Ministry of Citizenship Ministéere Affaires civiques
and Multiculturalism et Multiculturalisme

Office of the Deputy Minister  Bureau du sous-ministre onta rio @

14th FIr, 56 Wellesley St W, 14¢ étage
Toronto, ON M7A 2E7 56 Wellesley St W, Toronto, ON
Tel. 416-212-0036 M7A 2E7

Tél.:. 416-212-0036

Nov. 25, 2022

Carlene Alexander

Deputy Minister of Infrastructure
58308, 5" Floor

777 Bay Street

Toronto, Ontario M7A 2J3

Dear Deputy Alexander,

Thank you for submitting the Strategic Conservation Plan for Ontario Place, for review
and approval by the Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism under the Standards
and Guidelines for Conservation of Provincial Heritage Properties (Ontario Heritage Act
- Part I11.1).

This is to inform you that | have approved the document, which will support the wise
management and conservation of this provincially significant heritage property.

Thank you to you and your team for your commitment to stewardship of the
Government of Ontario's cultural heritage under the Standards and Guidelines.

Regards,

PASE

David Wai
Deputy Minister
Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism



Strategic Conservation Plan (SCP)

Ontario Place (N73731)
955 Lakeshore Boulevard, Toronto, Ontario

Ontario Place, 1971
Doug Griffin, Toronto Star Archives

November 24, 2022



10 HERITAGE

-
if»”' }Ontario

Infrastrunture Ontario

Infrastructure Ontario

1 Dundas Street West, Suite 2000

Toronto, Ontario M5G 2L5

Frank Dieterman - Frank.Dieterman@infrastructureontario.ca
Miranda Burton - miranda.brunton@infrastructureontario.ca

HERITAGE CONSULTANT TEAM

SB

COMMORM
BOND
COLLECTIVE

Stevens Burgess Architects Ltd. : Section 3 - Condition Assessment
and report production assistance

120 Carlton Street, Suite 204

Toronto, Ontario M5A 4K2

Jane Burgess, OAA, CAHP, MRAIC, APT - jane@sba.on.ca

Julia Rady, PhD — juliar@sba.on.ca

Arnab Ghosh, M.Arch, OAA Intern — arnabg@sba.on.ca

Common Bond Collective: Appendix A- Property History &

Appendix B - Historical Maps, Drawings, and Images

Toronto, Ontario

Ellen Kowalchuk, M.A., CAHP — ellen@cbcollective.ca

David Deo, B.A., Dipl. Heritage Conservation — david@cbcollective.ca



mailto:Frank.Dieterman@infrastructureontario.ca
mailto:miranda.brunton@infrastructureontario.ca
mailto:jane@sba.on.ca
mailto:juliar@sba.on.ca
mailto:ellen@cbcollective.ca
mailto:david@cbcollective.ca

Left Intentionally Blank



Ontario Place (N73731)
Strategic Conservation Plan

Table of Contents

EXECULIVE SUMMIQIY .....c.eeeeeeereeeeereeeeenernnereasreesseesssesesesesnsesnsssssssssssenssensssnsesnssssssssassensesnsssnne 1
B SR 11 (o Yo [7 o1 o] S 4
1.1 Overview of the Strategic Conservation Plan..........cccceeiiirieiiiieieninnececcsreeecs s renecseseeseessenens 5
1.2 DeSCription Of PrOPEITY ......ciieeeeiiiieeciiieeceirtneserrrenseesrennssreenssessesnssessennsssessennsssssennssssesnnsanns 6
1.4 0Ntario Sit@ PIANS .......ciieeeiiieiecerieiecererenesrenenesrennseseensssseensssssenassssrenssssssensssssennsssssennssssnennnns 8
2. Statement of Cultural Heritdge VAIUE..............ceeueeeeeeereuneeeenrerenneerenneeennserenssesensoesnssesennns 10
2.1 Statement of Cultural Heritage Value........cueee it rereeesre s e s eenn e s e e ansasnens 10
2.2 Understanding the Cultural Heritage Value.........coceeeuiiieeeiiiieeeciireeccr s seeeeesrenensseenens 14
2.2.1 Understanding Ontario Place’s GEOZIaPNY ...cccccuuiiiiiiei ittt e e e e e tar e e e e e e e earbaaeee s 14
2.2.2  Ontario Place as a Designed Cultural Heritage LandSCape ......cceieiecciiiiieeeieeccieeeee et 15
23 Outside the Scope of the SCP (non-contributing features or element)........cccceeeeenciiiiinennnne. 17
2.3.1 Landfill — 1984 addition to the East Island — now Trillium Park...........cceeecveiieiieeeiiiiee e 17
2.3.2  Non-Contributing Landscapes, Buildings and StruCTUIES...........cccceeiiiiieeciiee e ccee e e e eeee e saee e 17
2.3.3  CommemOrative INStallations........c.ueii e e e et e e e reae e e et e e e ntae e s eneeeesnreeeeas 18
2.3.4  Environmental and ECOlIOZICal CONCEIMNS.....cciiiiiiiiiiiee ettt e e e e e e e e e tar e e e e e e e e e abaaaeeeans 20
2.4 Heritage Attributes of Ontario Place .......c...iieeeeiirieecirrecc e re e s e e ne s s e e nens 20
2.4.1 Heritage Attribute - Visual RelationShips.......ccoo it e e e 20
2.4.2  Heritage Attribute - CIrCUIATION ...cciii i e e e e e e e e e st e a e e e e e e e e aaraaeeaans 21
2.4.3 Heritage Attribute - Vegetation and HardSCaping ......ccueeeeciireecieeecciiee ettt eetee e sstee e e eeve e e enee e s nree e 22
2.4.4 Heritage Attribute - Landforms........ooe oo e e e e e e s aaee e 23
2.4.5 Heritage Attribute - Water FEAtUIES .......uiii ettt et e e e e e e tte e e et e e e ntae e s enneeeesnaeeeens 24
2.4.6  SCHV Description of Contributing Built Form contributing to Heritage Value ..........cccoccovvvevciieeineenn. 24
3. CONAition ASSESSMENL.........cccuueeeeuieeeeerrenieieeirreeiereenierresistnaseernssessassesesssrsesssssessssnsssssnnns 29
3.1 Program Needs and Property USeS........cccceiiiiiuniiiiienniiiiieniiniieniniiesisissssiessssiessssssessss 29
3.2 Current Use versus Original Intent of the Heritage Attributes........cccoveeeeeriieecirieecccreeenenns 30
3.3 Archaeological ASSESSMENT.........cciiieuiiiiieiiiiireeerreneeeereneseereenssaereenssssrennssssrensssserensssssennnns 33
3.4 Condition Assessment APProach.......cceccereeeeeeiiieeciiieeeeererenseerernsseerennssessensssssesnsssssesassssnens 34
B N @ oY g1 o TU L o] o I o) 4 01T 4TS PUUR 34
3.4.2  Overview Of ASSESSMENT CriteITa . uuiiiiiiiiiiiiiee e et e e e e e et e e e e e e et e r e e e e e e esnbaraeeeeeeeennsraaeeaans 35
3.4.3 Current Overarching Property Condition CoNSiderations..........ccceeeiiiieeeiiieeeeiieee e e eseee e see e e sseveee e 36
3.5 Current Condition of Contributing Heritage Attributes .......ccccoveuiiiiiiiiiiiiiciecirrccrreccreeeene 37
TR TN A VA V- |l 2 U1 - o o ] 1o 13RS 37

TR 00 @11 o[V =1 o R 41
3.5.3  Vegetation & HardSCAPING ....cccvii i cieeeiciieeeeitee e eeee e et e e s ste e e e e tae e e sttt e e e ataeesensaaeessseeeenssaeesannseeesnnsenenns 44
IR T R IF- 10 To o] o o YU RUUR 47

R R R T T | (Tl o =T 0 TNt 53
3.5.6  ContribUtiNg BUIlL FEATUIES ... ..uueiiiiiei ettt ettt e e e e et e e e e e e e e bb e e e e e e e e e nbaaaeeaeeeeenssaaeeaens 62
3.6 Legislative and Policy Considerations .........c.ccceeiireeeiiiieercinieencrreeescsrreeseesrenesssssenesssseennns 81
3.6.1 Public Policy Stat@mMent 2020 ........ceeeeeiuiieieeirieeeieeeeecteeeesteeeeseaeeestreeessataeeeesaaeeassseeeeansaaeeasreeesnnreeaans 81
3.6.2  ONLALIO HEIEAGE ACt...cooeeeeeieiiiiieeeeeeeeeeee ettt ettt et et et et et et e e e e e e et et ee e e e e et e e e e e e eee e et e s et eseseeesesenesenererenens 82
3.6.3 Ontario Place Corporation Act (Consolidated 2019) ......cccccuiiiecieeeiiiiee et ereee e e e e s eree e 83
3.6.4  MOI PUDIICWOIK Class EA........uuuiiiiiee ettt e ettt e e e e et e e e e e e e et aae e e e e e e e s abbaaeaaaeeesnntasseeaaeesannssaaeaeans 84

3.6.5 Municipal Planning and CoNSIEIratioNs ........ccccccciiiiiieiieeiiiiieeee e et e e e e e e e e e e e sbara e e e e e e e s arraaeeaans 85



Ontario Place (N73731)
Strategic Conservation Plan

3.7 Future Plans and NEEdS........ccuureiiiiiiiinnnuiiiiiiiininemmmisiiinirmssssiismssssimssmsssssnnn 86
3.7.1  CUITeNnt & INTEIIM US...iiiiiiiieiieie ettt ettt e e e e et ee e e e e e s s bte et e e e e e e s bebeeeeeeesansnnaeeaens 86
3.7.2  Early Works and ENabling WOTKS .......ccccuiiiiiiie it eetes ettt e e e tee s e tae e e e snt e e e esntaaessnneneesnnneeaaas 86
3.7.3 Anticipated Future Use — REdeVEIOPMENT.......ccoccuiiie i e e ee e e eae e e ene e e e snaeeeeas 87
3.7.4 Potential Impacts to the Cultural Heritage Values ........ccccccuveiieciiei et 93

4.  Conservation Strategies..........ceeeevvueirvvuiirvunirnseiirissiersuisisusirisssrsssisissssrsssisrsssssssasssssans 94

4.1 General Conservation Strategies.......cccceiiiiiiuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiieieeiesiesteasesseasssens 94
4.1.1  Accessibility Requirements — emergency egress, public access, SeCUrity......cccccceeviiiiriieiieiiciiieeeee e, 95
4.1.2 Site Servicing upgrades — Introduction of new servicing NEEAS ...........cocecviiieiieiiceiiiiieeee e, 95
4.1.3 Risk Preparedness and Emergency Management.........ccuuueeeiieiiciiiiiiee e e eceiireee e e eeectre e e e e e e e e snareeeeee e e e 96
T O S o Yo Yo 1o V- U PRPTN 96
S 1 LIV T L= 1 S 97

4.2 1V 11 01 =1 F= 3 ol 98
4.2.1  General Monitoring and MaintE@NaNCE ......ccouieeiiiiiieeiee ettt st be e st sbe e st e e sbeesabeesabeenaees 98
4.2.2  Mothballing and StabiliZation .........cocuiieiiiiiiie et saaee s 98

4.3 Cultural Heritage Landscape FEatUures ........ccccceiiiiuiiiiinuiciiinniiiiiiuieiinsienmiesmessessee 99
L Tt R V1= T TP PPO PP PPPPTRIN 99
0 B A O 1 (ol U] =Y d ol - 4 =T [OOSR 99
. TR T o To T =1 [T =TSRSS UROTUPTPPPPRRt 101
L N N 0 T o - | LT o Vol =Y = LYo Yo L3P URURN 101
4.3.5 Vegetation (naturalized landscape) refer to Figs. 31-34......cccuiiiiiiiieeecieee e eree e eree e esre e e e 101
O J N U] o [ ol =T [ SO UOUUPPR 101

4.4  Built HEeritage FEALUIES..........ccceeueeeirrvenniiiieeusiisrisneississsssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnns 103
4.4.1 Mainland - WE1 - West Entrance Bldg. & PlaqUE ......ccoccuiiiiiiieeicieeeeeee e stvee et esvee e e sere e 103
L S O o 1 = Y =T ISP SRS PPPPRSTTN 104
e T YV o K - ' T« OO PSR P PR UPT PPNt 108
o R = 1 a1 - o OO PRSP PPPPRRRt 108
T Vo o 1o o N o [ 110

5.1 Summary of Responsibilities and Required Studies .........c.ceeeceiriieiiiiieccciiierccrrreeee s 110

5.2 EffectiVe TImeliNes ....cccciiiiiiiieiiiiiiiiiiiniiniisiininrnrssisisnnnnnsesssssssssssnneesssssssssssssessssssssssssssn 111
5.2.1  For Maintenance — Priority WOTK ......ccoccuiiiiei ettt e e eertter e e e e e e e e ettate e e e e e e eeansaeeeeaeeeennnnnes 111
oY A oY g 2Y=To [V ] oY o a0 =T o | PR 112
5.2.3  FOr POSt REABVEIOPMENT ...eiiieiiiii ettt e et e e e e et e e e et ae e e enta e e eenseaeesnsbeeeantaeesnnnnnas 112

5.3 Planning Processes at the Provincial Level.........cccuvuiiiiiiiniiiininniininininiiene. 113
TR B A €1 - 113 = X TP T PRSPPI 113
5.3.2 Ontario Place Heritage Impact Assessment Review and Acceptance Process ......cccccceeecuvveeeeeeeeecnnnes 115

5.4 Provincial — Municipal Engagement Process and Development Approvals Process............. 117

5.5 Planning Processes at the Municipal Level .........coueeeiiiieeeiiireecieireeecsreeecssreneeseeeeeneseenens 118
5.5.1 City of Toronto: Ontario Place RedevelopmeENnt.........oueiiiiiiiiiiiiie ittt e e e e e 118

Priority Areas for Collaboration and Development Approvals Process.........ccccceeeerremnncrrennnnernennnnes 118
TR T 1011 o T o = o= o oV o o Yo F SRS 119

5.6 (O] [ Tor- 1 AT T TP 119

6. CommuUNity ENGAGEMENT.......ccuucrveeirreeirineiriniiirsusirisiisrsssisisisissssssssssissssssrsssssrsasssssassns 120

6.1 Ministry and 10 engagement during Phase 1.........ccccciiiiiuiiiiinniiiiininiiniinn 120

6.2 Community Engagement Phase 2 ........cccciiiiiiuiiiiinniiiiiininiiiiiniemmsiemmsismssesmsssens 122



Ontario Place (N73731)
Strategic Conservation Plan

7. IMPIEMENTEALION.....cc.ueeeeneeeenrereereeeeereeeenserennserreerensserenssessasesenssesensssssssessnssessnssssnssesennes 124
7.1 Heritage Process and Responsibilities ........cccceuceiieeiiiiireciiieir e reeee s enee e s eenens 124
7.1.1  Ministry of INfrastructure (MOI) ... .ooo ittt e e e ettt e e et e e e eeabe e e e abaeeeenneeas 124
7.1.2  Ministry of Citizenship and MUlticUUIralism ...........cooeeiiii i 125
72 B T 014 ¢ [ To ) =Tl @ T o To | =1 o SRS 125
7.1.4  Ontario Infrastructure and Lands Corporation (Infrastructure Ontario) ......ccccceceeeveveeeevieeeeecenee e, 125
72 R T 1 1Yo o T o | o SRS 125
7.1.6  Process related to the Category C EA & OP and ZBA APProvalS.......cccocccuiiieeeeeiecciiieeeeeeeeecivveeee e e e 125
7.2 Strategic Conservation Plan Implementation ..........ccceeeeiiiieieiiieeccireeccrreceee s rrneeeseennnens 128
E N | oY1 11 0o ] 1 T« Ut 128
Appendices
Appendix A:  Property History & Site Chronology
Appendix B:  Historical Maps, Drawings, and Images
Appendix C:  Stage 2 Community Engagement
Appendix D:  Glossary
Appendix E:  References

Appendix F:

Project Personnel: Responsibilities & Qualifications



Ontario Place (N73731)
Strategic Conservation Plan

List of Figures

Figure 1: Location Map (Credit: Google Maps with SBA annotation).........ccccceeeviiiieiiiciiee e, 4
Figure 2: Location Map (Credit: Scholars Geoportal with SBA annotation 2022) .......ccccccccevevveevieeeceeeennnen, 6
Figure 3: Current Boundaries of Ontario Place (Credit: SBA) ......cueevieeiieeiiieesieecieeetee st e e seee e 6
Figure 4: Ontario Place Aerial Photograph (Credit: Google Earth ¢ 2019-2022) ......cccccvevcieeeveeerieeeieeeeenen, 8
Figure 5: Ontario Place Base Map — identifying all existing buildings and structures (Credit: Ontario Place
[0fo] g0 To] =11 o] o) FEUST OO U SRR PIPPRRP 9
Figure 6: Map of Heritage Place (Credit: MTCS, 2013) ....ciiiiiiiie et cecrteeeeee e e eivee e e evee e e e eavae e e e ennes 13
Figure 7: Geographic Areas (Credit: SBA) ........uii i iiie ettt ettt e e ectee e e eere e e e e ete e e e e sabae e e eeabeeeeeenteeeeeennes 15
Figure 8: Map showing heritage area and Landfill, 1984 (Credit: MCM with SBA annotation) ................. 17
Figure 9: Public Art Locations (Credit: MTCS with SBA annotation).........cccccceeeeeiiiee e 19
Figure 10: Goh Ohn Pavilion (Credit: LHC).......cuiieciiieieeciee ettt ettt e stve e s ve e e saveesraeeaaeesaraeenns 19
Figure 11: Built Form (buildings and structures) Heritage Attributes of Ontario Place (Credit: SBA)........ 27
Figure 12: Existing Vehicular Serving and Emergency Access (Credit: SBA) ......cccccceeeceeeviieecciee e, 37
Figure 13: Approach Vista along Lakeshore Boulevard ...........ccoecuuieiiiiieee s 39
Figure 14: Views from Lakeshore Blvd Going East (Credit: SBA 2022) .......ccceeveeeiieeeireeeeieecieeereesvee e 39
Figure 15: Views from Lakeshore Blvd Going East (Credit: SBA 2022) .......cceevieeiieeeciieecieecreeeiree e 39
Figure 16: example of view from Pathways providing informal Sequential Views, West Island (Base
Mapping Credit: THA Draft CHER, 2013)......cciiciiiiciieeciee et e ctee e esiteeeteeesveestaeesaaeesreeesaaeesabaesnsaeesnseeennes 40
Figure 17: example of Informal Sequential Views from pathways around the lagoon, West Island (Credit:
LHC) 1o et e et e e s e e s st e et e e e e et ee s ee e ee e ee et et e e et e e et e et e s e e e e s e s e seseereeeans 40
Figure 18: Formal processional views from the Pavilion ..........cccccuiviiiiiii e 40
Figure 19: VIews 10 the PaVilioN ........oouiiii ittt et e et e et e e et e e e e eaba e e e enaraee e eennees 40
Figure 20: View towards the City from Bridge #10 (Credit: SBA 2022) .....cccccvveeeeiirieeeeerieeeeeieeeeeeieee e 41
Figure 21: View to the Pavilion from West Island (Credit: SBA 2022) ........ccccueeeeiiiieeeiiiee e eeieee e 41
Figure 22: Original Waterways and Pathways (Credit: LHC Draft SCP 2022).....ccccceeeeeiiieeeecciieeeeeiiee e 42
Figure 23: Current Waterways and Pathways (Credit LHC Draft SCP 2022).......ccccveeeeiiiieeeecciieeeeeiree e 43
Figure 24: Extant Street Furniture (Credit:
https://academic.daniels.utoronto.ca/houghontarioplace/existing-hough-materials-inventory)............. 43
Figure 25: Assumed Original Trees (Credit: https://academic.daniels.utoronto.ca/houghontarioplace/) 45
Figure 26: Canopy Width (Credit: https://academic.daniels.utoronto.ca/houghontarioplace/)............... 46
Figure 27: Mature Growth in West Island (Credit: SBA 2022)........cccoveeiieeeiiieeiieesiee e e sreeesvee e svee e 46
Figure 28: Mature growth in Budweiser Island (Credit: LHC) ........ccccvieiiir i 47
Figure 29: Presumed Extant Original Hough Elements (Credit
https://academic.daniels.utoronto.ca/houghontarioplace/existing-hough-materials-inventory/............ 48
Figure 30: Section Through Islands (Credit Conestoga-Rovers Associates, 2012 (Vertical scale is

Lo [ o] a1 =Te ) ) ISR USROS PRSP PUUPRRRRRR 49
Figure 31: The photo at left (1979) is taken before the Western landfill (1984) as shown in photo at right
(1989 ettt ettt ettt s et e h bt e st e e e b ae e sa b e e e ba e e atee s be e e hae e s bae s bteenabeesbaeeabeesabeeentes 50
Figure 32: Raised berm at BUdWeiser ISIaNd..........c.coooiiiiiiiiiiec e 51
Figure 33: Raised berm at BUdWeiser ISIaNd..........c.cooiiiiiiiiiiiiie e e 51
Figure 34: Berm protecting the East Canal.........c..uuviiieiii it e e e e e e 51
Figure 35: Entrance Plaza Landform (Credit: SBA, 2022)........uuiiieiiiieieeciiee ettt et 52
Figure 36: Photographs of the Entrance Plaza Approaches (Credit: SBA 2022) .......ccccccveeeeecieeeeecineeeennee 53
Figure 37: East Canal, East Island (Credit: LHC) ........ooecciiieieieee ettt ettt e e e e e 55
Figure 38: Lagoon, West ISland (Credit: LHC) ......ccueiiiiiiieeceee ettt et ette e et e e e vae e e e saae e e ennes 55
Figure 39: Cedar Cove, West Island (Credit: SBA 2022)......cccuuiieeiiiiieeeiiieeeeciteeeeetee e ette e e e evree e e erree e e eanes 55
Figure 40: West Canal, West Island (Credit: SBA 2022)......cccuiiieeciiieeeeciieeeecieeeeeteeeeevte e e eeaae e e esaaeeaeeanees 55

Figure 41: Pavilion Bay, Core Area (Credit: SBA 2021) .....ccoccuiieeeiiiieeeeciieeeeciee e eeeee e evee e e e evre e e e earee e e eanes 55


https://infrastructureontario-my.sharepoint.com/personal/mbrunton_infrastructureontario_ca/Documents/Desktop/Draft%2013%20OP%20SCP_MB.docx#_Toc119951081
https://infrastructureontario-my.sharepoint.com/personal/mbrunton_infrastructureontario_ca/Documents/Desktop/Draft%2013%20OP%20SCP_MB.docx#_Toc119951082
https://infrastructureontario-my.sharepoint.com/personal/mbrunton_infrastructureontario_ca/Documents/Desktop/Draft%2013%20OP%20SCP_MB.docx#_Toc119951082
https://infrastructureontario-my.sharepoint.com/personal/mbrunton_infrastructureontario_ca/Documents/Desktop/Draft%2013%20OP%20SCP_MB.docx#_Toc119951083
https://infrastructureontario-my.sharepoint.com/personal/mbrunton_infrastructureontario_ca/Documents/Desktop/Draft%2013%20OP%20SCP_MB.docx#_Toc119951087
https://infrastructureontario-my.sharepoint.com/personal/mbrunton_infrastructureontario_ca/Documents/Desktop/Draft%2013%20OP%20SCP_MB.docx#_Toc119951097
https://infrastructureontario-my.sharepoint.com/personal/mbrunton_infrastructureontario_ca/Documents/Desktop/Draft%2013%20OP%20SCP_MB.docx#_Toc119951104
https://infrastructureontario-my.sharepoint.com/personal/mbrunton_infrastructureontario_ca/Documents/Desktop/Draft%2013%20OP%20SCP_MB.docx#_Toc119951105
https://infrastructureontario-my.sharepoint.com/personal/mbrunton_infrastructureontario_ca/Documents/Desktop/Draft%2013%20OP%20SCP_MB.docx#_Toc119951111

Ontario Place (N73731)
Strategic Conservation Plan

Figure 42: Inner Channel, north of West Island (Credit: LHC) ......ccoeieiiiiieicciiee e 55
Figure 43: Hough - 1970 West Island Landscape Drawing (Electrical Overlay) SBA have annotated to
show the current shoreline morphology- armored, pebbled beaches, log and or steel pile, poured

concrete, tiered and soft tapered naturalized. (East Island Similar) (Credit: SBA).......ccccceeecvveeeeiiveeeennee. 56
Figure 44: Presumed Extant Original Shorelines - Hough Edge Condition .......ccccccvvvvviiieiinieen e, 57
Figure 45: Hard edged (Concrete retainmeNt) ......c.eecceeeiieeecie ettt ee e e e vee e eeee e s ee e e nee e sneeeenees 57
FigUre 46: SOt Tapered @UBES. ... .eeiieeeeee ettt e et e e et e e e et e e e e e ateeeeesabaeeeeaabeeeeenntaeeeennsens 57
Figure 47: Hard armored @AEES .....oouuuiiiiiiee ettt ettt e e e e e e et tee e e e e e e e e bat e e e e e e e e e s annbtsaeeeeeeeesnnsrennes 58
Figure 48: Pebbled DEACKES......ocoi i e e e e e e e e e e e aaees 58
Figure 49: Tiered ShOTEIINE .....ueeie i e e e e e et re e e e e e s e s nbrtaeeeeeeeesnnnsrennes 58
Figure 50: Log and Steel piles for straight @AZe........cccccuiiie it 58
Figure 51: Hough lllustration of East Armor Lookout c. 1970 (Credit: OP Dev. Report) .......cccceeeveeeenneee. 59
Figure 52: East Armor Lookout (Credit: LHC, C2021) ......ooiiiiiiiieeeiiee ettt et e e itee e e vee e e navee e e 59
Figure 53: Photograph of the Marina, current condition (Credit: SBA)........ccceeeriiieeeeiiiiee e 60
Figure 54: Houghton Wheelhouse, 1970 (Credit: Hardy Craig Electrical Drawing) ........ccccceevveeeviveerreenee. 61
Figure 55: Sunken Ship Breakwater, 1971 (Credit: Graham Bezant, Toronto Public Library — Toronto Star
ATCRIVE) .t eet e et e e et e e e et tae e e e setaa e e e e tb et e e eebbaeeeeabb et eeaabraeaeeataaeeeeatraeeeeatraeeeants 61
Figure 56 Pavilion Elements: West Entrance, Pods #1 thru #5, Cinesphere, and Bridges 9 & 10............... 66
Figure 57: Aerial of West Entrance (Credit: Altus Group 2019) Yellow shaded area is the original

o TUT] o g~ PSSP 67
Figure 58: Craig Zeidler Strong Plan - Terminal Bldg 1971 ......cccoociiiiiiiiiie ettt 67
Figure 59: Addition to Terminal Building, 1974 (Credit: Drawings from Allen M Young Architect)........... 67
Figure 60: Photographs of entrance, 1971 (left) and 2022 (right) ......cccoveeeireiiiieciee e 68
Figure 61: Exterior View of the hospitality Pod. (Credit: SBA)........cccveevieeicie et 69
Figure 62: Interior view of the Hospitality Pods. (Credit: SBA)........cccecciiieieiiiee et 69
Figure 63: Exterior view of the Dark pods from Bridge #5. (Credit: SBA)........ccceecvieeeeiiiee e e 69
Figure 64: Interior view of the Dark pods. (Credit: SBA) ......cueiieiiiiee et erre e e evee e e 69
Figure 65: Bridge #10 which connects the pods to the Cinesphere and the Mainland (Credit: LHC) ........ 69
Figure 66: Photograph of the pavers on the Pod roofs. (Credit: ENTUITIVE 2020) .......cccceecvveeeecveeeeennnen. 69
Figure 67: Views of Cinesphere from West Island (Credit: SBA 2021/22)......cccoueeiveeecereciieecireeeeeeecvee e 71
Figure 68: Ramp to the Cinesphere from Bridge 5 (Credit: SBA 2022).....cccccoviieeiiiieeeciiiee e eeeeee e 71
Figure 69: View from Pod roof. (Credit: SBA 2022) ........uviiiiiiieeecieeeecitee e sree e s evee e e esavee e e navae e e aees 71
Figure 70: Bridge #10 Cross Section Looking West (Credit: ENTUITIVE as part of Early Works)................ 73
Figure 71: Bridge #9 - Cross Section Looking North (Credit: ENTUITIVE as part of Early Works)............... 73
Figure 72: Bridge 10 Connecting the Pods to Mainland ..........cccoociieeiiiiiee et e 73
Figure 73: Bridge 9 LOOKING SOULN ....cciiiiiiiciiie ettt et e e e e e re e e e e e e e nabeee e eennees 73
Figure 74: Early Drawing of Basic Modules and Canopies (Credit: Craig, Zeidler & Strong) ...........cc........ 74

Figure 75: West Village in background. West Marina Village in Foreground. All modules have white
rooves while the canopies are painted. (Credit: Toronto Public Library, Toronto Star Archive, Doug Griffin

R s T USSP 75
Figure 76: West Village Diagrams - Based on Original Craig Zeidler Strong Architects Dwg...................... 77
Figure 77: Photograph of the West Village (Credit: SBA 2022) ......cccoveevieeeiiieeiieesiee e cree e 77
Figure 78: West Marina Village: Based on Original Craig Zeidler Strong Dwg (Credit: LHC) ...................... 79
Figure 79: East Marina Village: Based on Original Craig Zeidler Strong Dwg. (Credit: LHC).......c..ccu........ 79
Figure 80: West Marina Village viewed from South Marina. (Credit: LHC) ........ccccoeeeeiiiieeeciee e 79
Figure 81: East Marina Village VIeW from POdS. ......ooi ittt e e aee e e 79
Figure 82: Lighthouse (MVEB) location in East ISIand..........cccueeeeeiiiie e 81
Figure 83: Photograph of the Lighthouse from Lake ONntario........ccccceecuiieiciiiee et 81

Figure 84 : Site Plan of Proponent Proposed Project Areas listing the Heritage Attributes within each
(@Yo [ ] 27 TSP 90


https://infrastructureontario-my.sharepoint.com/personal/mbrunton_infrastructureontario_ca/Documents/Desktop/Draft%2013%20OP%20SCP_MB.docx#_Toc119951158

Ontario Place (N73731)
Strategic Conservation Plan

Figure 85: Future Anticipated Uses (Credit: 10). ...ttt et e et e e e e savae e e 91
Figure 86: West Island Public Access Spaces (Credit: ThermMe) .......ceeevciieeeeiiiie e 92
Figure 87: Proposed Live Nation Project Rendering, 2020 (Credit: Live Nation Entertainment)............... 93
Figure 88 Enabling Works: Site Services Proposed Removals Dwg 2021 (Credit: TMIG International) .....95
Figure 89 Shoreline Flood Hazard (Credit: [0) .......eii ittt ettt et e e aree e e anaee s 97
Figure 90: left - Flood of West Village Plaza (Credit: OPC, 2019); right - Flooding around base of
Cinesphere (Credit: OPC, 2009) ....cccuiii ettt e e et e e e e ete e e e e eate e e e e tbeeeeeeateeesenteeaeesreeaeasreeasansres 97
Figure 91: Protected View Corridors to the Pavilion (Credit: SBA).......ccceeeeciiereeciiee e 99
Figure 92: Existing Vehicular Serving and Emergency Access (Credit: SBA)........ccoceeeeiieeeecieeeeecieee e 100
Figure 93: Current Waterways and Pathways (Credit LHC Draft SCP 2022).......ccccceeeeciieeeecieeeeecieee e 100
Figure 94 The Government Public Realm project area shown in yellow. Publicly Accessibly Areas shown
I g F ol Y=Y I (O =To [y o [ USRSt 102
Figure 95: copy of Site Plan of Proponent Proposed Project Areas listing the Heritage Attributes within

oY (ol ol (@Yo [ ] 27 USSPt 103
Figure 96: Entrance Plaza Landform (Credit: SBA, 2022) ............c.ccocueeiiiieeiieeciee et eveeesree e 104
Figure 97: Excerpt from Figure 10, Geographic Areas (Credit: SBA) .......ccceecveercrieerieesree e e 104
Figure 98: The Pavilion (Credit: SBA .........oc ittt ettt ettt e e rtae e s te e e aae e sabeeebaeesareeesaeenareas 105
Figure 99: Photo of the Marina, looking south (Credit: SBA) .......ccceeeueeiiiieeiie et 106
Figure 100: Sunken Ship Breakwater, 1971 (Credit: Graham Bezant, Toronto Public Library — Toronto Star
Y ol o 11V RS 107
Figure 101 : Copy of Detail of Marina area - Village Clusters (Credit: SBA).........ccccoeeevieeiieeecieesiee e, 107

