committee on the content currently in the 

App.  The App was circulated to members so that they could see the design, 

content, and functionality.  A soft launch will take place in March. 

11. UPCOMING MEETINGS 

Monday, March 9, 2020, St. Marys Museum at 6:15p.m. 

12. ADJOURNMENT 

Moved By Michelle Stemmler 

Seconded By Mike Bolton 

THAT the meeting of the Heritage Committee adjourn at 7:55 p.m. 

CARRIED 

 

 

 

_________________________ 

Chair 

 

_________________________ 

Committee Secretary 
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FORMAL REPORT 

 

To: Chair and Members of the Advisory Committee 

Prepared by: Grant Brouwer, Director of Building and Development 

Date of Meeting: 9 March 2020 

Subject: DEV 17-2020 Sign Bylaw Enforcement Update 

PURPOSE 

To update the Heritage Committee on the process of non-compliant signs and how the Building and 
Development Department deals with them.  

RECOMMENDATION 

THAT DEV 17-2020 Sign Bylaw Enforcement Update report be received. 

BACKGROUND 

At its November 21, 2019 meeting, members of the Heritage Advisory Committee inquired about the 
status of the Buck or Two Sign. A complaint form was submitted by a Committee member on September 
25 and the Committee inquired when the sign would be removed. The Committee also discussed a 
number of signs that have been installed in the downtown without businesses or owners completing a 
sign application or receiving a sign permit. The Committee asked for a report from the Building & 
Planning Department containing information on the process for non-compliant signs and how the 
current non-compliant or permitted signs are being dealt with. 

REPORT 

In speaking with the Director of Corporate Services on what the Committee is looking for with this report, 
five key questions and themes emerged: 

1. Q: What is the process if a sign goes up without a Sign Permit? i.e. Bungalow 
o A: Once we become aware of the sign, we will make an attempt to contact the owner, 

many times, our requests go unanswered. When we do make contact, the common 
response is that neither the building owner/business owner nor the contractor were 
aware of the rules. Once the business/building owner apply for the permit, we process it 
like we normally would.  
 

2. Q: When a complaint is submitted regarding a sign still remaining on a vacant property (Buck 
or Two) what is the timeline for the complaint to be resolved, what correspondence occurs with 
the complainant, etc. 

o A: When we receive a formal complaint we prioritize them with others that we have in 
the que. Because the Town does not have a dedicated by-law enforcement officer and 
this task is assigned to Building Department staff, we attempt to balance enforcement 
duties along with our regular day to day work of reviewing development plans, issuing 
building permits, and completing building inspection. We tend give priority to 
enforcement of by-law complaints that have health and safety issues and/or risks. 
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3. A: What is the process if a sign is installed without a permit and may require an easement with 

the Town (Foot Care sign)? 
o A: Basically the same process as our answer on the first question.  

 
4. Non-compliant signs – explanation of the five year period for compliance 

o As per Section 8.0(1)(e) of the Town Sign Bylaw, the business/building owner will need 
to update their signs to be in conformance with the current sign bylaw. The bylaw law 
was passed on October 30, 2018, giving the business/building owner until October 30 
2023 to comply. We have since catalogued all the signs in the Heritage Conservation 
District, and separated them into compliance and non-compliance. This five year grace 
period was permitted by Council to allow business and property owners’ time to prepare 
themselves financially for the cost to replace their sign. 
 

 8.0(1)(e) The owners of an existing sign(s) that does not conform to the requirements of 
this By-law on the date the By-law is passed shall bring such signs into conformity of this 
By-law within five (5) years of the date of passing the Bylaw or sooner where such sign 
is Altered or requires repair or maintenance. 

 
5. The committee is looking to get a better understanding of the Town’s processes in managing 

and enforcing the sign bylaw. 
o A: Even though Council is supportive of proactive enforcement with regards to the sign 

bylaw, we simply do not have enough staff to be proactive when dealing with the Sign 
Bylaw at this time. 

