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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

ThisCultural Heritage Resource Impact Assessment (CHRIA), prepared
by ERA Architects revises the CHRIA submitted on June 1, 2015 in
orderto assessthe proposed revitalization of the Homewood Health
Centre campus (the “Homewood campus”). This CHRIA is submitted
in support of a site plan application (City’s Site Plan File Number
- SP13C039).

The Homewood campusincludes a number of buildings listed on the
City of Guelph’s Municipal Register of Cultural Heritage Properties.
Further, the revised Cultural Heritage Resource Evaluation Report
(CHRER), issued by ERA in November 2017, describes the Homewood
campusascomprised of threedistinct, yet connected cultural heritage
landscapes (CHLs), which contain identified heritage attributes and
built form: the Homewood Therapeutic Landscape, Riverslea Estate
Landscape, and Homewood Ancillary Landscape.

Thedevelopment proposal addressed inthis CHRIAwill be evaluated
against the Statements of Significance foreach CHL presented in the
revised CHRER. In summary, the major changes proposed for each
CHL are as follows:

Homewood Therapeutic Landscape (CHL1)

1. New Manor: Relocating the Cameron Gates to a new parking and
arrivals area on the east side of Delhi Street; removal of a grove of
trees;and construction of anew wing (the “New Manor”) to the south
of the Manor building.

2. Rehabilitation of the Manor Building: Rehabilitation of the historic
Manor Buildingincluding: construction of a new infill atrium addition
onthewestside of the building; demolition of a contemporaryloading
dock;changesto laterinfilladditions; and a new entrance facing Delhi
Street. Frontelevations and porchesfacing the river will be conserved.

3. Additions to the Activity Therapy Building: While the Site Plan
Application involves additions to the Activity Therapy Building
(1966), this building is not considered to be a heritage attribute of
the Homewood Therapeutic Landscape.

4. Landscaping Enhancements: Improvements to the river valley
terraced landscapingon the west side of the Manor, Vista and Colonial
buildings; and improvements to the Delhi streetscape.
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Riverslea Estate Landscape (CHL2)
No changes are proposed for the Riverslea Estate Landscape.
Homewood Ancillary Landscape (CHL3)

5. Rehabilitation of the Nurses’ Residence: The Nurses’ Residence will
be retained in situ and will be rehabilitated for training and regional
outpatient services. The building’s identified heritage attributes will
be conserved, and a new elevator will be added to its eastern (rear)
elevation.

6. Arrival and Parking Enhancements: Three auxiliary buildings on
the east side of Delhi Street will be removed, and replaced with a new
arrival and parking area on Delhi Street with streetscapeimprovements.

The proposed work facilitates the ongoing evolution of the Homewood
campusbyintroducingmodern carefacilitiesin away thatconserves
significant heritage attributes and responds to the established
landscape, builtform and land-use patterns as outlined in the CHRER.

Particularly, it was found that the project:

«  Draws on historic patterns of land use, building form and site
planning identified in the CHRER;

«  Allows Homewood to expand its services in a central location
on the campus so as to minimize impacts on other open
areas of the campus;

+  Allows forimprovements to the Delhi streetscape and arrival
area, including parking facilities, in a way that acknowledges
the Manor as the main entrance to the campus;

«  Re-establishes visual and functional relationships between
buildings and surrounding grounds through the design and
siting of a new wing, the rehabilitation of the Manor and
Nurses’ Residence, and landscape enhancements;

«  Conserves the Manor’s historic function as the central
building at Homewood by adding an infill addition,
rehabilitating its Delhi Street elevation, and conserving its key
heritage features;

« Conserves and adaptively reuses the Nurses’ Residence, while
demolishing auxiliary buildings on the east side of Delhi Street
in order to provide an improved arrival and parking area; This
will create a safe, welcoming and dignified experience for
people arriving at Homewood, improve the Delhi streetscape,
and will be consistent with the site’s ongoing evolution.

Revised Issued: January 19,2018
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INTRODUCTION

1.1 Scope of the Report

Schlegel Healthcare Inc., owner of the Homewood Health Centre
[Homewood], has retained ERA Architects Inc. (ERA) as the heritage
consultantfortherevitalization of the Homewood campus at 148-160
and 147-155 Delhi Street, Guelph.

This Cultural Heritage Resource ImpactAssessment (CHRIA) has been
prepared in accordance with the City of Guelph Cultural Heritage
Resource ImpactAssessment Guidelines (AppendixA). Itisto be read
alongside the revised Homewood Health Centre Cultural Heritage
Resource Evaluation Report (CHRER), dated November 2017, prepared
by ERA Architects. It follows the heritage review process outlined in
the CHRER and included as Figure 2 onthe following page. Thisreport
was prepared with reference to key documents including:
«  The City of Guelph Cultural Heritage Resource Impact
Assessment Guidelines, updated January 2010 (Appendix A);

+  Ontario Ministry of Culture’s Eight Guiding Principles in the
Conservation of Historic Properties (1997);

« Parks Canada’s Standards and Guidelines for the
Conservation of Historic Places in Canada, 2nd Ed. (2010);

+  Ontario Ministry of Culture’s Ontario Heritage Toolkit (2006);

«  The Province of Ontario’s 2014 Provincial Policy Statement for
the regulation of development and use of land;

«  The Ontario Heritage Act; and,

«  Ontario Regulation 9/06 Criteria for Determining Cultural
Heritage Value or Interest.

«  City of Guelph Official Plan - Section 3.5 (consolidated
September 2014)

1.2 Application History

Several changes have been made to the development proposal and
theHomewood CHRER sincethe last version ofthis report wasissued
in 2015.

In summary, these include:

«  The CHRER was revised to describe the Homewood campus
as three distinct Cultural Heritage Landscapes (CHLs): the
Homewood Therapeutic Landscape, the Riverslea Estate
Landscape and the Homewood Ancillary Landscape;

Revised Issued: January 19,2018



+  The CHRER was also revised to include Statements of Signifi-
cance for each CHL, which are ultimately intended to inform
designation by-laws for each CHL;

« Thedevelopment proposal was modified in the following
ways:

The Nurses’ Residence on the east side of Delhi Street
is now being retained and rehabilitated for training and
regional outpatient uses;

The footprint of the new wing to the south of the Trillium
Wing has been reduced in size, and now sits flush with the
manor Building’s eastern Delhi Street elevation;

The location of the proposed atrium on the west side
of the Manor Building has changed; it is now proposed
between the building’s central block and north wing;

A corridor addition to the Manor Building’s eastern eleva-
tion is being removed to restore its Delhi Street frontage;

Additions are proposed for the Activity Therapy Building.