Figure 102: Processes Stemming from SCP Implementation (Credit: 10)........cccccevevieerciieecieecciee e, 126


https://infrastructureontario-my.sharepoint.com/personal/mbrunton_infrastructureontario_ca/Documents/Desktop/Draft%2013%20OP%20SCP_MB.docx#_Toc119951174
https://infrastructureontario-my.sharepoint.com/personal/mbrunton_infrastructureontario_ca/Documents/Desktop/Draft%2013%20OP%20SCP_MB.docx#_Toc119951175

Ontario Place (N73731)
Strategic Conservation Plan

List of Tables

Table 1: OP Management SUMMIAIY ........cccviieiiiiiieeeeiieeeeseteeeesetreeesssteeeessstaeeesassaeessasseeessassseessasesessnsssessns 7
Table 2: Attribute Categories of the Cultural Heritage Landscape.......cccvvvvveeeiiiiieiiriieee e esieee e 16
Table 3: Other Due Diligence Studies outside the Scope of the SCP.........cccvviiiiiiiiniiiei e, 20
Table 4: Summary of Visual RelationShips.......coccuiiiiiiiiiiiiec e e aaee s 21
Table 5: SUMMAry Of CIrCUIGTION ...c..vieiie ettt e e e e e st e e ra e e snte e eneeesaneeennes 22
Table 6: Summary of Vegetation and HardSCaping ....c.ceecveerieeeiieereeecee st esteeesee e eee e e st e nee e senee s 23
Table 7: SUMMArY Of LANGfOrMS.......cuiiii ettt e et e e e ab e e e e aa e e e eetreeeeenneeaan 23
Table 8: SUMMArY Of Water FEAUINES.......ccuiiie ettt ettt e et e et e e e e bt e e e eetaeeeeeasbeeeeenneeaas 24
Table 9: Summary of contributing Built FOrms and StrUCTUIeS ..........ccueereiciieeeiiiiie e 26
Table 10: Visual Relationships CUMTENT USE .......uuiiiei ittt e e e e e e e e e e e s e annreeeeeae s 31
Table 11: Circulation - CUMTENT USE....ccocuiiiieeiiieeite ettt st ite e ste e st site e sbeessabeesabaeesabeesabaesnsseesaseesnnns 31
Table 12: Vegetation - CUITENT USE .......cii ittt ettt e et sta e e e e s aae e e essaaeeesasaaeessnnaees 31
Table 13: Landforms - CUIMTENT USE....cccuiiiiieiiiieiieesiee ettt ettt ste e ste e s sate e sba e e sabeesabeesssbeesabaesnens 32
Table 14: Water FEatures - CUITENT USE.......iiiuiiiiiieniee ettt ettt ettt sate e s be e e sate e sbeesateesaseeeneee 32
Table 15: Current Use of Contributing Built Heritage Attributes .......cccccoveciiei i, 33
Table 16: Visual Relationships Condition Assessment Table.........cccoocviiiiiciiii i 38
Table 17: Circulation Condition ASSESSIMENT ......cccuiiiiiiiriiieriie ettt et e st eesabeesbeeesabeesbeessareesareesnnns 41
Table 18: Vegetation and Hardscaping Condition Assessment Table ........cccccevciiieivciiieecciiee e, 44
Table 19: Landforms Condition ASSESSIMENT.........uiiiiiciiiieiiciiie ettt ettt et e e sre e e e ssae e e s ssbeeeessaeeessnsneees 48
Table 20: Water Features Condition Assessment Table.........ceviciiiiiiiiiieiiiiee e e 54
Table 21: Built Features Condition AssessmMeNt Table........covcuiiiiiiiieiireecee e 63
Table 22 Condition Assessment Table Tacoma Engineers, 2021...........coeeecvieeeeiiiieeeciieeeecieeeeecreeeeeennens 64
Table 23 ENTUITIVE Engineering — “Early WOrKS" .......ooo oottt et 65
Table 24: Bridges Condition AsseSSMENT TabIE ......ccoccuiiiiiiiiiiecciiee et e e e e e e anaee s 80
Table 25: Summary of Responsibilities Table .........ooocriiiiecee e e e 111

Table 27: HIA Review and ACCEPLANCE PrOCESS ......ciiicviiieeiiieeeeeitee e ecitee e e tte e e e stae e e e eraee s eennreeeeenreeeeennees 116



Ontario Place (N73731)

Strategic Conservation Plan

List of Abbreviations

Abbreviations Term

C&D Report Consultation & Document Report

coT City of Toronto

Class EA Class Environment Assessment

CHER Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report

CHL Cultural Heritage Landscape

DRP Design Review Panel

ESR Environment Study Report

GOAC Government of Ontario Art Collection

HIA Heritage Impact Assessment

LHC Letourneau Heritage Consulting

10 Infrastructure Ontario

MCM Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism

MHSTCI Ministry of Heritage Sport, Tourism and Culture
Industries (as of July 2022 no longer in use)

MOI Ministry of Infrastructure

MTCS Ministry of Tourism Culture and Sport

OHA Ontario Heritage Act

opP Ontario Place

OPA Official Plan Amendment

OPC Ontario Place Corporation

OPRS Ontario Place Redevelopment Secretariat

PHP Provincial Heritage Property

PHPPS Provincial Heritage Property Provincial Significance

S&Gs Standards and Guidelines for the Conservation of
Provincial Heritage Properties

SCHV Statement of Cultural Heritage Value

SCP Strategic Conservation Plan




Ontario Place (N73731)
Strategic Conservation Plan

SPA Site Plan Application

THA Taylor Hazel Architects

TMHC Timmins Martelle Heritage Consulting
TOR Terms of Reference

WT Waterfront Toronto

ZBA Zoning By-law Amendment




Ontario Place (N73731)
Strategic Conservation Plan

Executive Summary

Ontario Place, located at 955 Lakeshore Avenue along the shores of Lake Ontario, opened amongst
much fanfare by Premier William G Davis in May of 1971 and was touted as a place that was “as unique
as the province that created it”! An engineering feat, this urban waterfront park was a designed
landscape meant to capture the imaginations of citizens in its blend of modern design set against the
backdrop of both the lake and the park-like setting of the manufactured islands to produce an
integrated environment for recreation, education, and entertainment.

Heritage Status

In 2013 the property was recognized by the Ministry of Tourism, Culture, and Sport (MTCS) as a
Provincial Heritage Property of Provincial Significance (PHPPS) under the Ontario Heritage Act (OHA)
Part Ill.1 and the Statement of Cultural Heritage Value for Ontario Place was approved by the Deputy
Minister of the Ministry of Tourism Culture and Sport. The Statement of Cultural Heritage Value
recognizes the property as a designed cultural heritage landscape. While the property was identified as
a PHPPS in 2013 it was done so without the benefit of an approved Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report
(CHER) as per the Standards & Guidelines for Provincial Heritage Properties (S&Gs). In the absence of a
CHER this Strategic Conservation Plan (SCP) includes additional information to address absences in the
historical and/or reporting record that is critical not only for understanding of Ontario Place’s cultural
heritage value but crucial for the establishment of meaningful conservation strategies. This additional
information includes historical background and images, a section related to understanding the cultural
heritage value of OP, and an analysis of the heritage integrity of the attributes as part of the condition
assessment. An SCP was not completed after the approval of the SCHV as per the S&Gs; however, the
recent provincial initiative to redevelop the property triggered the need to complete an SCP.

Purpose of Strategic Conservation Plan — Conservation of Cultural Heritage Value

The SCP is meant to establish an overall heritage framework for the continuous conservation of the
property’s cultural heritage value and heritage attributes that is then used to manage change over time.
At its core, an SCP is a framework for decision-making that reflects how the requirements set out in the
S&Gs will be implemented in the management of a specific property to best articulate the overall
objectives for a property, and how the property’s cultural heritage value or interest will be conserved.
The conservation strategies set out in the SCP and in alignment with a ministry or prescribed public
body’s mandate and its cultural heritage conservation policy are critical factors for the successful long-
term vision for a property.

It is understood that the redevelopment of Ontario Place in accordance with the Provincial
Government’s vision will result in changes to Ontario Place. The SCP is the first step in a dynamic process
with many checks and balances in place to manage future change. This SCP provides guidance and
recommendations for the conservation of the cultural heritage value of the property. The
recommendation for the conservation of Ontario Place’s cultural heritage value includes the built
attributes, water elements, landforms, naturalized landscape elements, and visual relationships as
identified with in the Statement of Cultural Heritage Value. Any specific proposed changes (alterations)
will be subject to a Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) that will rely on the SCP and its identified
conservation strategies. The SCP is the guidance document and the HIA is the assessment tool.

1 Development of Trade and Development Special Projects, “Ontario Place,” (1971).
1



Ontario Place (N73731)
Strategic Conservation Plan

In compliance with the S&Gs, the SCP recommends the cultural heritage value of the property should be
conserved. As noted, this SCP is a guidance document to help manage change. It is not prescriptive. The
language included reflects the recommended approach to the conservation of the heritage value and
attributes. Any subsequent change will be subject to further review (and HIA) during later stages in the
redevelopment process to ensure any proposed alteration or change reflects best practices and is in
conformance with the recommend conservation strategies contained within this document. Any HIA will
also identify how the cultural heritage value and attributes of Ontario Place will be conserved as part of
the proposed redevelopment.

Key Considerations

As part of the potential development plan initiated by the province, the Government’s vision for
redevelopment is that Ontario Place will be a centerpiece of Ontario’s heritage, tourism, recreation and
culture and will be redeveloped in a way that respects Ontario’s historical and natural features,
showecases its diversity and multiculturalism, and honors the rich tradition, cultures, and heritage of
Indigenous peoples .2 The proposed redevelopment is intended to reinvigorate, enhance, and bring
Ontario Place to modern standards and to reflect and respect its past through conservation, respect,
retention, and integration of heritage features while allowing its original design intent to continue to
evolve.? Based on its SCHV, there a few of key considerations that contextualize this SCP:

e Ontario Place is a complex site. It can be understood holistically as a cultural heritage landscape
comprised of interconnected landscape elements and modernist built form set against the
backdrop of Lake Ontario. The contributing heritage attributes are spread across the property
and one of the challenges of understanding the site is balancing the whole with the sum of its
parts. Understanding the design process of Ontario Place and its subsequent evolution is
fundamental to understanding Ontario Place as a cultural heritage resource. Common Bond
Collective has provided historical documentation, included as Appendix A, to supplement the
Statement of Cultural Heritage Value to provide crucial context for the history of the site and its
original design intent and done in lieu of an approved Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report.

e The strategies, which were provided by Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism with input
from 10 Heritage, utilize a holistic understanding of the site recognizing that the contributing
heritage attributes work together to provide an integrated experience of space and place. To
capture the nuances of how these elements work together, the SCP will at times focus on
discrete geographic areas to provide conservation strategies.

e This SCP anticipates the potential redevelopment of Ontario Place and so it works beyond the
typical scope of an SCP as identified in the Standards and Guidelines for the Conservation of
Provincial Heritage Properties to articulate and provide strategies to carry out the province’s
long-term vision for the redevelopment of Ontario Place to support its statutory mandate as a
place for public recreation, celebration of provincial culture, education, etc. while conserving its
cultural heritage value.

Overarching Recommendations

The SCP recommends the Province be responsible for an integrated approach to the design and
management of the Ontario Place Cultural Heritage Landscape. This integrated approach should include

2 https://engageontarioplace.ca/how-we-got-here/
3 Ibid
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the oversight by qualified heritage professionals and should include the following conservation
strategies:
e Engage qualified person to provide guidance on the conservation of the heritage value and
attributes of the property at the planning stage for all redevelopment
e Use a site wide approach for any changes to the property the ensure that Ontario Place retains a
sense of place
e Continued engagement with public stakeholders as well as continued engagement with
identified Indigenous communities to ensure input for any future design, plans, and
interpretation
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1. Introduction

The Ontario Place property is a 63-hectare land and water lot property (28-hectare land, 35- hectare
water). The property currently contains a network of structures, bridges, landforms and entry plazas,
and mainland areas designed and constructed between 1969 and 2011. The property as a whole,
mainland and islands, work in concert to create the experience of this unique waterfront location as a
centerpiece for the government of Ontario’s tourism, recreation, and culture plans. In 2017, Trillium
Park and the William G. Davis trail opened on the East Island (Figure 1: Location Map).

Figure 1: Location Map (Credit: Google Maps with SBA annotation)

Since it opened in 1971 Ontario Place has evolved and changed with the times to reflect heritage,
diversity, and the province’s future potential. The design of Ontario Place reflects the integration of
function and experience. The design of the landscape is functional, acting as critical wave and wind
breaks in the open water environment with experiential elements integrated into the functional design
that allows the guests of Ontario Place to have a variety of different experiences walking through the
landscape and with the water.

The property was identified as a Provincial Heritage Property of Provincial Significance (PHPPS) in 2013
and its Statement of Cultural Heritage Value (SCHV) was approved by the Deputy Minister of Tourism,
Culture, and Sport on November 29, 2013.% As a ‘rare surviving example of a designed cultural heritage
landscape with in the international modernist movement of the late twentieth century’ the heritage
attributes capture the buildings designed by Eberhard Seidler and the landscape designed by Michael
Hough. Appendix A of this SCP provides a historical background to the property inclusive of its design

*While there is an approved SCHV, there is not Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report (CHER) for the property. This
SCP has been drafted in the absence of an approved CHER report. As such, this SCP includes additional information
to address the gaps and is critical to understating OP’s cultural heritage value that correlates to the conservation
strategies. For example, the SCP provides historical background in an appendix, includes a section related to
understanding the cultural heritage value of OP, and provides a heritage integrity analysis as part of the condition
assessment that individuals might have otherwise referred to in a CHER.

4
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intent and evolution to provide crucial context. Between this period of historical interest and until 2013
(and beyond), the site continued to evolve; however, prior to its identification as a PHPPS the site
existed outside of the protections in place offered through the provincial heritage framework.

1.1 Overview of the Strategic Conservation Plan

This SCP for Ontario Place was developed by Infrastructure Ontario (10) with input from Stevens
Burgess Architects Ltd. (SBA) and Common Bond Collective (CBC). Input on the draft of the report was
also provided by the Heritage Planning Unit (MCM), and the Transformation and Delivery Office of the
Ministry of Infrastructure (TDO a department that is part of the new Ontario Place Redevelopment
Secretariat (OPRS) under MOI) to provide guidance on conserving the cultural heritage value of the
property.

Ministries and Prescribed Public Bodies are required to prepare an SCP for properties identified as
provincial heritage properties to provide guidance on conserving, maintaining, using, and disposing of
them (in whole or in part). An SCP provides the decision-making framework that provides high-level
conservation strategies and the forward-looking guidance that anticipates changes to the property.
Finally, when an activity has the potential to affect the cultural heritage value of a heritage attribute or
the property then a Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) is required. As such Ontario Place requires a SCP
to address and provide guidance for its conservation, maintenance, as well as current and future

uses. All SCPs for PHPPS require approval by the Deputy Minister of the Ministry of Citizenship and
Multiculturalism (MCM).

The content of the SCP is based on the MTCS “Information Bulletin #2 — Strategic Conservation Plans for
Provincial Heritage Properties” (2017) and relies on the cultural heritage value and heritage attributes
identified in the Statement of Cultural Heritage Value.> For more information about the Provincial
Heritage Framework or the Identification and Evaluation process completed for Ontario Place, contact
the Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism.

This SCP relies on prior studies and reports and the work of other experts related to archaeology,
landscapes, geomorphology, etc. to provide further guidance on particular elements and areas on the
property in order to capture the site’s complexity appropriately.

This Strategic Conservation Plan is based on the MTCS approved Statement of Cultural Heritage Value
(“SCHV,” 2013). The contributing heritage attributes are identified in Section 2.4 and their current
condition (both heritage and physical condition) are outlined in Section 3.4. The SCP outlines the
current property use and outlines the government’s redevelopment vision in Section 3 as well as notes
the Provincial Legislative Policies and municipal considerations under which the long-term vision is
being executed. The Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturism provided Section 4, Conservation
Strategies. The Community Engagement initiatives are documented in Section 6 of the report. The
engagement process underscored how this SCP is a public-facing document attracting a broad base of
intensely interested groups due to the prominence of Ontario Place for many citizens.