 

As an update on 202 Queen St E, as well as 125 Queen St E, we have tried to contact them numerous 
times with no avail. We issued a notice to both property owners on Friday, February 07, 2020, giving 
them 30 days to remove the signage. The business/building owner of 125 Queen St East has confirmed 
that they will have their sign removed by the mid- March, while 202 Queen St E has be given an 
extension until April 17, 2020. For 202 Queen Street, Council has asked to consider the enforcement 
process for this mural at their March 10 meeting due to the public concern raised with the Town’s by-
law restriction on murals. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

Nil  

SUMMARY 

Even though Council is supportive of proactive enforcement with regards to the sign bylaw, we simply 
do not have enough staff to be proactive when dealing with the Sign Bylaw at this time. When we 
receive a formal complaint we prioritize them with others that we have in the que and give priority to 
health and safety issues.  

STRATEGIC PLAN 

☒ Not applicable to this report. 

 

OTHERS CONSULTED 

Nil 
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ATTACHMENTS 

Nil 

REVIEWED BY 

Recommended by the Department    

 

_____________________________                                                                              
Grant Brouwer   
Director of Building and Development  
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TOWN OF ST. MARYS 
P.O. Box 998, St. Marys, ON.  N4X 1B6

 

Telephone: 519-284-2340 ●  Fax: 519-284-3881 

March 02, 2020 
 
Chair Stephen Habermehl and Members of the Heritage Advisory Committee 
c/o Trisha McKibbin, Director of Corporate Services 
via email to tmckibbin@town.stmarys.on.ca 
 
RE: Update on the Sale of 480 Glass Street, Junction Station 
 
Members of the Heritage Committee, 
 
 I’m writing this letter on behalf of Council to provide an update on the sale of Junction 
Station. At this point in time, I am pleased to share that Broken Rail has plans to invest over 
$300,000 in the property and the building to redevelop the location into a craft brewery which will 
be open to the public. It is their goal to have the redevelopment to a point where brewing can 
begin on the Victoria Day long weekend, with a public opening to follow afterwards. 
 
 During a discussion at Council on February 11, Council acknowledged that it is in the 
community’s best interest to have Junction Station be redeveloped and opened to the public. 
Council and Administration are viewing the sale and redevelopment of Junction Station as a 
partnership with Broken Rail. In this vein of thought, Council has committed to over $55,000 of 
investments into the property to bring the property to a point where it can be sold. Most of this 
cost represents due diligence and risk management work related to addressing contaminated 
soils which have been identified at the site. 
 
 For Town Administration, staff are directly assisting Broken Rail as they work through the 
planning stages of their redevelopment. To date staff have put considerable effort into the pre-
consultation process for this project. Staff have met directly with the interior designer, contractor, 
and engineer who represent Broken Rail. We are attempting to provide as much early feedback 
as we can regarding the redevelopment of the property. Our goal is for Broken Rail to incorporate 
this feedback into their project planning and designs prior to submitting their various permit 
applications. Although this level of effort is not typical in a development process, it is our goal to 
be as helpful as possible, and to assist Broken Rail in avoiding any development related issues 
which may delay their timelines or increase their costs unnecessarily. 
 

Specific to the heritage designation of the property, the agreement of purchase and sale 
currently includes a condition whereby Broken Rail expressly acknowledges the heritage 
designation of the property. In addition, Broken Rail is expressly agreeing to follow the process 
outlined in the Ontario Heritage Act with respect to alterations. Specifically, the condition is 
adapted from section 33(1) of the Ontario Heritage Act and reads as follows:  

 
“[Broken Rail]…shall not alter the property or Subject Building [Junction Station], or permit 
the alteration of the property or Subject Building, if the alteration is likely to affect the 
property or Subject Building’s heritage attributes, as set out in the description of the 
heritage attributes registered under subsection 29 (6) or (14) of the Ontario Heritage Act, 
as the case may be, unless the Purchaser makes a heritage permit application and 
receives consent in writing to the alteration, such consent to not be unreasonably withheld 
by the Town.” 
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TOWN OF ST. MARYS 
P.O. Box 998, St. Marys, ON.  N4X 1B6

 

Telephone: 519-284-2340 ●  Fax: 519-284-3881 

 Based on our meetings to date, staff are not concerned that Broken Rail will deviate from 
this requirement. Throughout their initial proposal and our subsequent discussions with their 
principals, contractor and their interior designer, they have continually given us the confidence 
that they fully intend to respect the heritage of the building.  
 