Heritage Review Process
(in tandem with future development
applications)

Future applications would ] CHRER
beinformed by and conform [ _ e e - === o m——— Campus scale evaluation of
with recommendations of the T > heritage resources providing
CHRER in the early planning high level guidance for future
stages _| evolution

moreMdoerteaﬁgs ﬂgﬁtigg ____________ Cultural Heritage Resource
assessments and L T T ’ Impact Assessment (CHRIA)
conservation plans would be l .
undertaken as projects move | ezzzV¥Yo-z= Conservation Plan

through the planning and
design approvals process

:l Implementation

< Current Report

This diagram describes how this document is proposed to fit within the heritage planning and
approval process.

1.

Heritage Review Process as outlined in the revised Homewood Health Centre Cultural Her-
itage Resource Evaluation Report, ERA 2017.




1.3 Report Organization

Consistentwith the revised CHRER, whichidentifiesand describesthree
distinct Cultural Heritage Landsapes (CHLs) within the Homewood
campus, this CHRIA will assess potential impacts on each of these
CHLs as a result of the proposed development. As such, this report
is divided into three sections:

«  Section 2: Homewood Therapeutic Landscape
«  Section 3: Riverslea Estate Landscape
«  Section 4: Homewood Ancillary Landscape

Each of these sections will outline the proposed changes within the
CHL, and will assessimpactson cultural heritage resources using the
CHL's Statement of Significance (SoS) as an evaluative framework.

1.4 Present Owner Contact

Schlegel Health Care Inc.

c/o Brad Schlegel

325 Max Becker Drive, Suite 201
Kitchener, ON, N2E 4H5
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1.5 Site Location and Description

Homewood Health Centre is located about 1.5 kilometers north
east of Guelph’s city centre at 148-160 Delhi Street. It sits on a site of
approximately 80 acres, herein referred to asthe Homewood campus.

Generally, the Homewood campus is bounded by Emma Street to
the north, Delhi Street to the east, the Speed River to the west, and
the rear of lots facing Spring Street to the south (see Figure 2).

Homewood operates mainly from a core cluster of interconnected
buildings on the west side of Delhi Street (see Figure 2). However,
the campus also includes the Riverslea estate, outbuildings, and
gatehouse at the southwestern corner of the property, and a cluster
of ancillary service buildings, including the Nurses’ Residence, on
the east side of Delhi Street. Riverslea is now used as a conference
and research centre, while the Nurses’ Residence s currently vacant.
The Homewood campus buildings are located within a picturesque
landscape on the banks of the Speed River. This landscape contains
featuressuch as paths, terraces, a gazebo, tennis courts, gardens and
wooded areas, many of which are used for therapeutic purposes.

Homewood’s largest parking lot is located off of Emma Street, west
of Delhi Street. Additional surface parking is located on the east side
of Delhi Street, north and south of the Nurses’ Residence (Figure 2).

While the Homewood campus occupies a large area, the proposed
developments addressed in this CHRIA are largely concentrated in
the core of the campus, on either side of Delhi Street (Figure 3).

Note regarding directions: The site is not
oriented directly on cardinal directions.
For the sake of clarity, in this report Delhi
Street is regarded as running north-
south, with the Speed River to the west.




Homewood Health Centre Campus

Guelph Genaeral
Feormer Nurses Resfidenea, W@g[@ﬁﬁéﬂ
parking and seeondary build-
fngs
Delhi St.
Core Homeweed bufldings
@ 3
(] )
g Hemeweed Campus
. 5
)
Spaeed River
P At St 1y,
Riverslea
2. Location of Homewood Health Centre and surrounding context (Google Maps, annotated by ERA)

Homewood Health Centre Campus, Detail
1. Activities Building

2. Manor Building
3. Site of proposed New Manor

6 a 4. Cameron Gates

5. River valley terrace

Delhi St. 6&6a. Parking
4

1 2 3 7. Former staff houses and

service buildings

8. Former Nurses’ Residence

3. Homewood campus areas subject to the development proposal (Google Maps, annotated by ERA)
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1.6 Historic Research and Background

For an in depth overview of Homewood’s history and an analysis of
the site’s landscape and built form patterns, please see the revised
Homewood CHRER (ERA, November2017). The text below is adapted
fromtherevised Homewood CHRER, and provides an overview of the
evolution of the Homewood campus over time.

The Homewood campus can be read as three distinct yet related
culturalheritage landscapes (CHLs) that have been shaped by historical
layers and patterns of development over time. These layers, visiblein
theinterrelationship between builtform and landscape, are revealing
of both the growth of Guelph and evolving approaches to healthcare
delivery. Establishedin 1883, the Homewood campusislocated along
the eastern banks of the Speed River, and now occupies portions of
former park lots 11, 12 and 13. Along with the primary institutional
buildings builtin the early twentieth century, the Homewood campus
also contains the Riverslea Estate, a fragment of Guelph’s early
residential development. While most of the early riverside estate houses
on Park lots 11, 12 and 13 have long been demolished, Homewood
has transformed these original expansive residential lots into both
programmed and non-programmed landscapes for therapeutic
purposes. In keeping with the prevailing nineteenth century view
that naturalized settings had curative qualities, the first purpose-
built medical buildings within the Homewood campus, designed by
architect George Miller, were oriented toward the valley ridge and the
Speed River below, engaging patients with the landscape.

Whilethese original Homewood buildings form the core of the present
daycampus, a program ofincremental expansion has maintained the
legibility of these structures and their relationship to the landscape,
while offering new facilities for patient care. This gradual expansion
process modernized and reoriented Homewood towards Delhi Street.
As Homewood expanded, a second Nurses’ Residence and other
service buildings were built east of Delhi Street, and the campus was
betterincorporated into thetransportation system of the growingcity.

Thelandscape hasevolved intandem with built form, adapting to suit
new programmatic requirements of the hospital, while maintaining
componentslinked toeach eraof development. Through an approach of
adaptation and augmentation, ratherthan demolition, the Homewood
campus has retained a complexity that speaks to each era of its
evolution. Together, these different yet complementary layers form
the Homewood campus.