The Statement of Cultural Heritage Value (SCHV) identified Ontario Place as a cultural heritage
landscape and set out the contributing heritage values and attributes.® In some cases, it is necessary to
look for guidance beyond the definitions of the provincial S&Gs in order to capture the nuances of a
particular place. For a Cultural Heritage Landscape, it is useful to turn to the Federal Standard and
Guidelines-and-their definitions-While the S&Gs for the province are the guidance document in force,
5 Refer to Appendix D for a copy of this bulletin

6 The SCHV was developed in 2013.
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the advice provided in the Federal Standards appropriately augments the guidance to provide greater
detail. In this case, the Federal S&Gs for the Conservation of Historic Places in Canada divide a Cultural
Heritage Landscape into eleven character defining elements. These elements are the heritage industry’s
standard for understanding the cultural heritage value as per the SCHV.

1.2 Description of Property
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Figure 2: Location Map (Credit: Scholars Geoportal with SBA annotation 2022)

Ontario Place is located at 955 Lake Shore Boulevard West in the City of Toronto. It is located directly
south of Exhibition Place on Toronto’s western waterfront. Ontario Place is owned by the Government
of Ontario. The Ontario Place property is a 63-hectare land and water lot property (28-hectare land, 35-
hectare water). The property currently contains a number of structures constructed between 1969 and
2011 (listed in Figure 5). In 2017, Trillium Park and the William G. Davis trail opened on the East Island.
The Province of Ontario and the City of Toronto are currently consolidating land holdings resulting in
OP’s property boundaries being as shown in Figure 3.

Figure 3: Current Boundaries of Ontario Place (Credit: SBA)
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Section 1.4 contains two figures: Figure 4 that shows an aerial photograph of the site and Figure 5 which
is a detailed site plan with labels of all the buildings on the property.

Property Ownership

Currently, the Ontario Place property is owned by the Ministry of Infrastructure (MOI). Ontario Place
Corporation (OPC) is responsible for day-to-day operations and programming the site. Prior to MOI
taking ownership of the site, the OPC owned and managed the site under the direction and guidance of
the Ministry of Tourism Culture and Sport. During the redevelopment of Ontario Place, |0 (specifically
the Landmark Projects department) will be responsible for facilitating the development process with
direction and guidance. After the redevelopment, the ownership and stewardship of the property will be
reassessed. See Table 1 below for a summary of the Stewardship of Ontario Place.

Ministry of Infrastructure (MOI) | Holds lands on behalf of the Province

Ontario Place Corporation Agency of MOI responsible for managing and programming
Ontario Place lands not yet subject to redevelopment.
Infrastructure Ontario (10) Agency of MOI responsible for managing the province’s realty

assets. For Ontario Place, retained by MOI to facilitate the
development process.

Table 1: OP Management Summary

Ontario Place Redevelopment

The Government is redeveloping Ontario Place. As summarized on EngageOntarioplace.ca, the
Government’s vision is to redevelop Ontario Place in a way that:

e respects Ontario’s historical and natural features

e showecases Ontario’s diversity and multiculturalism

e honours the rich traditions, cultures and heritage of Indigenous peoples

Through redevelopment, the objective is to have an accessible, family-friendly Ontario Place with areas
of free public access and waterfront experience that can be enjoyed by the public all year round. As part
of the redevelopment, the site services infrastructure will be upgraded to meet modern standards and
increase capacity to support the identified tenant needs. Additionally, key heritage and recreational
features of the site will be retained and integrated into the redevelopment. The key heritage features to
be retained and repaired by the government include the Cinesphere, Pod complexes, and bridges of the
Pavilion and the marina. Future Community Engagement will be captured as part of forth coming HIAs as
well as the ongoing Category C Environmental Assessment (Cat C EA) for the government’s public realm
project.

The SCP recognizes that the proposed redevelopment, required site services upgrades, vision and
objectives for the site will have an impact on the cultural heritage value of the property. All these
aspects have been considered and have shaped the conservation strategies for the property.
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1.4 Ontario Site Plans

Figure 4: Ontario Place Aerial Photograph (Credit: Google Earth c 2019-2022)
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Figure 5: Ontario Place Base Map — identifying all existing buildings and structures (Credit: Ontario Place Corporation)
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2. Statement of Cultural Heritage Value

The Statement of Cultural Heritage Value (SCHV) was approved by the Deputy Minister, MTCS on
November 29, 2013. This SCHV is recreated verbatim below in Section 2.1 including its accompanying
map.

2.1 Statement of Cultural Heritage Value

Description of the property

Ontario Place is located off the shore of Lake Ontario on Toronto’s western waterfront. The 63
hectare land and water lot property (28 hectares land, 35 hectares water) is located directly
south of Exhibition Place. The site consists of two artificially-made islands linked to the
waterfront via a network of structures (entry plazas, pedestrian bridges and pathways) and the
public entry gates from the waterfront trail. The core area features the iconic Cinesphere and
Pavilion, as well as the crystalline forms of three village clusters set within the prominent
naturalized landscape, canals, lagoons and a centrally-located marina. The property boundary
extends 330 metres west and 25 metres east from the edges of the islands into Lake Ontario,
north to Lake Shore Boulevard and south to the end of the marina breakwater.

Ontario Place was listed in 1994 by the International Committee for Documentation and
Conservation of Buildings of the Modern Movement (DOCOMOMO International) on its inventory
of significant international works of the Modern Movement.

Vision statement

Ontario Place, opened in 1971, was conceived by former Premier, the Honorable John Robarts, as
a showplace for the province’s identity, culture and economic growth. Ontario Place was
designed as an inclusive public entertainment, educational and recreational space and
programmed to reflect the province’s people, culture and geography, as well as a vision for the
province’s future. Ontario Place featured innovative new landforms and structures built on
Toronto’s waterfront, reshaping the relationship between the urban landscape and Lake Ontario.
Ontario Place, a cultural heritage landscape, remains a rare and intact Modernist expression of
integrated architecture, engineering and landscape that honours and incorporates the natural
setting of Lake Ontario. It was a remarkable and ambitious achievement of late twentieth
century architecture, and holds an enduring influence in Toronto, the province and
internationally.

Heritage Value
Ontario Place is a cultural heritage landscape of provincial significance.

Contextual and historical value

Ontario Place, a significant provincial public works project of the Canadian Centennial era,
reflects a time of prosperity and social development in Ontario which began after the Second
World War. The development occurred at a time of dynamic economic expansion and
urbanization, of optimism and confidence, of new intellectual and cultural life within the
province.

Ontario Place is a response to the success of the temporary Ontario Pavilion at Expo '67 in
Montreal, as well as a reflection of the provincial government’s commitment to investing in
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cultural identity through public entertainment and educational facilities and public agencies
including but not limited to the Ontario Science Centre and Fort William Historical Park.

The site in its entirety —integrating innovative approaches to planning, landscape, architecture,
engineering and educational programming —represents a bold visionary statement of its time
realized at a scale and quality that earned international recognition and admiration. Ontario
Place has strong associations with the politicians and civil servants who shaped the idea and
provided the resources, and with the designers who translated those ideas into reality.
Associations are held with former Premier, the Honourable John Robarts, and provincial civil
servant Jim Ramsay, Royal Architectural Institute of Canada gold medalist architect Eberhard
Zeidler, landscape architect Michael Hough and play structure architect and pioneer Eric
McMillan.

As an entertainment, educational and recreational centre serving the entire province, Ontario
Place has attracted millions of visitors since its opening in 1971 and has remained a familiar and
iconic landmark for many Ontarians and visitors. The site was intended as a place for a diverse
and multi-generational audience experience.

Design value

Ontario Place is a rare surviving example of a designed cultural heritage landscape within the
international modernist movement of the late twentieth century. The site created a uniquely
integrated environment for entertainment, education and recreation.

The core area of Ontario Place (see map) remains relatively intact and embodies the modernist
design vision of interconnected geometries. This is demonstrated in the megastructure forms of
both the Cinesphere and pods with their interconnecting walkways, as well as the more modest
crystalline modular forms of the three village clusters, designed as gathering places for visitors.

These structures are set against an ecological landscape of naturalized landforms, a range of
water features, including canals, lagoons and a marina, offering various intimate and compelling
views within its designed space.

This particular combination of elements constitutes one of the most important expressions of
late twentieth century modernism in the history of the province — the naturalized landforms, on
the cutting edge of new ecological design interests; the Cinesphere with its triodetic dome and
pioneering IMAX technology; the Pavilion, comprised of five interconnected pods with their
tensile structural arrangement; the Forum and the Children's Village play area with their new
forms of public engagement (both no longer in existence); and the overall programming
designed to change the public perception of Toronto’s waterfront.

Heritage Attributes

There exist a number of contextual and design attributes on the site that individually and
collectively contribute to the provincial cultural heritage value of Ontario Place. The historical
values are woven throughout the site and landscape and expressed in the attributes described
below.
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Contextual attributes
The following attributes are expressed throughout the site, and continue to represent the
original ideas behind the creation of Ontario Place:

Bold redefinition of the relationship between city and lake, with an integrated approach to
architecture, engineering, landscape and waterscape.

Innovative integration of design and programming — the landforms, structures and plazas
that reflect the vision of Ontario Place as a centre for recreation, education, entertainment
and public gathering.

A public works project dedicated to the people of Ontario as commemorated in a plaque at
the main entrance

A geometric and technologically innovative series of interconnected structures, including
buildings, bridges and pods set against the naturalized surroundings of mature trees and
native plant species.

The shaping of the landforms to create an integrated series of lagoons and canals as well as
naturalized shorelines open to the larger expanse of Lake Ontario, creating both close-range
and distant relationships between land and water.

Pathways with constructed views into and out of the site, to and from the urban landscape
to the north and to the open expanse of Lake Ontario.

The views within the core area, as part of the various pathways for movement on land, on
water and within the megastructure components.

Design attributes

The following attributes are located in the core area of Ontario Place and represent the
innovative and iconic elements of the site as reflected in the structures, the integration of the
architecture with the landscape and the water features:

The highly geometric architecture of the Pavilion, the Cinesphere and the connecting
walkways and bridges, composed of glass and steel detailing (such as columns, beams,
braces) in modern architectural style.

The triodetic structural system of the Cinesphere with its iconic spherical shape and screen
design to host the innovative IMAX projection system.

The Pavilion, with its five mast-hung pods, each projecting up out of the open water and
connected by long-span suspended walkways.

The flexible interiors and usable roof spaces of the five pods.

The public gathering spaces connected to the three village clusters with their modernist
crystalline modular forms.

The varying scale of the complementary built structures — from the prominent Cinesphere
to the more modest village clusters

A public entrance with a connection to two west bridges and the presence of Ontario Place
branding/wayfinding signage.

Designed localized microclimates, using landscaping, trees and indigenous plant materials.
The walkways, trails, lagoons and the two west bridges (linking to the west island and the
Pavilion) that connect discrete activity areas throughout the site and encourage a
pedestrian experience. The design of the breakwaters, fashioned from sunken lake ships.
The water features—the marina, the pavilion bay, the inner channel—that help shape
entirely new landforms, and that provide a setting for the movement of small watercraft.
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Figure 6: Map of Heritage Place (Credit: MTCS, 2013)

13



Ontario Place (N73731)
Strategic Conservation Plan

2.2 Understanding the Cultural Heritage Value

To help further build an understanding of the cultural heritage value of Ontario Place as outlined in the
SCHYV, the following key terms/definitions from the S&Gs are important to bear in mind:

Cultural heritage landscape means a defined geographical area that human activity has modified and
that has cultural heritage value. Such an area involves one or more groupings of individual heritage
features, such as structures, spaces, archaeological sites, and natural elements, which together form a
significant type of heritage form distinct from that of its constituent elements or parts. Heritage
conservation districts designated under the Ontario Heritage Act, villages, parks, gardens, battlefields,
main streets and neighbourhoods, cemeteries, trails, and industrial complexes of cultural heritage value
are some examples.

Built heritage means one or more significant buildings (including fixtures or equipment located in or
forming part of a building), structures, monuments, installations, or remains associated with
architectural, cultural, social, political, economic, or military history and identified as being important to
a community. For the purposes of these Standards and Guidelines, “structures” does not include
roadways in the provincial highway network and in-use electrical or telecommunications transmission
towers.

Heritage attributes means the physical features or elements that contribute to a property’s cultural
heritage value or interest, and may include the property’s built or manufactured elements, as well as
natural landforms, vegetation, water features, and its visual setting.

2.2.1 Understanding Ontario Place’s Geography

Ontario Place is large, diverse, and complex. Understanding its cultural heritage value requires looking at
the intricate ways the landscape and built form work to give shape to the site’s cultural heritage
landscape as a whole. Understanding it requires balancing the whole with the sum of its parts. Four,
geographic areas work in concert as the cultural heritage landscape. The majority of the contributing
heritage resources are located throughout the entire landscape. However, these four identified
geographic areas — the Mainland, the West Island, the Core Area, and the East Island (Figure 7) — each
provide a distinct contribution to the experience of Ontario Place as a whole.

The SCHV notes that it is the “particular combination of elements” found in both the core area and the
range of features found across the property that provide “one of the most important expressions of late
twentieth century modernism in the history of the province.” The contextual attributes identified in the
SCHV are “expressed throughout the site,” and the historical values are “woven through the site and
landscape.” This SCP approaches its description of the heritage attributes (Section 2.4), and later the
condition assessment (Section 3.4), wholistically at first and then with more specific details in order to
draw out the points of connection that show how the heritage attributes “individually and contextually
contribute to the provincial cultural heritage value of Ontario Place.”
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Figure 7: Geographic Areas (Credit: SBA)

2.2.2 Ontario Place as a Designed Cultural Heritage Landscape

The Statement of Cultural Heritage Value notes that, “Ontario Place is a rare surviving example of a
designed cultural heritage landscape within the international modernist movement of the late twentieth
century. The site created a uniquely integrated environment for entertainment, education,and
recreation.”’ The Statement provides the fundamental identification of the heritage value and heritage
attributes for the property.

As noted in the SCHV, Ontario Place is a designed cultural heritage landscape.® While the S&Gs define a
cultural heritage landscape (as noted above), to understand what is meant particularly by “designed
landscape” as per the SCHV it is useful to turn to other advisory documents to deepen and expand the
definition in order to capture appropriately the heritage attributes as identified and provide
commensurate conservation strategies. The Ontario Heritage Trust relies upon the approach of the
United Nations, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO) to help further delineate between
categories of landscape, which will also be useful for understanding Ontario Place’s CHL.

A designed cultural heritage landscape “is clearly defined and was created intentionally by man. These
landscapes include garden and parkland landscapes, which are constructed for esthetic reasons, which
are often but not always associated with religious or other monumental buildings and ensembles.”® For
Ontario Place the cultural heritage value of a designed landscape is closely aligned with the original
design intent (see Appendix A). This SCP relies heavily on the design manifesto contained in Hough,
Stansbury & Associates Ltd.’s “Ontario Place — The First Step in the Renewal of Toronto Waterfront” to
provide the touchpoint for the original design impulses that informed the design of the landscape.

7SCHV, 2013

8SCHV, 2013

% Ontario Heritage Trust, “Cultural Heritage Landscapes — An Introduction,” retrieved at:
https://www.heritagetrust.on.ca/en/pages/tools/tools-for-conservation/cultural-heritage-landscapes-an-
introduction
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The SCHV captures the heritage attributes of the site; to help build this understanding, the heritage
attributes have been grouped categorically as per the industry’s standard approach for cultural heritage
landscapes. The categories are identified in Table 2, below.

Attribute Categories Application / Section Reference

Evidence of Land Use The land use for entertainment, education and recreation has remained constant
throughout the property’s history.

Evidence of Traditional These are manufactured islands created in the latter twentieth century, and an
Practices archaeological assessment conducted in 2013 and the marine assessment
completed in 2021 did not identify any sites.

(See 3.2 - Archaeology)

Spatial Organization The spatial organization of Ontario Place was and remains the juxtaposition of a
central, geometrically-aligned, water-based dominant element — the Pavilion —
cupped between two organically shaped islands with organically clustered
geometric structures.

The pavilion has a very formal linear spatial organization that pulls one across
Pavilion Bay.

The villages have a cluster format around activity plazas and decks.

The entire site is spatially organized to maximize views.