 There are practical matters of the redevelopment where Council and staff are is seeking 
some initial advice from the Heritage Committee. At this point in time, we would appreciate if the 
Committee could provide pre-consultation comments on the initial proposals from Broken Rail. To 
assist the Committee with their review, Broken Rail have been kind enough to share the current 
proposed floor plan, as well as their interior design concepts. Not covered in the design brief is 
the topic of building insulation. The building needs to be insulated, with the most cost effective 
method identified by Broken Rail’s contractor being the construction of an insulated drywall 
finished stud wall along all exterior facing walls. At this point in time the interior design brief does 
point out that the original wainscoting will be reused. 
 
 These proposed modifications will require a heritage permit, and may or may not impact 
the heritage designation of the interior of the building. The Heritage Committee’s input will be 
extremely valuable advice that staff will provide to Broken Rail as part of our pre-consultation 
guidance before they finalize their renovation and interior design plans. Council would appreciate 
any feedback the Heritage Committee has on the renovation concepts that have been identified 
at this point in time. If the Committee could consider this correspondence at their next regular 
meeting that would be greatly appreciated.   
 
 So the Committee is aware, Council has asked staff to research the legislative 
requirements and process to amend the statement of designation for Junction Station. This step 
is precautionary in nature so that Council is aware of the legislative process and timelines in the 
event the property redevelopment requires an amendment to the building’s interior designation. 
This is important information for Council to have so that they are aware of how this process could 
affect Broken Rail’s redevelopment timelines. 
 
 As the redevelopment of this property progresses I intend to provide periodic updates to 
the Committee. Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns along the 
way. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
________________________ 
Brent Kittmer, P.Eng., MPA 
CAO/Clerk 
519-284-2340 x216 
bkittmer@town.stmarys.on.ca 
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Schematic Design 
Presentation 
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Project Details 

Project Contacts:  

Ryan Leaman - Co-Owner 519-803-1830   

Erin Leaman - Co-Owner 519-500-4372 

Trisha McKibbin - Director of Corporate Services 519-284-2340 x.214 

Jim Rogers - Contractor 519-272-7650 

Harry Kemp - Electrical 519-521-6256 

Designer - Joana Francis 416-602-1881 

Location: 480 Glass St. St. Marys ON N4X 1E5 
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Desired Style: 
Industrial 
Warmth

Desired Atmosphere: 
Relaxed, welcoming, small 
town  

Colours/Textures reflected 
in the space: Neutrals, 
Woods and Black 
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Simplistic Floor Plan - Potential Capacity for 33 People
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Digital Story Board - Tasting Room
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The original wainscoting will remain throughout the room, to be 
painted a medium grey colour. The walls will be given a fresh 
coat of a warm white. The doors/arches and framing will remain 
intact but will be painted black. Commercial vinyl flooring will 
be installed throughout. A growler gallery wall will center the 
doors flanked by a natural wood bar top for patrons to stand at. 

Tasting Room

Before After
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Tasting Room - Wall 
to production area 

This wall will hold 4 - 5 floating 
bar tops with 2 stools per table. An 
Edison build will hang suspended from 

exposed electrical pipes. The 
wainscoting will remain in tact and 
the St.Marys wooden sign will Centre 
the wall. A black metal door will 

separate the spaces.

B 
E 
F 
O 
R 
E

After
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Digital Story Board - Bathrooms
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Digital Story Board - Cooler and 
Merchandise Room

Page 65 of 68



Heritage Items to be 
added to the project 
Wooden St. Marys JCT - in 
tasting room 

Furnace - Bathroom Entry Way 

Tile - Ceiling in the Merch 
Room
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Tasting Room 
Feature Wall
Growler gallery wall with  
Natural wood ledge to  
match the bar top + 
provide additional  

Standing room
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The Design Schematic should give 
you a sense of the direction of 
the project. Take your time and 
review the images, note what you 
like and what you would like 

changed. Now is the time to make 
those changes before we begin 

sources and finalizing! 

Cheers  

Thank you for trusting me 

Joana Francis

Page 68 of 68


	Agenda
	6. Post-Meeting Minutes - Heritage Advisory Committee_Feb10_2020 - English.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	8.1.2.1 DEV 17-2020 Sign Bylaw Enforcement Update .pdf
	Back to Agenda

	8.1.2.1 86-2018 Sign.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	8.2.1.1 Heritage Permit Via Interlocking Brick Replacement.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	8.2.2 03 02 2020 Heritage Committee re Junction Station.pdf
	Back to Agenda