1915, Sketch

4. Homewoood in 1915 (Homewood, 100 Years of Service, 1889-1983)
1918 Manor Building 1929 Aerial
5. Manor Building, 1918. (Guelph Public Archives) 6. Homewood campus 1929 (Homewood, repub-

lished in 100 Years)
Circa 1965 - Aerial

7. Homewood campus, circa
1965 (Homewood, republished in 100
Years)
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1.7 Homewood Cultural Heritage Landscapes

Research and analysis of the Homewood campus reveals that
three distinct yet related component landscapes exist within the
broader campus: the Homewood Therapeutic Landscape (CHL1),
theRiverslea Estate Landscape (CHL2),and the Homewood Ancillary
Landscape (CHL3). Whilethesethree areas are historically linked and
physically connected by Delhi Street, they reflect specific attributes
and planning intentions, and merit recognition as distinct cultural
heritage landscapes within the larger campus.

The Homewood Therapeutic Landscape is intrinsically linked to
the Homewood Health Centre and in addition to the core buildings
describedinthefollowing section, contains associated campus lands
which provide an organized therapeuticlandscapeforthe treatment
of patients that includes terraces, viewscapes, and programming.

To the south, the Riverslea Estate Landscape reflects a distinctly
residential character, and incorporates the picturesque arrival
sequencefrom Arthur Street North, and theland around the Riverslea
building, including the gatehouse, outbuildings, as well as canopy
trees, large shrubs, woodlots, and walking trails.

To the east of Delhi Street lies the Homewood Ancillary Landscape.
This landscape was originally developed as a group of buildings that
contained avariety of supporting uses, such asthe Nurses’ Residence,
which serviced the Homewood campus. Due to the auxiliary nature
of this area, the Nurses’ Residence does not feature the same level
of architectural detailing as the buildings in the other CHLs, but is
nevertheless contextually linked withthe widerHomewood campus.




- Homewood Therapeutic Landscape

- Riverslea Estate Landscape
- Homewood Ancillary Landscape

Homewood Cultural Heritage Landscapes (Source: ERA).

Revised Issued: January 19,2018
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HOMEWOOD THERAPEUTIC LANDSCAPE (CHU)

2.1 Statement of Significance

The Homewood Therapeutic Landscape Statement of Significance
(SoS), as presented in the Homewood CHRER, is reproduced below.

TheHomewood campus asawholeincludes property onthe westand
east sides of Delhi Street. Within this larger campus are three distinct
yet related parts including the Homewood Therapeutic Landscape,
whose heritage themes and attributes are described below.

Design Themes

The Homewood Therapeutic Landscapeincludesacomplexof buildings
clustered along Delhi Streetthat overlook a programmed landscape,
which slopestowardstheriverandisframed by wooded areas. Formerly
thesite of several private country estates, the Homewood campus was
establishedin 1883 asamental healthcarefacility. Thistransformation
continued throughout the first half of the twentieth century, as
the campus was designed according to prevailing ideas about the
relationship between environment and mental health. The resulting
therapeuticlandscapefeatured thoughtful integration of programmed
landscape, scenicand picturesque landscapefeatures, and architecture
(including a cluster of main buildings fortreatment along the valley ridge
and free standing secondary buildings for campus supportfunctions
suchasthe Superintendent’s Residence). Beginningin the late 1940s,
asthegeneral approach tomental healthcare became moreclinically
focused, the campus entered a new phase of modernization. This
phase included new construction and the reorientation of existing
buildings towards Delhi Street, rather than the landscape and river.
Theevolution of medical healthcareislegibleinthe campus’ patterns
of development and in the continued connections between old and
new building forms and landscape features.

Historical Themes

Since 1883, this campus has maintained its association with the
Homewood Health Centre, a prominent institution within the field
of mental health care. The campus’ ongoing use and physical
development reflect the historic evolution of ideas about mental
healthcare facilities. The early 20th century Homewood buildings
represent the work of George Miller, a highly accomplished architect
in Toronto whose projects include Toronto’s Massey Hall and the
University of Toronto’s Annesley Hall.

10



Contextual Themes

The organization of the campus’ elements, including the scale and
orientation of buildings and the design and programming of the
landscape, facilitatesinteraction between the Homewood Therapeutic
Landscape, Delhi Street, the Speed River, and the formerly private land
tothesouth. Formingthe easternedge of the Therapeutic Landscape,
Delhi Streetis also a contextual feature of CHL1, which connects and
frames the public experience of this landscape.

Heritage Attributes for the Homewood Therapeutic Landscape:
«  Evolved nature of the Therapeutic Landscape, which reflects
distinct eras of healthcare paradigms and Guelph’s history;

«  Picturesque landscape, featuring composed views and a park-
like composition of open lawns and trees, designed to facili-
tate therapeutic programming;

«  Wooded areas of natural heritage significance that help frame
and provide a visual backdrop to the picturesque landscape;

«  Physical, visual, and programmatic connectivity between built
form elements and the landscape, including paths, terracing,
the rhythm created by alternating building masses and court-
yard voids; and

« Location and orientation of the early 20th century institutional
buildings towards the river.

Heritage Attributes of significant buildings and structures include:

Superintendent’s Residence™:

« Queen Anne Revival style and detailing including the steeply
pitched roof with irregular profile, prominent front bay and
picturesque massing;

« Brick and stone construction;

«  Original window & door openings and surrounds featuring
smooth cut red sandstone lug sills in sill courses;

« Paneled and glazed front doorway with leaded transom.
«  Open front/corner porch;

« Hip and gable roofline, with a conical roof over the building’s
front bay and a dentilated cornice; and

«  Sash windows.

sed Issued: January 19,2018
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Colonial Building™:

Neoclassical Revival style and detailing, representative of
George Miller’s work, including the verandas (now enclosed)
supported by Tuscan columns at the end of each wing;

Symmetrical C-shaped plan;
Stone construction using locally quarried limestone;
Dentilated soffits;

Original window & door openings and surrounds, including
rusticated stone sills and lintels;

Flat roofline, featuring a wide cornice on console brackets; and
Sash windows.

Vista Building™:

Neoclassical Revival style and detailing including the enclosed
veranda with Tuscan columns;

Stone construction using locally quarried limestone;

Original window & door openings and surrounds with rusti-
cated stonessills and lintels, including the corner bay windows;

Flat roofline, featuring a wide cornice on console brackets and
dentilated soffits; and

Sash windows.