Visual Relationships® Description in Section 2.4.1; Refer to Section 3.5.1 for physical condition

Circulation!! Description in Section 2.4.2; Refer to Section 3.5.2 for physical condition

Vegetation & Hardscape'? | Description in Section 2.4.3; Refer to Section 3.5.3 for physical condition

Landforms?®3 Description in Section 2.4.4; Refer to Section 3.5.4 for physical condition
Water Features* Description in Section 2.4.5; Refer to Section 3.5.5 for physical condition
Built Features® Description in Section 2.4.6; Refer to Section 3.5.6 for physical condition

Table 2: Attribute Categories of the Cultural Heritage Landscape

Based on the attribute categories noted in Table 2, the following following Section identifies those
heritage attributes of the Cultural Heritage Landscape found holistically or across the property.

10 These relationships reflect the association between an observer and the landscape or landscape attributes such
as a viewscape or vista and pertaining to the relative dimensions or scale of landscape features within its environ.
11 This category pertains to movement, direct or indirect, across and through a landscape and the linkages of these
different modes travel such as canals, paths, portages, etc... to one another across the property.

12 This category pertains to those attributes that are part of a natural system included within the landscape of the
property

13 This category pertains to the shape of the surface in a particular place whether natural or created by design that
helps to animate a landscape.

14 This category pertains to both naturally occurring or manufactured water elements such as rivers, lakes, lagoons,
canals, etc. that function as part of the broader landscape.

15 This feature pertains to the constructed or built form on and within the landscape and identified in the SCHV as
attributes.
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23 Outside the Scope of the SCP (non-contributing features or element)

Based on the SCHV, the following fall outside the scope of the SCP, and future reevaluations could
consider them more fully.

2.3.1 Landfill - 1984 addition to the East Island — now Trillium Park

The CHL applies to the property in its entirety except for the eastern infill in 1984/85 initially intended
for the establishment of a parking lot. In 2017 this piece of land was transformed into Trillium Park. The
landfill is not within the period of historical interest, nor was it assessed at the time of the provincial
evaluation and so is not included within the SCHV. The Urban Park and Waterfront Trail HIA® written in
2014 and supported by community engagement, recommended that when the SCHV for OP is rewritten
Trillium Park should be included. 7 As part of its background report for 955 Lakeshore Blvd. West in
2019, the City of Toronto concluded that Trillium Park and the William G. Davis Trail met the criteria for
designation.!®

core trea [ 1284 Lanaris not in Cutural Heritage Landscape

Figure 8: Map showing heritage area and Landfill, 1984 (Credit: MCM with SBA annotation)

2.3.2 Non-Contributing Landscapes, Buildings and Structures

As noted in the SCHV “Ontario Place is a rare surviving example of a designed cultural heritage
landscape within the international modernist movement of the late twentieth century. The site created
a uniquely integrated environment for entertainment, education, and recreation”. The SCHV only

16 LANDInc. and Commonwealth Resource Management, “Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment — Urban Park
and Waterfront Trail — Ontario Place,” April 2014.

7 bid, 33.

18 City of Toronto, “Background File — 955 Lakeshore Blvd West (Ontario Place)” 2019.
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identified those features and elements design ore related to Eberhard Zeidler and Michael Hough.® All
buildings, structures and elements not referenced in the SCHV are considered non-contributing and are
not within the scope of this SCP.

Although Ontario Place’s landscape included the understanding that it would evolve over time, later
iterations of the landscape and built features that occurred outside of Eberhard Zeidler and Michael
Hough design period were not identified as contributing to the cultural heritage value of the property.
Examples of the non-contributing buildings, features, elements, include the silos of the Ontario North,
the waterfall showplace, the remnants of the wilderness adventure fume ride on the West Island, the
paved area and remnant waterslide staircase on the East Island.

2.3.3

Commemorative Installations

The Ontario Heritage Act only applies to real property and does not extend to works of art or
commemorative installations.

Ontario Place contains five commemorative installations (location of the artwork is identified on the
map in Figure 9):

1.
2.

Salute (1975), Central Entrance Arrival Plaza. Stainless steel structure by Kosso Eloul.

Dialogue (1984), West Island beside entrance. Sculpture given in commemoration of the
province’s bicentenary.

The Passage (1984) which includes a Time Capsule to be opened in 2084, West Arrival Plaza.
Mixed-media sculpture by Kosso Eloul.

Goh Ohn (1977), West Island. Monument in commemoration of the 100t anniversary of the arrival
of the first Japanese immigrant to Canada. (Not part of the Government of Ontario Art Collection
(GOAC)). Designed by Raymond Moriyama of Moriyama and Teshima Architects, consists of a
traditional Bonsho Japanese temple bell set under a canopy, accompanied by two stone lanterns.
The monument was a gift from the Government of Japan to commemorate the 100th anniversary
of the arrival of the first immigrant to Canada from Japan.?®

The Ravine with Moccasin Identifier (2017), Trillium Park and William G. Davis Trail. (Not part of
the Provincial Collection.) Stone Retaining Murals by Carolyn King, Mississaugas of the Credit First
Nation. The Moccasin Identifier is the Gateway to Trillium Park developed in collaboration with
the Mississaugas of the Credit First Nation and offers a visual reminder to celebrate and honour
the history and culture of Indigenous peoples. The Moccasin Identifier is also a powerful tool for
social change by promoting Treaty awareness and education. The Moccasin Identifier upholds the
3Rs of reconciliation: respect of constitutionally protected Aboriginal Rights, recognition of
Indigenous diversity, and responsibility to share the lands as Treaty partners.

19 Refer to Appendix A for this historical background and chronology of Ontario Place that supports an

understanding of the period of historical interest.

20 Taylor Hazell Architects, Ontario Place Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report, 2013, 7 & 48;

See also ACO Toronto, Ontario Place — Goh Ohn Bell Shelter, accessed January 10, 2022,
https://www.acotoronto.ca/show_building.php?BuildingIlD=6706. The temple bell monument is not part
of the Government of Ontario Art Collection; This won several awards, including the Governor General’s
Award for Architecture (1983-2), a 25-Year Award by the Ontario Association of Architects, and the
Canadian Architect Award of Excellence (1969).
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Figure 9: Public Art Locations (Credit: MTCS with SBA annotation)

“Salute,” “Dialogue,” and “The Passage” are considered works of art and not real property. All three are
part of the GOAC. Condition Assessments of these three works are undertaken on a regular basis by the
Provincial Art Curator.

The Ravine with Moccasin Identifier is built into the site and acts as a retaining wall and would be
considered real property under the OHA; however, it was constructed after the SCHV was written and is
located in Trillium Park, an area outside the boundaries of the SCHV-described cultural heritage
landscape, and therefore is not included in this SCP.

The Goh Ohn pavilion is a structure
and as such would be considered real
property under the OHA. The pavilion
was not included within the current
SCHV.

The Goh Ohn Pavilion is older than
forty years. As per the S&Gs — Section
1.0 —Triggers, a Cultural Heritage
Evaluation (CHE) of the
commemorative structure should be
undertaken. A recommendation that
a CHER be undertaken has been made
and the recommendations contained
within the CHE be included when the Lo o 10 Goh Ohn Pavilion (Credit: LHC)
SCHV is updated.
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2.3.4 Environmental and Ecological Concerns

The Statement of Cultural Heritage Value identifies a variety of natural features such as trees,
microberms, and microclimates. The SCP treats these features from a cultural heritage perspective and
not an environmental or ecological one. There are numerous environmental diligence studies either
completed or currently underway, as summarized in the table below, that better address any
environment-specific questions that are out of scope of the SCP. For more information about this work
please go to www.engageontario.ca.

Other Due Diligence High Level Scope

Natural Heritage The ecological investigations include desktop studies, building
assessments, arborist reports, aquatic surveys, and species-
specific surveys and more.

Climate Risk Assessment A Climate Risk and Resilience Assessment report (CRRA) was
completed for Ontario Place. A CRRA summarizes climate
projections and identified risks to infrastructure due to weather
event in a changing climate and adaptation/resilience/action
recommendations to mitigate the risks.

Environmental Due Diligence This includes coastal assessments, environmental site
assessments, Designated Substances and Hazardous Materials
Assessments, risk assessments and geotechnical investigations.

Table 3: Other Due Diligence Studies outside the Scope of the SCP

2.4 Heritage Attributes of Ontario Place

The following tables are based on the categories listed in Table 1. Within the following subsections,
Cultural Heritage Landscape Attribute tables identify the heritage attributes that are found holistically
throughout the site and that provide cohesion to the landscape as a whole. They are then followed by
more specific tables that identify the location, relationship between a heritage attribute (such as views
or buildings) and the associated heritage value as outlined in the SCHV. Finally, there are tables specific
to the built form. The following subsections include descriptions only, for representative images of the
heritage attributes refer to Section 3.0 — Condition Assessment.

2.4.1 Heritage Attribute - Visual Relationships

5 Features or Elements that support SCHV Description
‘g Visual Relationships
S
View of Pavilion Megastructure Views of the Design Value:
e Bridge 6 and Bridge 10 The core area of Ontario Place remains relatively intact and
e Pyramid entrance to the Pavilion | embodies the modernist design vision of interconnected
T | ¢ Walkway along the north edge geometries. This is demonstrated in the megastructure forms of
f_c" of Pavilion Bay both the Cinesphere and pods with their interconnecting
®© | e« north boundary of that provides | walkways, as well as the more modest crystalline modular forms
2 views to the Pavilion of the three village clusters, designed as gathering places for
visitors. These structures are set against an ecological landscape
of naturalized landforms, and a range of water features...
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East and West Islands, Core area

Lake Views/Vistas;

e All walkways and pathways
e All bridges

e Lookout points

e  Breakwater

Contextual Attribute:

Pathways with constructed views into and out of the site, to and
from the urban landscape to the north and to the open expanse of
Lake Ontario.

Views back to the urban landscape
e All walkways and pathways

e All bridges

e the Pavilion

Contextual Attribute:

1)Pathways with constructed views into and out of the site, to and
from the urban landscape to the north and to the open expanse of
Lake Ontario.

Informal Sequential Views
e All walkways and pathways
e All bridges

Contextual Attribute:

1) Pathways with constructed views into and out of the site, to
and from the urban landscape to the north and to the open
expanse of Lake Ontario;

2) The views within the core area, as part of the various pathways
for movement on land, on water and within the megastructure
components.

Core

Formal Processional View Sequence

(Pavilion)

e The Pavilion, specifically the
bridges, starting from the main
land entrance point and ending
at the Cinesphere exit.

Contextual Attribute:

The views within the core area, as part of the various pathways
for movement on land, on water and within the megastructure
components.

Table 4: Summary of Visual Relationships

2.4.2 Heritage Attribute - Circulation

s Features or Elements of Circulation SCHV Description
2
(0]
(%]
o
—
Pedestrian Circulation System Contextual Attribute
e All walkways and pathways 1) Pathways with constructed views into and out of the site, to
@ | ® Allthe bridges associated with and from the urban landscape to the north and to the open
(%] .
f_: pathways expanse of Lake Ontario.
o | ® The Pavilion, specifically the
s bridges, starting from the main Design Attribute
5 land entrance point and ending 1) The walkways, trails, lagoons and the two west bridges
= at the Cinesphere exit. (linking to the west island and the Pavilion) that connect discrete
= activity areas throughout the site and encourage a pedestrian
o0 .
> experience.
2
£S5
(==
Marine Circulation Design Attribute
e Inner channel 1) The walkways, trails, lagoons and the two west bridges (linking
e | e Westcanal to the west island
[T . . -
© | e Lagoon and the Pavilion) that connect discrete activity areas throughout
5 e Cedar Cove the site and encourage a pedestrian experience.
= 2) The water features— the marina, the pavilion bay, the inner

channel — that help shape entirely new landforms, and that
provide a setting for the movement of small watercraft.
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e  Access to the East Canal from
the East Island

= Marine Circulation: Design Attribute
S | o EastCanal 1) The walkways, trails, lagoons and the two west bridges (linking
» to the west island
'@ and the Pavilion) that connect discrete activity areas throughout
""' the site and encourage a pedestrian experience

Marine Circulation Design Attribute

e  Pavilion Bay 1) The walkways, trails, lagoons and the two west bridges (linking
© | e Marina to the west island
< | e Accesstothe Lagoon from the and the Pavilion) that connect discrete activity areas throughout
g west island the site and encourage a pedestrian experience.
o 2) The water features— the marina, the pavilion bay, the inner

channel — that help shape entirely new landforms, and that
provide a setting for the movement of small watercraft.

Table 5: Summary of Circulation

2.4.3 Heritage Attribute - Vegetation and Hardscaping
c Features or Elements of Vegetation SCHV Description
2 and Hardscaping
(o]
8
Tree Plantings and Vegetation Design Value:
Groups 1)These structures are set against an ecological landscape of
o All trees and vegetation naturalized landforms, a range of water features, including
§ canals, lagoons and a marina, offering various intimate and
o compelling views within its designed space.
E
g Contextual Attribute
9 1) A geometric and technologically innovative series of
3 interconnected structures, including buildings, bridges and pods
-§° set against the naturalized surroundings of mature trees and
o native plant species
=
Design Attribute
1) Designed localized microclimates, using landscaping, trees
and indigenous plant materials.
- | Hardscaping: Gathering Places and Contextual Attribute
c_% Plazas 1) Innovative integration of design and programming — the
f e Open plaza area associated with | landforms, structures and plazas that reflect the vision of
o the West Village Ontario Place as a center for recreation, education,
E entertainment and public gathering.
- Hardscaping: Gathering Places and ' '
£ | Plazas Design Attribute
v |, Open plaza area associated with 1) The public gathering places connected to the three villages
E the east marine village
o Hardscaping: Gathering Places and
@ | Plazas
f, e  Open plaza area associated with
5 the west and east marine village
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Table 6: Summary of Vegetation and Hardscaping

2.4.4 Heritage Attribute - Landforms

c Features or elements of Year SCHV Description
-% Landforms
3
e  Elevated West Entry 1971 Design Attribute:
Plaza A public entrance with a connection to two west bridges and the
o presence of Ontario Place branding/wayfinding signage.
‘_g Description of Property
‘S The site consists of two artificially made (p.15) islands linked to the
= waterfront via a network of structures (entry plazas, pedestrian
bridges and pathways) and the public entry gates from the
waterfront trail.
e  WestlIsland 1971 Contextual Attributes:
The shaping of the landforms to create an integrated series of
lagoons and canals, as well as naturalized shorelines open to the
T larger expanse of Lake Ontario, creating both close-range and
> distant relationships between land and water.
5 Landform Associated with 1971 Design Attribute:
= | Localized Microclimate: Designed localized microclimates, using landscaping, trees and
e West canal indigenous plant materials.
e lagoon
e Cedar Cove
e Eastlsland 1971 Contextual Attributes:
The shaping of the landforms to create an integrated series of
lagoons and canals, as well as naturalized shorelines open to the
2 larger expanse of Lake Ontario, creating both close-range and
‘:: distant relationships between land and water.
|2
W | Landform Associated with 1971 Design Attribute:
Localized Microclimate: Designed localized microclimates, using landscaping, trees and
e East Canal indigenous plant materials.

Table 7: Summary of Landforms
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2.4.5 Heritage Attribute - Water Features

= Features or Elements of SCHV Description

% the Water Features

3
oo | Shorelines Contextual attribute:
= _8 The shaping of the landforms to create an integrated series of lagoons and
= % canals, as well as naturalized shorelines open to the larger expanse of Lake
g = Ontario, creating both close-range and distant relationships between land
£k and water

(@)

- e East Canal Design Value:

c_cu e Look out point These structures are set against an ecological landscape of naturalized

f landforms, a range of water features, including canals, lagoons and a marina,

l_f:v offering various intimate and compelling views within its designed space
.- * West canal Contextual attribute:
S < ¢ lagoon The shaping of the landforms to create an integrated series of lagoons and
S @ | ¢ Cedarcove canals, as well as naturalized shorelines open to the larger expanse of Lake

Ontario, creating both close-range and distant relationships between land
e Pavilion Bay and water

s e Marina

< e The breakwater Design attribute:

I The water features—the marina, the pavilion bay, the inner channel —that

‘S’ help shape entirely new landforms, and that provide a setting for the

O movement of small watercraft.

The design of the breakwaters, fashioned from sunken lake ships.

Table 8: Summary of Water Features

2.4.6 SCHV Description of Contributing Built Form contributing to Heritage Value

The following table identifies the structures and bridges that contribute to the heritage value of Ontario
Place as a PHPPS as per the SCHV. These structures and buildings are identified in Figure 11, following
the table below.

c | # Common Name Year SCHV Description
o
2
©
(5
(<]
-
B7 Bridge- West Entry 1971 Contextual attribute
2 to Exhibition e A geometric and technologically innovative series of
G . . . .
= | B8 Bridge - Central Entry | 1971 mt.erconnected structures., including bu:ld:ngs,
‘® e bridges and pods set against the naturalized
to Exhibition ) )
2 surroundings of mature trees and native plant
species.
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Bldg.

c | # Common Name Year SCHV Description
o
3
S
WE1 West Entrance Bldg. 1971 Contextual attribute
(Plague) 1975 e public works project dedicated to the people of
Ontario as commemorated in a plaque at the main
entrance,
Design attribute
. a public entrance with a connection to two west
bridges and the presence of Ontario Place
branding/wayfinding signage.
w1 Commons Northeast | 1971 Design attributes
Bldg. e village clusters, with their modernist crystalline
w2 Commons North 1971 modular forms
Bldg. e the varying scale of the complementary built
o w3 Commons Food 1971 structures — from the prominent Cinesphere to the
t_: wa Commons West Bldg. | 1971 more modest village clusters
= [ we Electrical Sub-Station | 1971
é w7 Commons North 1971
Washroom
w8 Dry Storage Bldg. 1971
w9 Commons South 1971
Washroom
P1 Pod 1 1971 Design attributes
P2 Pod 2 1971 e the _Pa;/'i/ion withtit;];i’\;e mast—hutt‘:g poilis, each vdb
projecting up out of the open water and connected by
P3 Pod 3 1971 long-span suspended walkways
P4 Pod 4 1971 e the highly geometric architecture of the Pavilion, the
P5 Pod 5 1971 Cinesphere and the connecting walkways and
bridges, composed of glass and steel detailing (such
as columns, beams, braces) in modern architectural
style.
C1 Cinesphere 1971 Design attributes
© e the triodetic structural system of the Cinesphere with
g its iconic spherical shape and screen design to host
< . . N
o the innovative IMAX projection system
é e The highly geometric architecture of the Pavilion, the
Cinesphere and the connecting walkways and
bridges, composed of glass and steel detailing (such
as columns, beams, braces) in modern architectural
style.
MVW1 | Marina West 1971 Design attributes
Washrooms e village clusters, with their modernist crystalline
modular forms
MVW2 | Marina West Village 1971 e the varying scale of the complementary built
Bldg. structures from the prominent Cinesphere to the
MVE1 | East Marina Village 1971

more modest village clusters.
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Cinesphere (1)

c | # Common Name Year SCHV Description
o
3
S
MVE2 | Marina North 1971
Washroom
MVE3 | Marina Northeast 1971
Bldg.
MVE4 | Marina East 1981
Washroom
MVE6 | Lighthouse 1971 Design attribute
e The varying scale of the complementary built
structures — from the prominent Cinesphere to
themore modest village clusters.
BW1 Breakwater 1971 Design attribute

(3 Ships: Shaw, e the design of the breakwaters, fashioned from sunken

Victorious & lake ships

Houghton)

B5 Bridge East to West 1971 Design attributes:

Is. (1) ® The walkways, trails, lagoons and the two west
bridges (linking to the west island and the Pavilion)
that connect discrete activity areas throughout the
site and encourage a pedestrian experience.

B6 Bridge WE1 to West 1975 Design attributes:
Is. (1) e The highly geometric architecture of the Pavilion, the
Cinesphere and the connecting walkways and bridges
e A public entrance with a connection to two west
bridges
e The walkways, trails, lagoons and the two west
bridges (linking to the west island and the Pavilion)
that connect discrete activity areas throughout the
site and encourage a pedestrian experience.
B9 Bridge under pods 1971 see Pods and Cinesphere
B10 Bridge WE1 to 1971 see Pods and Cinesphere & Bridge #6

Table 9: Summary of contributing Built Forms and Structures
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Figure 11: Built Form (buildings and structures) Heritage Attributes of Ontario Place (Credit: SBA)
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3. Condition Assessment
3.1 Program Needs and Property Uses

Ontario Place was partially closed in 2012 and most of the buildings are currently vacant. The Ontario
Place Corporation (OPC) currently operates under a legislated mandate (Ontario Place Corporation Act,
R.S.0. 1990, c. 0.34) to develop projects and programs that showcase the province that align with CNE
operations and other discretionary activities as directed by MCM.

Public access areas are maintained. No longer operating as a gated amusement park, Ontario Place is
now free for all to access with seasonal programming running throughout the year. Some of the site
programming is free to the public while other programming is private, ticketed events. The marina
continues to operate and the Cinesphere offer IMAX films all year round. Ontario Place Corporation
programs and rents some facilities throughout the year.

Year-round uses:

e The Cinesphere is operational year-round as a commercial IMAX theater.

e  Trillium Park including the William G Davis Trial and the remainder of Ontario Place public realm
operates as a public park year-round

e Commercial Event programming of the paved center are of the East Island. (Ontario Place Drive
in during Covid, currently Cirque de Soleil, drive through festivals etc.)

e The three, pay parking lots on the mainland operate year-round. Two lots are located near the
entrance buildings and one lot is at the head of the Trillium Park Trail.

e The Administration Building and Maintenance Building (EE2 & EE3)

Seasonal uses:
e The marinas and the two ancillary marina village buildings.
e Budweiser Stage (now operated as ECHO Beach by Live Nation)
e Very limited rentals within the pods.
e There is seasonal public programming in the village plazas and open, paved area on the East
Island.
e Marine, small craft — paddleboats- rental concession
e Limited food concessions
e Public washrooms

Other parts that remain operational include:

e Trillium Park (East Island) that connects to the William G. Davis Trail and the remainder of
Ontario Place operates as a free access, public park year-round.

e The three, pay parking lots on the mainland operate year-round. Two lots are located near the
entrance buildings and one lot is at the head of the Trillium Park Trail.

e The Administration Building and Maintenance Building (EE2 & EE3 — East Island) operate year
round

e Ad hoc programming throughout the seasons throughout the property

As a part of a redevelopment impulse commenced after the closure of Ontario Place in 2012, the
Government of Ontario looked at ways to use the site anew that reflected both its original design intent
and heritage as well as its potential for future programming (see Appendix A for Chronology of Site).
Minimal program needs or uses have been identified for the site under its current operation. As a result
and following the province’s recent call for and selection of proposals, the province is taking steps to
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revitalize the property.

Since its closure in 2012 the site has continued to evolve and to support the programming noted above.
To provide regular maintenance and infrastructure upgrades, there is an Early Works program in force.
Ontario Place operates year-round, with additional activities provided in summer months (May —
October). While the COVID-19 pandemic limited and/or repurposed operations at Ontario Place from
2020 through to 2022 the following are the typical year-round and seasonal uses currently associated
with the site and that:

When Trillium Park and the William G. Davis Trail spanning 1.3 kilometres at the eastern edge of the
property opened in June 2017 the two additions signaled the reopening of Ontario Place on a year-
round basis as a public park having programmed events. It also coincided with improvements made to
the Cinesphere including the installation of a new projection system, as well as repairs to the bridge
leading from the west entrance. Ontario Place has since become an outdoor venue space for filming,
festivals, and events.?!

3.2 Current Use versus Original Intent of the Heritage Attributes

The following tables document the current use of the heritage attributes as compared to their original
intent. As noted previously, this SCP balances a holistic understanding of the Ontario Place cultural
heritage landscape with more isolated reference to geographic areas to help build an understanding of
the interplay of the heritage attributes across the property. These tables provide a focused summary of
the current property uses as related to the heritage attributes and the built form, grouped as in Section
2.4 by category as per the industry’s standard approach for cultural heritage landscapes, and then
further divided by geographic area

In subsequent sections, some information might be repeated and expanded upon in relation to the
assessment of the particular heritage attributes identified in the SCHV.

Visual Relationships
Location | Heritage Attribute Current Use / Experience
= View of Pavilion Current approach views intact and reflect the design intent.
= Megastructure
£
(C
S
- Lake Views/Vistas Current views intact as reflective of the original design intent.
(7]
é’ " Views back to the Current views intact as reflective of the original design intent.
s 2 urban landscape
cC ®©
A Informal Sequential Some small informal pathways remain, the current views from these
E Views remaining pathways are intact as reflective of the original design intent.
Views back to the Current approach views intact as reflective of the original design intent.

urban landscape

West Island

21 MTCS. Ontario Place, updated 13 October 2021, https://www.ontario.ca/page/ontario-place
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Central

Formal Processional
View Sequence
(Pavilion)

The majority of the Pavilion is closed, and as a result visitors cannot
experience the entire view sequence through from the main entrance and
through the pods.

Table 10: Visual Relationships Current Use

Circulation
Location Heritage Attribute Current Use / Experience

2 Pedestrian Circulation | Ontario Place remains largely a pedestrian precinct.
g System
g § Marine Circulation Ontario Place provides sheltered marina facilities to about 300 boats. There
2= is a diminished internal small craft navigation system with canals that
%o provides continuous circulation through both islands to Pavilion Bay.
S
=

Table 11: Circulation - Current Use

Vegetation

Location

Heritage Attribute

Current Use /Experience

East and West
Islands

Tree Plantings and
Vegetation Groups

There are some vegetated areas and shrubbery (however, these are
diminished in extent from the original design, as detailed in the following
sections).

Table 12: Vegetation - Current Use

Landforms
Location | Heritage Attribute Current Use / Experience
Elevated West Entry Main entrance for Ontario Place and the Cinesphere. Current use as an
- Plaza entrance is aligned with original design intent. The individual freestanding
c_% ticket kiosks have been removed and the plaza width has been reduced
-% through the enlargement of the entrance building to house the ticket
= windows inside. Street furnishings have been replaced over time.
West Island As per the original, intended use: current use as “... An 80-acre offshore
development of islands....,” comprised of “landfill shaped in two islands,
] rather than one so that the Pavilion would be freed from the sense of
t_% being landlocked ...,” and “the islands would most likely be expanded in the
é future to allow for connections with Harbour City....”
é" Landform Associated The landforms provide sheltered microclimates.
with Localized
Microclimate.
East Island As per the original, intended use: current use as “... An 80-acre offshore
e development of islands....,” comprised of “landfill shaped in two islands,
‘:: rather than one so that the Pavilion would be freed from the sense of
§ being landlocked ...,” and “the islands would most likely be expanded in the
= future to allow for connections with Harbour City....”
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Landform Associated
with Localized
Microclimate

The landforms provide sheltered microclimates.

Table 13: Landforms - Current Use

Water Features
Location Heritage Attribute Current Use /Experience
e 9 Water Bodies (Lake Some limited access to water and visual relationship to water for visitors of
3 8 Ontario, Inner Channel, |Ontario Place
'g:,o _; Pavilion Bay, Coves,
°s Lagoons and Canals)
= S Shorelines
= The Marina Sheltered marina facilities to about 300 boats.
£ 58
8 O <
Canal IThe canal exists and can be used in good conditions as per original design
- Lookout intent.
5 Shorelines One lookout point has been assumed and rejuvenated within Trillium Park
2 the remaining lookout provides space for people to pause and view
z outwards but the amenities making it a destination spot is missing.
- As per the original design intent the shoreline is still available for public
access with the exception of the Live Nation site
Canals, Lagoons and The canal and lagoon exist and can be used.
e Coves The two lookout points do provide space for people to pause and view
% Lookouts outwards but the amenities to making these destination spots are missing.
‘qm'; The Breakwater As per the original design intent the shoreline is still available for public
= access.

Table 14: Water Features - Current Use

Built Features
# Common Name Current Use / Programme
-g B7 Bridge- West Entry to Exhibition In Use /Pedestrian
o
=
fEU WE1 West Entrance Bldg. (Plaque) Security/Rental Entrance/Service Hub
w1 Commons Northeast Bldg. Vacant
W2 Commons North Bldg. Vacant
o w3 Commons Food Vacant
‘_‘: w4 Commons West Bldg. Vacant
R W6 Electrical Sub-Station Operational
]
= W7 Commons North Washroom Vacant
w8 Dry Storage Bldg. Vacant
w9 Commons South Washroom Seasonal
E _|rm Pod 1 Vacant/Rental
3 ®l p2 Pod 2 Vacant/Rental
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P3 Pod 3 Vacant

P4 Pod 4 Vacant

P5 Pod 5 Vacant

Cc1 Cinesphere IMAX Theater in use
MVW1 | Marina West Washrooms Vacant

MVW?2 | Marina West Village Bldg. Vacant

MVE1l | East Marina Village Bldg. Vacant

MVE2 | Marina North Washroom Seasonal

MVE3 | Marina Northeast Bldg. Vacant

MVE4 | Marina East Washroom Seasonal

MVE5 | Marina Tuck Shop

None / Vacant

East Island

MVE6 | Lighthouse TBD

B5 Bridge East to West Is. (1) In Use

B6 Bridge WE1 to West Is. In Use

B9 Bridge under pods In Use / Pedestrian

B10 Bridge WE1 to Cinesphere Pedestrian / Golf Carts

B8 East Entrance to Exhibition PKG In Use

B1 East Island to land @ CE3 In Use / Emergency Vehicular

Table 15: Current Use of Contributing Built Heritage Attributes

3.3 Archaeological Assessment

A Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment of the whole Ontario Place property, islands and mainland was
completed by TMHC Inc. in 2013 (P349-044- 2012) The report recommended that:
a) theislands of Ontario Place should be considered free of archaeological and no further
archaeological work is recommended; and
b) ‘[..] historic maps reviewed indicate that the New Garrison wharf (constructed in 1841) may
have extended into Lake Ontario, in an area situated beneath the eastern parking of Ontario
Place. As it is not known whether the infilling of this area or modern construction has
significantly impacted the original wharf footprint, it is entirely possibly that remnants of the
wharf remain intact, deeply buried beneath the paved surface. Given this, should new
construction take place in the footprint of the 19th century wharf (as shown in Map 35) further
archaeological assessment is required. This could be undertaken as a separate activity or as a
construction monitoring exercise, as the latter may be more feasible given the potential for
excessively deep infill soils. Any investigation for deeply buried deposits should follow standards
outlined in the 2011 Standards and Guidelines for Consultant Archaeologists (MTC 2011: Section
2.1.7).

A Stage 2 assessment that included mechanical trenching was subsequently undertaken by TMHC in the
areas of deeply buried potential beneath the eastern parking lot in 2013 (P949-103-2013). No remnant
wharf features were encountered, and the area was determined to be of low archaeological concern.

A Marine Archaeology assessment has been completed by LHC for Ontario Place. The report has been
submitted to the Archaeological Planning Unit of the Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism for
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review and is pending entrance into the Ontario Public Register of Archaeological Reports.

The report concluded that:
The western channel —between the mainland and Ontario Place islands—and in the island’s
internal lagoons in the Study Area have been dredged or consist of shallow water over fill used to
create the islands. These areas have extremely low potential for archaeological resources.
However, there is limited potential for archaeological resources in the Study Area west, south
and east of the Ontario Place islands, including:
e from ancient sites on the lakebed in deeper water (below 5 m depth, shallower areas
appear to be modern fill or recent sediment deposition);
e from material dropped from nineteenth or twentieth century ships crossing the area (most
likely along the south edge and southeast corner of the Study Area); and/or,
e  from movement of cultural material from further out in the Lake.

The report recommends the following:

e That if future work on Ontario Place changes the shoreline on the west, south or east sides
of the islands; that a follow up marine archaeology study using magnetometer and sub-
bottom profiler be completed.

e Should potential future work at Ontario Place that changes the shorelines extend beyond
the boundary of the Study Area for this report that a further marine archaeology
background study be completed.

For any proposed work, such as development, that would require in water impacts, refer to the Marine
Assessment undertaken and its mapping (available at www.engageontario.ca and as referenced in
Appendix F). The Stage 2 and Marine Assessments have been entered into the Archaeology Register.

3.4 Condition Assessment Approach
3.4.1 Contribution of Experts

The S&Gs note that the expertise of more than one qualified person may be required for complex sites,
as is the case for Ontario Place. SBA has relied on experts from a variety of fields and their reports to
provide a comprehensive assessment of Ontario Place and the interplay of systems, environments, and
built form that all comprise the property.