Manor Building™:

Eclectic style and detailing incorporating elements
representative of George Miller’s work including components
of Georgian, Edwardian and Neoclassical architecture;

Symmetrical E-shaped plan, linked to its historical and
continuing use as a health-care facility;

Cross-plan pilastered columns and domed towers framing
a portico on the building’s west (primary) elevation and the
decorative metal work framing the second storey balcony;

Double-height porticos along the building’s west elevation
supported by lonic columns and capped by pediments with
tympanums containing decorative relief sculptures;

Triangular and rounded pediments with tympanums contain-
ing decorative relief sculptures along the building’s east eleva-
tion;

Original window & door openings and surrounds, including
rusticated stone sills and lintels;

Varied profile of the roof, featuring a wide cornice with
dentilated soffits and open balustrades; and

Sash windows.
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Mackinnon Building™:

Georgian Revival style and detailing representative of George
Miller’s work including the symmetrical plan, classical detail-
ing such as the triangular pediment with tympanum and the
pilastered entranceway on the building’s west (primary) eleva-
tion;

Brick and stone construction;

Original window and door openings and surrounds, includ-
ing rusticated stone sills and segmental arches as well as the
semi-elliptical fanlight, sidelights and double-leaf paneled and
glazed doors along the building’s west elevation;

Triangular oriel windows on brackets;

Flat roofline, featuring wide eaves with console brackets, and a
deep frieze with moulded band; and

Sash windows.

Cameron Gates™™:

Profile of the stone piers with separate vehicular and pedes-
trian entrances;

Stone and concrete construction of the piers;
Original light fixtures on top of the piers; and
Ironwork of the gates.

Thefollowingbuildings are not considered character-defining elements
of the Homewood Theraputic Landscape. As such, no heritage
attributes have been described:

Activity Therapy Building (1966)
Hamilton Building (1991)

Riverwood Building (1990), surrounding surface parking lots
and stone gates at the Emma Street entrance

Gazebo (1995) (although listed on City of Guelph’s Munici-
pal Register of Cultural Heritage Properties, the Gazebo is a
modern-day structure that does not have significant design,
historic, or contextual value)

Manor Building’s Trillium Wing (1996), basement level addition
(1940), and infill additions along Delhi Street

*Please note thatinterior spaces of these structures have been highly
altered overtime, and do not contain heritage attributes that require
retention.

“*Please also note that the Therapeutic Landscape’s SoS will need
to be amended if the relocation of the Cameron Gates is approved
through the Site Plan Review process.

Revised Issued: January 19,2018
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2.2 Cultural Heritage Resource Documentation

9. Cameron Gates, looking
west from Delhi Street (Source: ERA).

10. View of the Manor building’s
east elevation, looking north along
Delhi Street (Source: ERA).

11. Partial view of the Superin-
tendent’s Residence’s north elevation
(Source: ERA).
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12. View towards the Manor
building’s west elevation, from the
river valley terrace (Source: ERA).

13. Partial view of the Manor
building’s west elevation (Source:
ERA).

14. Partial view of the Manor
building’s west elevation, showing the
raised basement addition between
the south and central wings (Source:
ERA).
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15. Partial view of the Manor
building’s west elevation, showing the
central wing (Source: ERA).

16. Partial view of the Manor
building’s west elevation, showing
the courtyard between the building’s
north and central wings (Source: ERA).

17. View of the MacKinnon’s
west elevation (Source: ERA).
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18. View of Homewood’s river
terrace landscape (Source: ERA).

19. View of the Colonial’s south
wing, looking north from the river val-
ley terrace (Source: ERA).

20. View of the west elevation of
the Colonial’s south wing, looking east
from the river valley terrace (Source:
ERA).
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21 View of the west elevation of
the Colonial’s north wing, looking east
from the river valley terrace (Source:
ERA).

22. View of the Vista’s north
and south elevations, looking south
(Source: ERA).

23. View of the Vista’s east
elevation, looking west from Delhi
Street (Source: ERA).
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Activity Therapy Building

24. Site Plan of the proposed development, showing major additions/alterations to built form in CHLL in green

(Source: Cornerstone Architecture, annotated by ERA).
2.3 Proposed Development

New Manor

The proposed New Manorwill be located south ofthe Manor Building’s
Trilliumwing, and will be connected to the Trillium Wingvia a narrow
glazed corridor. The New Manor is proposed to be C-shaped, with
its landscaped courtyard facing west towards the river. The building
is contemplated with a rectilinear massing, and with all elevations
featuring alternating sections of red brick masonry and transparent
curtain wall glazing. The proposed building will also feature a stone
base, and an architectural concrete block cornice.

Due to site grading, the new wing will be three storeys tall fronting
Delhi Street and four storeys tall towards the interior (west) of the
site. The new wing will house all the inpatient beds from the Manor
Building, allowing the historic building to be rehabilitated in order to
provide recreational and common space, outpatient services, and
administrative space.

Sincethelast CHRIAwas submitted in June 2015, designs for the new
wing have been modified so that the building’s eastern elevation
does not stand proud of the adjacent Manor Building along Delhi

Manor

New Manor

Revised Issued: January 19,2018
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25. Rendering showing the proposed New Manor, looking northeast (Source: Cornerstone Architecture).

Street. The design has also been modified so the New Manor does not
extend as far to the west, helping to conserve views to the western
elevations of Homewood’s core buildings (i.e. the MacKinnon and
ColonialBuilding), and provides greater separation distances between
the new wing and the Superintendent’s House to the west.

Construction of the new wing will require the Cameron Gates to be
relocated. It is proposed that the gates be moved to the east side of
Delhi Streetto mark the central pedestrian path from the new parking
facility to the Manor Building. Further, construction will require the
removal of a grove of trees currently to the south of the Trillium Wing.

Rehabilitation of the Manor Building

Proposed rehabilitation work to the Manor will involve three
components:interiorrevitalization, creating a newinfill atrium along
the building’s western elevation, and alterations to the building’s
eastern elevation along Delhi Street.

a) Interior Revitalization

AstheManorisbeingrehabilitated to provide recreational and common
space, outpatient services, and administrative areas, interior and
building systems will be upgraded or renewed to allow the building

20



Past alterations to the Manor
Delhi Street

=

3 Original Building Fabric
1 Alterations

Trillium Wing

3

infill addition

T
[ ’J rg;semem level

River Valley

o

26. Diagram showing the current condition of the Manor, indicating original and altered building components

(Source: ERA).

to continue to serve as a modern medical facility accommodating
these functions. None of these interior alterations will affect the
building’s described heritage attributes.

b) Infill Atrium Addition

Anew atrium is proposed along the Manor’s western elevation, to be
created by enclosing the courtyard between the building’s central
block and north wing. The proposed atrium is rectangular in shape,
will be clad in transparent curtain wall, and has been designed to be
structurally independent from the Manor. The new atrium will also
feature aramp alongits western elevation, which will provide access
between the atrium and the Homewood grounds to the west.

The proposed atrium involves the removal of one of the Manor’s
original exterior walls, to create a double-height interior space that
extends the depth of the building, from east to west. This will also
establish newviews from Delhi Street and the proposed reception area
on the east side of the building to the river valley west of the Manor.

An non-original stairwell addition to the north side of the Manor’s
central block will also be removed as part of this proposal.

The Manor’s historic western front elevations and entry porches
facing the river will be conserved.

Revised Issued: January 19,2018



Proposed alterations to the Manor

Removal of corridor/ Alteration of brick
receiving addition infill additions

3 Existing Building Fabric
Hl Removals
I Alterations

Removal of exterior wall to
suit new Atrium addition

Removal of stair addition

Diagram indicating the scope of removals to suit new main entrance and atrium addition to the Manor Building

Restoration of Curtain wall infill
Manor facade

@ Existing Building Fabric
1 Additions
BN Alterations

New Atrium addition

27. Diagram indicating the scope of new additions and alterations to the Manor Building (Source: Cornerstone Architecture).
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28. Rendering showing the proposed atrium addition to the Manor, looking east (Source: Cornerstone Architecture).

29. Rendering showing the proposed atrium addition to the Manor, looking northeast (Source: Cornerstone
Architecture).
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30. Rendering showing the proposed alterations to the Manor’s Delhi Street elevation, including new curtain-wall
additions, removal of the existing corridor addition, and new entry sequence. Looking southwest (Source:
Cornerstone Architecture).

¢) Alterations to Delhi Street Elevation

The Manor’s Delhi Street elevation will be rehabilitated by removing
and replacing two later masonry infill additions on either side of
the main entrance block, with additions clad in transparent curtain
wall. The northern addition is proposed to serve as a double-height
lobby and reception area, while the southern addition will contain
recreational space at grade, and office space above. As part of these
additions, heritage fabric thatonce formed part ofthe Manor’s eastern
elevation and were obscured by earlier additions, will be removed.
However, these original walls have likely been heavily modified over
time in order to improve circulation within the building.

A 1-storey corridor addition running along the north portion of the
Manor’s east elevation will also be removed as part of the proposed
development. This corridor, however, does not constitute original
heritage fabric. The existingdoorway, ramp and canopy that currently
defineHomewood’sentrance alongthe Manor’s eastern elevation are
not original heritage fabric, and will be replaced by a new entrance
sequence, featuringa contemporary steel and glass canopy, upgraded
doors, steps, and a planter wall with signage.
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31. Rendering showing the proposed alterations to the Manor’s Delhi Street elevation, including new curtain-wall
additions, removal of the existing corridor addition, and new entry sequence. Looking southwest (Source:
Cornerstone Architecture).

Activity Therapy Building Additions

The current development proposal also involves making a series of
additionstotheActivity Therapy Building (1966). Additions will be made
to allfour of the building’s elevations, in order to convert the building
into the new Trillium Unit, which will provide crisis and acute care.

Landscaping Enhancements

The proposed development includes a number of landscaping
improvementsto therivervalley landscape west of the core Homewood
buildings, as well asto the Delhi streetscapeto the east of the Manor.

a) River Valley Landscaping

As part of the New Manor development, a new courtyard will be
established within the river valley landscape. This new courtyard
will feature a number of picturesque elements, including decorative
paving, a sculptural element, a koi pond and bridge, a gazebo, and
extensive plantings. Additional plantings are also proposed around
the new Manor’s south and north elevations.
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West of the Manor, vehicular access and an existing pedestrian path
will also be rehabilitated. Further, the switchback ramp leading from
the proposed atriumis heavily landscaped, to create the experience of
walkingthrough aterraced garden. Proposed landscape improvements
will provide improved walking and viewing areas along the top of the
terracedlandscape,and will bein keeping with the historic landscape
patterns of the Homewood campus.

b) Delhi Street

Landscaping improvements along the west side of Delhi Street will
be designed intandem with the new parking and arrivals area on the
east side of Delhi Street to create a contemporary arrival sequence
for the Homewood campus.

Landscapingalong the westside of Delhi Street will echo the Manor’s
senseof balance and rhythm,complimentthe contemporary additions
proposed forthe building, and create a safe and appropriately-scaled
pedestrian zone. Landscaping along the east side of Delhi Street
will visually buffer the surface parking lot from the historic built-
from on the west side of the street while improving the pedestrian
experience of Delhi.

Forfurtherdetails, referto drawings prepared by Ron Koudys Landscape
Architects submitted for Site Plan approval, November 22, 2017.

2.4 Impacts on Cultural Heritage Value & Mitigation
Strategies

New Manor

The New Manor Building, located directly to the south of the Trillium
Wing, has been designed to respond to the massing and material
character of the existing Manor Building. The height of the proposed
buildingisin keeping with the low-rise character of built-form within
the Homewood campus while the contemplated use of brick and
stonemasonry aswell astransparentglazing respondsto the material
vernacular of the campus as a whole. The C-shaped configuration of
the new building provides a semi-enclosed courtyard at its centre
that references those created by the E-shaped plan of the existing
Manor Building. This C-shaped courtyard maximizes the number of
patient rooms with views of the river valley to the west while offering
opportunity for a landscape treatment at-grade that connects
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32. Rendering of the proposed landscape improvements looking north along Delhi Street (above) and south
along Delhi Street (below) (Source: Cornerstone Architecture).
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33. Rendering showing the view to the Manor from the river valley terrace (Source: Cornerstone Architecture).

the proposed space, both visually and programmatically, into the
surrounding landscape. Although a grove of trees will be removed to
allow for construction of the proposed building, their root systems
were previously damaged by construction activity onthe Homewood
campus. The Cameron Gates, also within the footprint of the proposed
building, are proposed to be removed, restored, and relocated to the
arrivallandscapeto the north ofthe rehabilitated Nurse’s Residence.

To tie the new building into the internal circulation network of the
campus, a glazed walkway is proposed to connect the New Manor
building with the Manor’s existing Trillium Wing to the north (see
Figure 26). Asthe bridgeis proposed to be clad intransparent glazing,
it will not obscure views westwards from Delhi Street into the river
valley. Further, the modifications required to the south elevation
of the Trillium Wing to accommodate the proposed walkway will
have no impact on heritage fabric as the Trillium Wing is a relatively
contemporary addition to the Homewood campus.
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Manor Rehabilitation

The proposed rehabilitation of the Manor Building willimpact heritage
fabric by inserting an atrium along the building’s west elevation.
Although thedesign ofthe atrium contemplates removal of a portion
oftheexistingwest elevation of the Manor Building (the existing north
and south exteriorwalls withinthe courtyard will remain), its removal
willmagnify thevolume of the proposed space and open views to the
river valley from Delhi Street. The introduction of the atrium will also
provide additional social space for patientuse, improving the function
of the Manor Building as a centre for holistic patient care. Following
removal of the external staircase, the portions of the courtyard’s
south elevation that were modified for construction of the staircase
will be restored using sympathetic materials.