SBA turned to prior reporting from Letourneau Heritage Consulting — Heritage Planning and Archaeology
for supplementary information concerning the built heritage. For Building Envelope and Structural
Inventory and Assessment, SBA looked to the work of Tacoma Engineers conducted with LHC. In
addition, Altus Group conducted an assessment for 10 in 2019 that, in addition to the building envelope
and structural assessment, included information on building systems. Altus Group’s work was blended
with Tacoma’s work and further refined based upon SBA’s site investigation in 2022. All three
assessments were generally aligned.

SBA consulted Morrison Hershfield’s Arborist Report for 10 for the entirety of Ontario Place in 2021 for
the current inventory and assessment of mature trees, which SBA referenced against the Daniel’s School
of Landscape Architecture’s historical inventory to gain an understanding of change over time. This SCP
also relies on the reporting of Aboud & Associates Inc.- Arborists, Ecologists and Landscape Architects.

For the condition of the bridges and “Early Works” SBA relied on the inventory and assessment reports

34


http://www.engageontario.ca/

Ontario Place (N73731)
Strategic Conservation Plan

conducted by Entuitive Consulting Engineers in 2021.

For climate’s change’s impact SBA looked to the work of W.F Baird Coastal Engineers Toronto and
LANDinc. They provided Island flood plan mapping for Toronto Conservation Authority for Toronto and
memorandum for shoreline concept for Therme for Ontario Place as well as historic photographs of the
flooding in 2019. Their shoreline assessment was invaluable in understanding

Interviews with Ontario Place Corporation staff who were on site during the 2019 flooding also assisted
in understanding seasonal flooding.

Using the above as the foundation for their work, SBA has corroborated and built their own assessment
through the appropriate cultural heritage lens. SBA has consulted these reports and assessments
through the course of their work and has built upon them to provide the following Current Condition of
the Contributing Heritage Attributes. SBA has drawn upon its own considerable experience in
assessments of cultural heritage landscapes including at sites of provincial heritage significance to help
bring together the materials in this report.

A comprehensive list of documentation for Ontario Place can be found in Appendix E: References. SBA
has also confirmed and updated the work of the background reports through site investigations
undertaken on five separate visits to the site including two guided by knowledgeable Ontario Place
Corporation staff and three days conducting site specific inventories.

3.4.2 Overview of Assessment Criteria

The following subsections will provide an overview of the physical condition of the contributing heritage
attributes. The condition assessment is a high-level assessment intended to provide an understanding of
the general condition of the heritage attributes. More detailed assessments may be required and/or
completed as part of future heritage studies and assessments. The conditions are organized below such
that the whole (being the CHL) might be understood, and then its parts (being more specific and built
form attributes).

Condition (Definitions specific to Built Features are included in Section 3.5.6)

Poor Requires attention and or remediation

Fair  Requires ongoing maintenance, repair and/or applicable studies, as identified and recommended
Good No action required beyond continued maintenance and monitoring.

The term “Heritage Integrity” describes the extent of features that are retained from the period of
historic interest. The categories of “Heritage Integrity” are noted below.

Poor Significantly altered or large portions of the heritage attribute have been removed.

Fair Moderate modifications or alterations.

Good Largely unaltered, may have had some minimal modifications.

Typically the heritage integrity of a heritage attribute is assessed during a Cultural Heritage Evaluation
(CHER) as per the MTCS (now MCM) S & G Heritage Identification and Evaluation Process (2014). There
has been no CHER for Ontario Place. Therefore in its absence and in order to reflect the current
conditions the heritage integrity of the heritage attributes at OP have been assessed, addressed, and
included in this SCP because it fills an important gap in the understanding of the heritage attributes that
must occur in order to develop appropriate conservation strategies.

35



Ontario Place (N73731)
Strategic Conservation Plan

3.4.3 Current Overarching Property Condition Considerations

Since Ontario Place opened in 1971 site servicing, AODA, building code, other health and safety
requirements etc... have changed in the province. To address future programming needs, the following
are the current conditions related to these considerations and/or requirements included here because
they pertain to supportive infrastructure or conditions of the entirety of the property.

Site Servicing

Ontario Place has not had a major upgrade in site servicing over its fifty-year lifespan. The existing
services are reaching end of life. In addition, they are unable to keep up with the increasing demand. 10
is currently implementing a site servicing initiative.

Building Code Compliance

Under the Ontario Building Code (OBC) the Pavilion is a “Class A Building, public occupancy.” Because of
concerns for public safety, this classification is the most onerous. Many aspects of the Building Code
have become more stringent in the past fifty years. Notwithstanding Designation and Part 11
equivalencies that can provide alternative measures for heritage structures it should be anticipated that
numerous interventions will be required to bring the buildings up to an acceptable safe level.

Accessibility for Ontarians with Disabilities Act (AODA)
The accessibility and washroom facilities will require special review and reconsideration to comply with
the Accessibility for Ontarians with Disabilities Act (AODA).

Energy Efficiency

During the 1960s, 70s, and 80s, the designs of the exhibition/pavilion were, by their nature, notoriously
nonchalant about insulation. The balance of energy conservation with heritage conservation will require
innovative solutions.

Life Cycle

Ontario Place was built over fifty years ago. The Pavilion was built of lightweight materials spanning over
water on an exposed stretch of the north shore of Lake Ontario. The “village buildings” were
constructed as seasonal structures. There has not been a holistic conservation campaign conducted to
date. These buildings will all be approaching their end-of-life expectancy and without the
implementation of such a holistic conservation campaign their end of life will be accelerated. 10 is
currently implementing through “Early Works” a rehabilitation program on the Pavilion building
envelope.

Vehicular Traffic Circulation

Vehicular traffic circulation is not a contributing heritage attribute, but important for maintenance and
health and safety requirements. Emergency, maintenance, and delivery vehicular traffic was intended to
use the 15ft.- wide walkways during off-peak time periods. Bridge 5 was always intended as the
vehicular link to the East Island. There are limited access points for emergency access and vehicular
circulation. The delivery of goods was maintained on the emergency roads until Budweiser Stage was
built which required increase truck access and loading bays.

Delivery of smaller goods to the Pavilion is done via golf carts, which also provides some barrier free
access.
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Figure 12: Existing Vehicular Serving and Emergency Access (Credit: SBA)

3.5 Current Condition of Contributing Heritage Attributes

Ontario Place as a designed Cultural Heritage Landscape that incorporates both landscape and built
form heritage attributes across the property remains relatively intact. Two artificially-made islands are
linked to the waterfront via a network of structures with a core area featuring the iconic built form
associated with OP —the Cinesphere and the Pavilion. The naturalized landscape, canals, lagoons, and a
centrally located marina lend cohesion to a site that integrates architecture, engineering and landscape
that also honours the natural setting of Lake Ontario. The site has evolved since it opened in 1971;
however, the SCHV reflects the design intent and construction of the 1970s.

A number of contextual and design attributes on the site both individually and collectively contribute to
the cultural heritage value of Ontario Place, and the interplay between the parts and the whole lends to
the complexity of the site. To assess appropriately the physical condition of the site, the following
sections address the material components of the site as identified in the SCHV (and described in Section
2.4) as the heritage attributes to provide sufficient detail and understanding.

3.5.1 Visual Relationships

Views and vistas were of paramount importance in the design intent and were intended to be endless
and all encompassing: views to the islands, views from the islands out over the lake in all directions,
views back to the city (urban landscape), views as one moved through the site, and perhaps most
uniquely views of the buildings and between the buildings. It was understood that all structures on the
islands would be boldly unique and thus view worthy.

View means a visual setting experienced from a single vantage point and includes the
components of the setting at various points in the depth of field (I&E Process).

Vista means a distant visual setting that may be experienced from more than one vantage point
and includes the components of the setting at various points and depth of field.
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The following is a summary table of the visual relationships in the previously identified geographic areas.

In most cases the existing views reflect the original design intent, unless otherwise noted. This summary
table is followed by a more detailed attribute assessment. In some cases, the heritage integrity of the
attribute is repeated for readability.

. Heritage Condition of Attribute Heritage Integrity of Attribute
Location .
Attribute
View of Good - View still exists, Good to Fair-The views of the Pavilion are mostly
Pavilion however, views from intact, but the Budweiser Stage has not only partially
T Megastructure | Lakeshore Boulevard are blocked views to the city from the Pavilion, but it also
‘_C" intact coming from the presents a termination of views to the east from the
‘© west but are partially Pavilion.
= blocked from the east by
Budweiser Stage.
Lake Good — views extant Good — views and vistas of the lake are intact.
Views/Vistas
8 Views back to Good - views extant. Fair - The views from Lakeshore Boulevard are intact
= and from the coming from the west but are partially blocked from
o urban the east by Budweiser Stage.
5 landscape
_% Informal Fair — few of the smaller Poor - Many of the smaller pathways that provided
= Sequential meandering pathways that | these constructed sequential views have disappeared
*g Views afforded these views are over time. For the remaining, small informal
= extant. pathways, the current views reflect the design intent.
The major pathways that function as vehicular routes
have been extended over time.
Formal Good — views and vista are | Good — Fair. As most of the Pavilion closed, visitors
Processional extant with the exception cannot experience the entire view sequence through
@ View Sequence | of some loss from the from the main entrance and through the pods.
é (Pavilion) & Budweiser Stage
Vista to
Pavilion

Table 16: Visual Relationships Condition Assessment Table

Vista of Ontario Place

west.

e Heritage Integrity: Good - Fair The views from Lakeshore Boulevard are intact coming from the
west but are partially blocked from the east by Budweiser Stage.

e Condition Assessment: Good - Fair

e Original Intent vs Current Use: Current approach views reflect the design intent.

Description: Vistas of the entirety of Ontario Place can be seen from the approach route along
Lakeshore both by foot and vehicle (Figures 14 & 15). The views that penetrate the site the
deepest are of the iconic Pavilion across Pavilion Bay and out to the marina beneath the
Pavilion. The view corridor to the Cinesphere is the narrowest and is only available from the
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Figure 13: Approach Vista along Lakeshore Boulevard
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Figure 14: Views from Lakeshore Blvd Going East (Credit: SBA
2022) 2022)
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Pathway Constructed - Informal Sequential Views

e Heritage Integrity: Poor - Many of the smaller pathways that provided these constructed
sequential views have disappeared over time. The major pathways that function as vehicular
routes have been extended over time.

e Physical Condition: Poor - Many of the extant smaller pathways have a maintenance deficit.

e Original Intent vs Current Use: For the remaining small informal pathways the current views
reflect the design intent.

Description: The informal sequential views have been most heavily altered since the initial design.
These views are reliant on the layout of the pathways (Figure 17). The pathways on both the east
and west islands as a result of programming ever larger events have been altered. The pathways
are less numerous, wider, and straighter all of which has impacted the number and quality of these
constructed views. Replacement of the smaller informal pathways to the lookouts by a wide
periphery trail has removed any and all sequential lake views replacing them with one continuous
vista.
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Figure16: example of view from Pathays providing Figure 17: example of Informal Sequential Vies from
informal Sequential Views, West Island (Base Mapping pathways around the lagoon, West Island (Credit: LHC)
Credit: THA Draft CHER, 2013)

Views To and From the Pavilion (Megastructure Components)

e Heritage Integrity: Good. The views from the Pavilion are mostly intact (Figures 18 & 20).
the Budweiser Stage has not only partially blocked views to the City from the Pavilion but it
also presents a boring white wall as the termination of views to the east from the Pavilion.
The views to the pavilion from throughout Pavilion Bay remain intact (Figures 19 & 21).

e Physical Condition Assessment: Good

e Original Intent vs Current Use: Current approach views reflect the design intent.

Description: There is a formal processional view sequence from the Pavilion and its bridges
(Figure 18) to other buildings, the lake, the City skyline (cityscape) and the western shoreline that
are an integral part of the Ontario Place experience. The procession starts with the glimpses out
of the glass bridge across the Lakeshore, then is foreshortened by the Entrance Building, then
continues through the glazed bridge to the pods, through the pods, and up until the Cinesphere
where all is dark. From the Pavilion all views are available, views to the lake, to the city, to all the
other buildings and the inland waters of Pavilion Bay.

FROMWEST ISLAND.

CEDAR COVE

2\ @

%
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Figure 18: Formal processional views from the Pavilion Figure 19: Views to the Pavilion
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¥ . :
Figure 20: View towards the City from Bridge #10 Figure 21: View to the Pavilion from West Island (Credit: SBA
(Credit: SBA 2022) 2022)

3.5.2 Circulation

The following is a summary table for circulation overall with more detailed discussion following. For
further discussion of Marine Circulation see also 3.5.5 - Water Features, for Bridges see 3.5.6 - Built
Features.

Location | Heritage Condition of Attribute Heritage Integrity of Attribute
Attribute
Pedestrian Fair — Poor. Many of the Fair — Poor. Ontario Place remains largely a
o Circulation extant smaller pathways pedestrian precinct. The more intimate pedestrian
© System have a maintenance experience has been degraded. The winding
o . . .
o deficit. The perimeter narrow pathways to lookouts no longer exist.
& large combined vehicular There are no longer pathways within the interior
)
5 pedestrian pathways are of the East Island. There are few remnants of the
= better maintained original street furniture.
2 Marine Good — Poor. Good for Good — Poor- The marine circulation for large boats is
%D Circulation large water bodies poor intact but the original circulation for small craft
< for smaller bodies with through the canal system is not always feasible.
= maintenance deficits, and
threats of flooding.

Table 17: Circulation Condition Assessment

Pedestrian Circulation

e Heritage Integrity: The winding narrow 6ft pathway system has been degraded especially
around the perimeter of the islands (See Figures 21-23). There are no longer pathways within
the interior of the East Island. The wide pathways have morphed to the perimeter of the
islands. There are remnants of the original street furniture.

e Condition: Narrow Pathways - poor; Wide Pathways - fair

e Original Intent vs Current Use: Ontario Place remains largely a pedestrian precinct, but the
intimate detailed quality pedestrian experience has been eroded.

Description: The original design was of a major circulation system of 15 ft wide pathways in
conjunction with bridges that picturesquely connected the gathering and event places. Off the
major circulation system, smaller, 6ft wide paths would take you to intimate places like the lake
lookouts and summits. To enhance the pedestrian experience bicycles were not allowed in
Ontario Place. As larger programmed gathering spaces evolved in the centre of the islands the
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major circulation system moved to the outer edge of the island. The smaller intimate pedestrian
circulation system has largely disappeared.

The street furniture, lighting, seating railings etc. were an important element of the circulation
system (Figure 23).

Marine Circulation

o Heritage Integrity: The marine circulation for large boats is intact but the original
circulation for small craft is not always feasible (Figures 22 & 23).

e Condition: Large bodies - good; Small bodies - poor.

e Original Intent vs Current Use: Ontario Place continues to provide sheltered marina
facilities to about 300 boats. The internal navigation systems with canals providing
continuous circulation through both islands to Pavilion Bay is diminished.

Description: The circulation for small, non-motorized watercraft has been negatively impacted
over the years. The tunnel that connect the lagoon to Pavilion Bay is no longer passible. Over
the years water access around Budweisser Island has been diminshed due to changes in
bridging and rising water levels. The remaining bays, and the lagoon remain intact.

The widening of the west causway , although culverted, has impeded water flow into the site.??
The original design included asssted pumping of water to increase circulation through the

canals.

Figure 22: Original Waterways and Pathways (Credit: LHC Draft SCP 2022)

22 Commentary from Eriks Eglite, Director - Special Projects, Ontario Place (SBA Site visit, 2022).
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Figure 23: Current Waterways and Pathways (Credit LHC Draft SCP 2022)

> DETAIL: SELECTION OF EXISTING HOUGH ELEMENTS 1:1:500

Figure 24: Extant Street Furniture (Credit: https://academic.daniels.utoronto.ca/houghontarioplace/existing-hough-materials-
inventory)
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3.5.3 Vegetation & Hardscaping

The following provides first a high-level summary of the condition for the overarching areas followed by
more specific discussion of the contributing heritage attributes. In some cases, the heritage integrity has
been repeated for ease of reference.