Proposed modifications along the Manor Building’s east elevation
includesremoval and replacement of brick additions on eitherside of
the building’s main entrance along Delhi Street. A corridor, added in
aprevious alterations, is also proposed to be removed. The portions
of the east elevation proposed for removal were previously infilled,
obscuring the original exteriorwall. Although this former external wall
may exist beneaththe additions, it was likely modified to accommodate
the addition of dooropenings. For thisreason, and for programmatic
considerationslinked tothe proposed reception and recreation spaces,
retention of the former exterior wall was not explored.

Following the removal of the brick additions, the portions of the
Manor’s original eastern elevation that were covered by the corridor
addition will berestored using sympathetic materials. These proposed
alterations will restore the original symmetry of the Manor Building’s
eastern elevation, while also allowing for a more animated street
frontage.

In orderto provide for abundant day lighting, and to create a visually
permeable condition between Delhi Street and the river valley, the
atriumand the new additions flanking the main entrance are proposed
tobecladintransparentglazing. The main entry sequenceis proposed
tobe constructed with stainless steeland transparent glazing. These
material choices ensure that the proposed interventions are visually
compatible with, subordinate to and distinguishable from existing
heritage material, namely the brick and stone masonry that typify
the historic buildings within the Homewood campus.
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Asnointeriorattributes areidentified in the Homewood Therapeutic
Landscape’s SoS, interior rehabilitation will not impact heritage
attributes or cultural heritage value.

Considered Alternatives
New Manor Building

For discussion of alternative development options forthe New Manor
Building, see the table on page 31.

Manor Rehabilitation

Before the current owners acquired Homewood, other options were
explored for renewing the Manor Building. These included retaining
partsofthewingswhilereconstructing the rest ofthe building. These
options would have resulted in less of the heritage building being
retained. Options for retaining the Manor with no additions were
assessed and found to impede the future usability of the building,
especially as a central entrance space for the wider Homewood
building complex, and were foundto limitopportunitiesto sensitively
modernize the facility.

Aprevious iteration of the development proposal placed the new atrium
between the south and the central wing, over the raised basement
addition. The current proposed location of the atrium was selected
asthe preferred option asit maintained the legibility of the E-shaped
plan of the Manor Building while offering improved views to the river
valley landscape, as well as better access to the remainder of the
Homewood campus to the north. Further, the currently proposed
location allows fortheintroduction of alandscaped rampintegrated
with the main social space of the atrium.

Activity Therapy Building

Asstatedinthe Homewood Therapeutic Landscape’s SoS, the Activity
Therapy Building is not considered a heritage attribute of CHL1.
Further, the proposed additions to the Activity Therapy Building will
not physicallyimpacttheadjacentVistabuilding, locatedimmediately
tothesouth. Assuch, the proposed alterationstothe Activity Therapy
Building will not significantly impact the cultural heritage value or
heritage attributes of the Homewood Therapeutic Landscape.
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Option Assessment

—— Reducing the footprint | Reducing the footprint of the building would result
in increased height and would effect how medical
services are delivered.

Consolidating the ‘U’ Consolidating the ‘U’ shaped plan as a more typical

shaped plan as asingle | rectangular footprint would result in reduced outdoor

block views from residential rooms. The proposed ‘U’ plan
also breaks up the south west elevation in to a smaller

‘%\ section compared to a smgile elevation that vvogldi
AR result from a more conventional rectangular building
T floor plan.
Siting the building Siting the building elsewhere would isolate it from the
elsewhere rest of the Homewood building cluster. As well, building

- separately from the existing cluster would be inconsis-
“\» tent with established patterns at Homewood, where
new buildings have been added to an interconnected
cluster next to Delhi Street.

This would also greatly inconvenience patients who
need to access the existing facilities for programs and
services.
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Landscaping Enhancements

Contemplated landscape enhancements reference the characteristics
historically associated with the rivervalley while providing definition
and a sense of arrival to the property’s Delhi Street frontage.

The proposed landscape treatment within the courtyard of the
New Manor Building offers an immersive experience, one created by
meandering pathways and an abundance of new plantings. Designed
to be a place of contemplation and exploration, the space finds
commonalities with the characteristics of the adjacent river valley,
integrating this neighbouring landscape withthetherapeutic landscape
tradition both visually and programmatically. These improvements
also create more opportunities to view and experience the river
valley setting.

The contemplated landscape improvements along Delhi Street
reference and the rhythm and symmetry of existing heritage fabric while
offering definition towhatis currently an unremarkable and utilitarian
streetscape. Thelineartree planting pattern proposed for Delhi Street
references the historic condition of the street while the introduction
of a consistent tree canopy improves the pedestrian experience of
the street and helps frame the arrival experience. Improvements to
the Manor Building’s entry sequence also incorporate landscape
enhancements. The new plantersand planting pattern are proposed
tobe contemporaryin naturein ordertoremain distinguishable from
existing heritage material.

2.5 Conservation Strategy
Definition
The primary treatment selected as a conservation approach is

rehabilitation.

The Standards and Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic Places
in Canada (second edition) defines rehabilitation as:

Rehabilitation: The action or process of making possible a
continuing or compatible contemporary use of a historic
place or an individual component, while protecting its
heritage value.

The conservation objective of the proposed development is to is
to improve the functionality of the Manor Building as a best in class
heath care facility.
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Conservation Recommendations

The new atrium infill addition has been designed to ensure the original
‘E’ shaped plan of the Manor Building will remain legible. This will be
accomplished by maintaining two brick walls within the new atrium and
openingupthebuilding’seast and west elevationsto allow through views
from Delhi Street to the river valley landscape. Further, the roof of the
atrium is proposed to be slightly elevated above the retained exterior
walls, helping to further distinguish it from heritage fabric.

Repairstotheeastelevation of the Manor Building where theinfilladditions
arecurrently located will be undertaken following their removal. Repairs
to the portion of south elevation of the courtyard that was modified to
accommodate the existing external stairwell will also be undertaken
upon its removal.
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3 RIVERSLEA ESTATE LANDSCAPE (CHL2)

The development proposal does not involve any changes to the
Riverslea Estate Landscape. As such, there will be no impacts on
the cultural heritage value or heritage attributes of CHL2 as a result
of Homewood’s current revitalization plans.
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4 HOMEWOOD ANCILLARY LANDSCAPE (CHL3)

4.1 Statement of Significance

The Homewood Ancillary Landscape SoS, as presented in the
Homewood CHRER, is reproduced below.

TheHomewood campusasawholeincludes property onthe westand
eastsides of Delhi Street. Within this larger campus are three distinct
yetrelated partsincludingthe Homewood Ancillary Landscape, whose
heritage themes and attributes are described below.

Contextual Themes

The Homewood Ancillary Landscape is functionally, visually,
and historically connected with the Homewood Health Centre’s
Therapeutic Landscape, asitoriginally provided supportive functions
for Homewood’s primary care facilities located on the west side of
Delhi Street. Originally located at the back of the Homewood campus,
thesesupportbuildingsincludethe Nurses’ Residence, which provides
insight into the historical operations of Homewood beyond primary
patient care.

Forming the western edge of the Homewood Ancillary Landscape,
Delhi Street is also a contextual feature of CHL3, which connects to
the Therapeutic Landscape and frames the public experience of
this landscape.

Heritage Attributes of the Nurses’ Residence include:
«  Symmetrical plan composed of a central block flanked by two
small wings;

+  Brick construction featuring decorative brick banding below
the third storey;

«  Original window and door openings and surrounds including
semi-circular bays;

«  Gable roof with central shed roof dormer featuring eaves with
exposed projecting rafters;

«  9over 1 multi-paned windows;

+  Coloured glass windows in the northern and southern stair-
wells, where extant;

« Interior metal staircases and railings in the northern and
southern stairwells; and

«  Threeinterior fireplaces.
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The following properties are not considered significant character-
defining elements of the Homewood Ancillary Landscape. As such,
no heritage attributes have been described:

« 151,153,155 & 157 Delhi Street




4.2 Cultural Heritage Resource Documentation

34. View of the auxiliary build-
ings on the east side of Delhi Street,
looking southeast (Source: ERA).

35. View of the Nurses’ Resi-
dence’s west elevation, looking south-
east from Delhi Street (Source: ERA).

36. View of the Nurses’ Resi-
dence’s east elevation (Source: ERA).
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37. View of the Nurses’ Resi-
dence’s south elevation (Source: ERA).

38. View of the Nurses’ Resi-
dence’s north elevation (Source: ERA).
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39. View of the metal staircase
and coloured glass windows within
the Nurses’ Residence (Source: ERA).

40. Detailed view of the col-
oured glass windows in the Nurses’
Residence (Source: ERA).
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41. View of one of the fireplaces
in the Nurses’ Residence (Source:
ERA).
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4.3 Proposed Development

The development proposal for the Homewood Ancillary Landscape
includestherehabilitation of the Nurses’ Residence, removal of three
auxiliary structures to the north of the Nurses’ Residence, addition
of surface parking, and landscaping improvements.

Rehabilitation of the Nurses’ Residence

The Nurses’ Residence, which is currently vacant, will be retained
in situ and will be rehabilitated for training and regional outpatient
services. The building’s interior and exterior heritage attributes,
as identified in the Homewood Ancillary Landscape’s SoS, will be
conserved, and a new elevator will be added to its eastern (rear)
elevation. See Figures 43-47, and Appendix D for elevations of the
proposed work at the Nurses’ Residence.

Arrival and Parking Enhancements
Three auxiliary structures on the east side of Delhi Street will be

removed, and replaced with a new arrival and parking area on Delhi
Street with landscaping and streetscape improvements.

42. Rendering showing the retained Nurses’ Residence on the east side of Delhi Street, looking north up Delhi Street

(Source: Cornerstone Architecture).
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Select removals to suit
new elevator addition

3 Original Building Fabric
Il Removals .

Diagram indicating the scope of removals to suit new elevator

3 Original Building Fabric New elevator addition

[ Additions

Diagram indicating the scope of new additions

43. Diagram showing scope of removal of
exterior walls and the location of the proposed
elevator (Source: Cornerstone Architecture).
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44, Elevation showing the proposed western elevation of the Nurses’ Residence (Source:
Cornerstone Architecture).

45, Elevation showing the proposed eastern elevation of the Nurses’ Residence (Source:
Cornerstone Architecture).
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46. Elevation showing the proposed northern elevation of the Nurses’ Residence (Source:
Cornerstone Architecture).

47. Elevation showing the proposed southern elevation of the Nurses’ Residence (Source:
Cornerstone Architecture).
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Thedevelopment proposal alsoinvolvesrelocatingthe Cameron Gates
from their current position south of the existing Manor to the new
arrival area on Delhi Street. The gates will be positioned adjacent to
the new parking area on the east side of Delhi Street, and the original
vehicular gates will flank a new pedestrian arrival court. This arrival
courtwill feature adifferentiated paving treatment and landscaping,
and will be aligned with the Manor’s improved entrance area on the
west side of Delhi Street. The Cameron Gates’ original pedestrian side
gate will be relocated north of the vehicular gates and separated via
flagstones, but will be surrounded by landscaping, and unaccessible
(Figure 49) .

Forfurtherdetails, refertodrawings prepared by Ron Koudys Landscape
Architects submitted for Site Plan Approval.

4.4 Impacts on Cultural Heritage Value & Mitigation
Strategies

Rehabilitation of the Nurses’ Residence

The proposed rehabilitation of the Nurses’ Residence includes the
addition of a new elevator core on the exterior of the building’s east
(rear) elevation. In order to minimize impact on heritage fabric, a
series of window opening along the building’s east elevation will be
modified to serve as entry points to the proposed elevator. Further,
the location of the elevatoronthe east (rear) elevation of the building
ensures that the new elementis not visible from the street. As such,
the proposed scope of work hasaminimalimpact of exterior heritage
attributes, Identified interior attributes are not impacted by the
proposed rehabilitation of the building’s interior.

Considered Alternatives

The development proposal initially contemplated removal of the
Nurses’ Residencein order to provide for additional surface parking.
Retention and rehabilitation of the Nurses’ Residence for training
and outpatient services was selected as the preferred option as the
building has contextual value as part of the Homewood campus.

Arrival and Parking Enhancements

Three auxiliary structures on the east side of Delhi Street will be
removed, toaccommodate anew surface parking lotand arrivals area
northofthe Nurses’ Residence. Whilethese structures are mentioned
in the Couling Inventory, they are identified as non-significant in this
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48. Rendering showing the new parking and arrivals area, which spans Delhi Street, looking north up Delhi
Street. Note the relocated Cameron Gates flaking this entry area on the east side of Delhi Street (Source:
Cornerstone Architecture).

49. Rendering looking west towards the Manor Building from the new parking and arrivals area. The relocated
Cameron Gates flank the entrance to the parking area (Source: Cornerstone Architecture).
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document, and are not considered significant character-defining
elements of the Homewood Ancillary Landscape. Thus, their loss
does not constitute a significant impact on cultural heritage value.
Further, the removal of these buildings will allow staff parking to be
relocated closerto the main Homewood Buildings, whichisrecognized
as important for the functionality of the site as well as the personal
safety and convenience of Homewood’s personnel, particularly at night.

Theproposed landscapingand arrival area at Delhi Street will create a
morewelcomingarrival experience using urban design and landscape
strategies. Together with proposed improvements to the Manor
Building’s entry sequence, these landscape enhancements help to
identify Delhi Street as the ‘front’ of the Homewood campus. The
proposed restoration and relocation of the Cameron Gates on the
east side of Delhi Street, directly adjacent to the main entrance of
the Manor Building, helps to further frame the arrival area while also
providing a focal point to the Dehli Street streetscape. As part of the
proposed restoration scope, options to internalize the electrical
conduits currently mounted to the side of the Cameron Gates will
be explored and the existing light fixtures currently mounted to the
Cameron Gates will be conserved.

4.5 Conservation Strategy

Definitions

The primary treatment selected as a conservation approach is
rehabilitation.

The Standards and Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic Places
in Canada (second edition) defines rehabilitation as:

Rehabilitation: The action or process of making possible a
continuing or compatible contemporary use of a historic
place or an individual component, while protecting its
heritage value.

The conservation objective of the proposed development is to
improve the functionality of the Nurses’ Residence as a resource for
outpatientcareandimprovethearrival experiencethrough landscape
enhancements. The proposed work is guided by the principle of
minimalintervention, with exterior alterations limited to those required
toensure universal accessibility to the building through construction
of a new elevator. The proposed interior scope of work will conserve
identified interior attributes.

Revised Issued: January 19,2018
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SUMMARY STATEMENT

This revised Cultural Heritage Resource Impact Assessment finds that
the design, mitigation measures and proposed conservation strategies
outlined in this report conserves the cultural heritage value of the
Homewood Health Centre campus.

The proposed scope of work will renew a central historic building through
the addition of an atrium and a new entrance area, improve patient
care by providing a new wing, create an arrival and parking area that
will support the functionality of Homewood and enhance the arrival
experience, while also making improvements to the river valley terrace
that reinforces connections with the surrounding landscape.

Collectively, these steps re-establish and reinforce historic relationships
between built form, landscape and programming that are consistent
with historic patterns of the Homewood campus.
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Project Personnel

Michael McClelland, Principal, OAA, FRAIC, CAHP

Michael McClelland, a founding principal of ERA Architects Inc., is
a registered architect specializing in heritage conservation, and in
particular in heritage planning and urban design. After graduating
from the University of Toronto Michael worked for the municipal
government most notably for the Toronto Historical Board, advising
on municipal planning, permit and development applications, and
on the preservation of City-owned museums and monuments.

Michael is well known for his promotion and advocacy for heritage
architecture in Canada and in 1999 was awarded a certificate of
recognition from the Ontario Association of Architects and the Toronto
Society of Architects for his contribution to the built environmentand
to the profession of architecture.

Brendan Stewart, Associate, MLA, OALA

Brendan Stewartis alandscape architectand urban designer at ERA.
He was educated at the University of Guelph where he received his
Bachelor of Landscape Architecture and attended the Edinburgh
College of Artthrough an exchange program. He also received a Masters
of LandscapeArchitecturefromthe University of California, Berkeley,
where hewas a graduate studentinstructorforfoursemesters,and won
severalawardsincludinga prestigious travel-research fellowship. Prior
tojoining ERA, Brendan worked in afull service landscape architectural
consulting firm in Toronto, where he was involved in the design and
construction management of numerous park, school,campus, plaza,
and green-roof projects.

At ERA, Brendan is involved with a number of landscape and urban
design projects and initiatives in and around Toronto, as well as
projects in Newfoundland, Gothenberg, Sweden, and Edmonton,
Alberta. Often working on significant cultural heritage and post-
industrial sites, Brendan brings a keen knowledge and understanding
of cultural and design history, and cultural landscape theory to his
work. His projects range from the creation of new designs for public
and private landscapes and the creation of heritage interpretation
plans, to the preparation of cultural landscape assessments and
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conservation plans. Many of Brendan’s projects involve community
and stakeholderengagement processes, and collaboration with other
landscape architects, architects, urban designers, and planners.

He is an editorial board member of GROUND: Landscape Architect
Quarterly, thejournal ofthe OALA, adirector of the not-for profit Friends
of Allan Gardens, and regular guest lecturer, critic, and instructor at
the University of Toronto and Ryerson University.

Julia Smith, M.A., M.PL.

Juliaisanurbanplannerat ERA, whoseinterestin cultural heritagefirst
led herto complete an undergraduate degreein Art History from U of T,
and anMAinArtsandHeritage Managementfrom Maastricht University,
the Netherlands, before gaining a Masters of Planning from Ryerson
University. Juliastarted her careerworkingas a development planner
in the private sector, and combines her knowledge of development
and municipal processes with a deep appreciation for culture and
heritage in her work at ERA.

Evan Manning, M.PL.

Evan Manning holds a Master’s of Planning in Urban Development
from Ryerson University. Hiswork with the preservation organization
Dominion Modern imparted a respect for our modern built heritage
that guided thedirection of his graduate studies with particularfocus
on Toronto’s post-industrial landscapes and post-war suburbs.

Revised Issued: January 19,2018

51



/  APPENDICES

52 REVISED CULTURAL HERITAGE RESOURCES IMPACT ASSESSMENT |
HOMEWOOD HEALTH CENTRE CAMPUS



APPENDIX A:

City of Guelph Cultural Heritage Resources Impact Assessment
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APPENDIX B:

147 Delhi Street, Guelph Register of Cultural Heritage Properties, excerpts

Buildings within the Homewood campus included on the City of Guelph’s Municipal
Register of Cultural Heritage Properties:
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APPENDIX C:

Architectural Drawings (Cornerstone Architecture)
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