. Heritage Condition of Attribute Heritage Integrity of Attribute
Location .
Attribute
Vegetation: Fair-Poor - Hard surfaces Fair — Poor - The naturalized shrubbery landscape
= Tree Plantings have replaced naturalized | has been degraded significantly even while some
,_% and Vegetation | landscapes and both the areas of mature trees remain
f Groups vegetative landscape and
o the hardscape have a Fair- Poor - The additional hardscaping tends to be
E Hardscaping: maintenance deficit. utilitarian in nature (asphalt) which is not part of the
£ Village original design vocabulary.
‘é Gathering
w Places and
Plazas

Table 18: Vegetation and Hardscaping Condition Assessment Table

Vegetation & Hardscaping

e Heritage Integrity:
Vegetation: Fair - Poor - Some areas of mature trees (Figures 28 & 29) remain but little else
remains of the mid canopy vegetation.
Hardscaping: Fair - Poor - The West Village Plaza original reflecting pool is extant as a
gathering place. The gathering places of the marine villages are eroded.

e Physical Condition: Fair - Poor - Hard surfaces are replacing naturalized landscapes and
landscaping generally has a maintenance/rejuvenation deficit.

e Original Intent vs Current Use: The original design accommodated far more vegetated area
and far greater use of quality detailed shrubbery design. Much of the hard landscaping is used
as per the original intent.

Description: The vegetation at Ontario Place was thoughtfully selected and arranged amongst
the landforms, shorelines, pathways, and nodes in response to both environmental and
aesthetic requirements. The majority of mature trees are on the sheltering landforms of the
East and West Islands. The original design intent incorporated many shrub species that would
have filled out the mid-storey below the canopy of trees and landscaped the public gathering
places and lookouts. The design incorporated various palettes of flowering shrubs with
seasonal interest clustered around key nodes and smaller focal points. Much of this shrub layer
is no longer present. Hough commented that maintenance staff found it easier to over-
manicure lawn as opposed to natural revegetation. Currently much of the lawn of the east
island has been replaced by asphalt reducing maintenance yet again.

Hough’s hard landscaping elements were typical of their day: pink toned concrete pavers,
wood or natural stone edging, tubular metal railings, and street elements.

Extant mature trees include:
e Austrian Pine and Norway and White Spruce and other hardy tree species still present by
the west entrance, west island berm, and the west side of the east island.

44



Ontario Place (N73731)
Strategic Conservation Plan

e Weeping Willow trees planted as saplings as part of the original construction are present
within the lawns on the south shore of the lagoon on the West Island and east canal.

e Honey Locust trees can still be found surrounding the upper plaza (planted in tree
pits/hardscape) and lining the north pathway of the West Village.

e Black Locust on the outer west and south banks of the Centre Island are still present and
dominate the thickly vegetated slopes. Black Locust plantings for this area are illustrated on
Hough'’s design drawings

e White Ash, Austrian Pine, Crab-Apple, and Red Maple are present on the original landforms
of the East Island. These have been augmented with newer plantings including Red Oak.

The following information and Figures 25 and 26 are from a tree inventory of Ontario Place carried out
in the fall of 2021 by students at the University of Toronto Daniels Faculty of Architecture, Landscape
and Design and supported by the Architectural Conservancy of Ontario.

@,
3, ::‘.e o
@ E
hre O

®

Assumed Original Trees
® Original Hough Tree

Restricted Area

Figure 25: Assumed Original Trees (Credit: https://academic.daniels.utoronto.ca/houghontarioplace/)

According to the study, “When the data above is cross examined with archival records and historic
writings, it can be assumed that approximately 40% of the trees surveyed on site are original to Hough’s
plans.” %

23 Daniels School of Architecture at the University of Toronto, “Conserving Hough’s Ontario Place,” retrieved at
https://academic.daniels.utoronto.ca/houghontarioplace/
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Figure 26: Canopy Width (Credit: https://academic.daniels.utoronto.ca/houghontarioplace/)
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Figure 27: Mature Growth in West Island (Credit: SBA 2022)
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Figure 28: Mature growth in Budweiser Island (Credit: LHC)

3.5.4 Landforms

The following is a summary table pertaining to the overarching areas. It is followed by more focused
discussion of the condition of specific attributes as referenced in the SCHV.

Location | Heritage Condition of Attribute Heritage Integrity of Attribute

Attribute

Elevated West | Fair - Landscaping Good to Fair - The multi-tiered staircases and
° Entry Plaza maintenance and plaza area at the top of the landform is as per the
L:\'-' renewal needed. 1971 design, as is the bridge spanning Lakeshore
'g Boulevard. The pedestrian pathway and tiered

sea wall along the water’s edge is also original to
the 1971 design and construction.

West Island Fair - under threat from Good — There have been minor infills along the
rising water levels. shoreline. The current use aligns with the intended
Engineered soil of the use.
2 islands is remarkably
(C
7 stable.
=)
3
= Landform Good- Good — Fair The berm has been increased in height to
Associated facilitate changes in programming but the original
with Localized design intent to provide sheltered microclimates
Microclimate. continues.
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East Island Fair - under threat from Good — There have been small infills throughout the
raising water levels. island and an expansion to the east. The current use
Engineered soil of the aligns with the intended use
T islands is remarkably
ﬁ stable.
g
w Landform Good - Good - Fair The berm has been increased in height to
Associated facilitate changes in programming but the original
with Localized design intent to provide sheltered microclimates
Microclimate continues.
Table 19: Landforms Condition Assessment

PRESUMED EXISTING HOUGH ELEMENTS
(2022)

PRESUMED EXISTING HOUGH ELEMENTS 1:1500
Figure 29: Presumed Extant Original Hough Elements (Credit https://academic.daniels.utoronto.ca/houghontarioplace/existing-
hough-materials-inventory/

3.5.4.1 East and West Islands

East and West Islands

Heritage Integrity: Good - There have been of many small infills throughout the islands and
one larger expansion to the west in 1984 (Figure 31).

Physical Condition: Fair - The Islands are not static but rather constantly eroded by water and
wind. They are currently under threat from raising water levels. Based on the structural

condition of the existing concrete block walls of the village structures the engineered soil of
the islands is remarkably stable.

Original Intent vs Current Use: The current use aligns with the intended use as “... An 80-acre
offshore development of islands....,” comprised of “landfill shaped in two islands, rather than
one so that the Pavilion would be freed from the sense of being landlocked ...,” and “the
islands would most likely be expanded in the future to allow for connections with Harbour
City....”
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Description: The islands of Ontario Place are manufactured created from infill materials and are
a contributing heritage attribute with heritage value. They are not a constant size or shape and
have slowly increased in size from as-designed to as-built, and then again in 1983 the east island
was extended to provide a parking lot and administration buildings. Minor infilling has occurred
throughout Ontario Place’s history. Most of the infill has been in response to recreational and
entertainment reprogramming and in intent, if not always in execution, as in keeping with the
vision for Ontario Place. An exception was the 1983 extension for parking lots which has since
been rectified by repurposing the area as Trillium Park.

The original design accommodated seasonal water level changes of three feet.?* The 2012
medium water level was about 74.5 metres (Figure 31) The lake level of Lake Ontario varies from
74-76 meters (approximately seven feet.) and is anticipated because of climate change to be
rising. Flooding has occurred in the recent past and studies are underway to ascertain how to
avoid future flooding.
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Figure 30: Section Through Islands (Credit Conestoga-Rovers Associates, 2012 (Vertical scale is distorted))

24 Hough Stansbury & Associates, Ontario Place — First Step in The Renewal of The Toronto Waterfront —c1970
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Figure 31: The photo at left (1979) is taken before the Western landfill (1984) as shown in photo at right (1989)

3.5.4.2 Landforms Associated with Localized Microclimates

Localized Microclimate Landforms
° Heritage Integrity: Good - Fair Original landforms intended to support microclimates have
been modified to facilitate changes in programming.

° Physical Condition: Good

° Original Intent vs Current Use: The design intent was for the landforms to provide sheltered
microclimates, which they continue to do.

Description: Both the East and West Islands were designed with curved heights of land on the
west to create opportunities for sheltered microclimates. These landforms were designed to
shelter the built form from the prevailing southwest winds activities and small marine craft in their
lee. These landforms were planted with trees to increase the protection from wind.

Over time the height of these original landforms has been modified to facilitate new
programming, most notably is the increase in height of the berm protecting the original forum
when the larger Molson Amphitheater was built in 1994 (Figure 32). The Height of the berm on
the west island was raised for the waterfall. Trillium Parked has created a new height of land
berm.
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Figure 32: Raised berm at Budweiser Island

Figure 33: Raised berm at Budweiser Island Figure 34: Berm protecting the East Cana

3.5.4.3 Mainland — Elevated Plaza of the West Entrance

West Entrance Elevated Plaza

e  Heritage Integrity: Good-Fair
The multi-tiered staircases (Figure 36) and plaza area at the top of the landform is as per
the original design (1071), as is the bridge spanning Lakeshore Boulevard. The pedestrian
pathway and tiered sea wall along the water’s edge is also original to the 1971 design and
construction. The parking lot has lost its landscaping elements.

51



Ontario Place (N73731)
Strategic Conservation Plan

e  Physical Condition: Fair. Landscaping maintenance and renewal is in arrears.

e  Original Intent vs Current Use: Current use as an entrance is aligned with original design
intent. The individual freestanding ticket kiosks have been removed and the plaza width has
been reduced through the enlargement of the entrance building to house the ticket
windows inside. Street furnishings have been replaced over time.

Description: The elevated entry landform (Figure 35) was a constructed to navigate people
who arrived from the west parking lot up to the level of the bridge for access to the Pavilion.

The multi-tiered staircases and plaza area at the top of the landform is as per the original
design (1971), as is the bridge spanning Lakeshore Boulevard. A tall “Ontario Place” pylon is
located on the plaza not far from the location of the original waymarking pylon (Figure 36). The
pedestrian pathway and tiered sea wall along the water’s edge is also original to the 1971
design and construction. “The Passage,” part of the Province of Ontario’s Public Art collection
including the 2084 Time Capsule, is located on the waterfront edge of the plaza.

Asphalt

SLOPED
LANDSCAPE

Figure 35: Entrance Plaza Landform (Credit: SBA, 2022)
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Figure 36: Photographs of the Entrance Plaza Approaches (Credit: SBA 2022)
3.5.5 Water Features

The following is a summary table of the overarching conditions, followed by more specific discussion. In
some cases, there is repetition of some information for ease of reference.

Location | Heritage Condition of Attribute Heritage Integrity of Attribute

Attribute
Water Features| Fair - Climate change has  |Good - Substantially intact with the exception that
(Lake Ontario, | resulted in raising lake the west and east canals have additional bridging and
Inner Channel, | levels which have flooded |infilling. Navigation is challenged at high water levels.

g Pavilion Bay, the inland shorelines of Current use, which includes visitors access and

E Coves, Lagoons| both islands and poses an  |relationship to water, is as per design intent.

o and Canals) increasing threat. Poor

,E water is an increasing issue.

(@)

§ Shorelines Varies - Climate change has [Fair- Additional location dependent study required

e resulted in raising lake but original shoreline types appear to be extant.

3 levels which have flooded

|'§ the inland shorelines of

both islands and poses an
increasing threat.

The Marina Good — Fair — Both marinas | Good - The marina is substantially as per original
(north and south) have design.
o been in continuous use and
S has normal wear and tear.
Ancillary facilities in poor
repair
Lookout Poor —the armoured Poor— Only one of the two original lookouts remain.
22 landforms are intact but The remaining lookout serves as a vehicular turning
82 there are no amenities area and has no designed amenities making these
- destination spots are missing.
Lookouts Fair — The west lookout is Both original lookouts are extant. The West lookout
2 maintained while the east | has the highest heritage integrity with replacement
%‘ = lookout is an abandoned viewing amenities, but all original amenities features
- emergency helicopter are missing. Both do provide space for people to
landing site. pause and view outwards as per the design intent. .
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The Poor to Fair?®: Although all | Poor to Fair - substantially as designed (fashioned
Breakwater attributes but the from sunken lake ships). The wheelhouse is
wheelhouse are currently in| diminished from its original destination design.
good condition, the
structure is threatened by
waves overlapping it as a
result of rising lake levels

Table 20: Water Features Condition Assessment Table

3.5.5.1 Water Bodies

Large Water Bodies: Lake Ontario, The Inner Channel (Figure 42), Pavilion Bay (Figure 41)

o Heritage Integrity: Good — There have been no significant changes.

e Physical Condition: Fair — Climate change has resulted in raising lake levels which have
flooded the inland shorelines of both islands and poses an increasing threat. Water quality
especially in Brigantine Cove and the canal has becoming an increasing issue.

e Original Intent vs Current Use: Current use is as per design intent.

Description: Hough was mindful that the fluctuating water level be integrated in a thoughtful and
aesthetic way. Hough'’s design accommodated a seasonal water level change of 3 feet.

Hough installed culverts from the lake to the internal waterways and assisted the exchange of water
through the installation of pumps.

Small Water Bodies: Coves (Figure 39), Lagoon (Figure 38), and Canals (Figures 37 & 40)
o Heritage Integrity: Fair - Substantially intact with the exception that the west and east canals
have additional bridging and navigation is challenged at high water levels
e Physical Condition: Fair (see Shorelines)
e  Original Intent vs Current Use: Current use is as per design intent.

Description: These minor bodies of water were designed to accommodate passive viewing and the
sheltered navigation of small watercraft. With the absence of the stepped edge of the reflecting pond
these small bodies of water take on an additional need to provide viewing experiences. The east canal
canal’s depth has been reduced due to naturalization and fish habitat initiatives nut nevertheless both
canals and the tunnel connecting the lagoon to the west canal remain navigable for small watercraft.

2> L ANDInc, “Ontario Place Coastal Assessment,” December 2020.
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Figure 39: Cedar Cove, West Island (Credit: SBA 2022) Figure 40: West Canal, West Island (Credit: SBA 2022)

e

(Credit: LHC)

Figure 41: Pavilion Bay, Core Area (Credit: SBA 2021) Figure 42: Inner Channel, north of West Island

3.5.5.2 Shorelines

Shorelines
o  Heritage Integrity: Fair - location dependent.
e  Condition: Varies - Further assessment through future heritage studies is recommended.
e  Original Intent vs Current Use: Current uses are generally aligned with the original design
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intent although there is a trend of replacing naturalized pebble and soft edges with armor stone
(Figure 43).

Description: The design treatment of the water’s edge was integral in the programming of Ontario
Place. The design also had to accommodate the fluctuating water levels of Lake Ontario. Hough was
mindful that this fluctuating water level be integrated in a thoughtful and aesthetic way. The outer
edges had to withstand wind and wave. The inner edges had to withstand the social factors of large
visitor groups and programming. Waters’ edges were designed with a series of treatments: vertical
edges to allow boats to land; soft, tapered edges to allow people to interact with the water’s edge;
and hard armored edges on the outer island edges to withstand the wave action of Lake Ontario.

Many of the waters’ edge treatments are still highly legible within the Ontario Place landscape. The
vertical pine post piles and sheet metal piles provide a series of hard edges on the West and East
Island. The tapered edges along the lagoon are still intact along the West Island.

There were and still are six, basic types of shorelines, each desighed to accommodate different
criteria: armored for lookouts & shore protection (Figure 47), pebbled for beaches (Figure 48), log
and steel piles for straight edge for shoreline retainment (Figure 50), hard-edged (concrete) for
retainment and boat mooring (Figure 45), soft tapered to mark landscape transitions (Figure 46), and
tiered (mainland) to encourage seating (Figure 47). Note: more study likely required.

— | - | ‘ S | } | | N s [
e - Armored shoreline for
lookouts and shore protection

Pebbled for beaches

mmm Log and Steel piles for straight
edge and shore retention

Hard edged (concrete)
retainment

Original
pebble beach

Tiered

Soft Tapered edge for water
| interaction (Grass)

| Original
soft tapered | ‘

Figure 43: Hough - 1970 West Island Landscape Drawing (Electrical Overlay) SBA have annotated to show the current shoreline
morphology- armored, pebbled beaches, log and or steel pile, poured concrete, tiered and soft tapered naturalized. (East
Island Similar) (Credit: SBA)
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---------- ORIGINAL HOUGH EDGE CONDITION -
MAJORITY REMAIN

EDGE CONDITIONS 131500

Figure 44: Presumed Extant Original Shorelines - Hough Edge Condition
(Credit https://academic.daniels.utoronto.ca/houghontarioplace/existing-hough-materials-inventory)

Figure 45: Hard edged (Concrete retainment) Figure 46: Soft tapered edges
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Figure 48: Pebbled beaches
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Figure 49: Tiered shorine Figure 50: Log and Steel piles for straight edge

3.5.5.3 Lookouts

Lookouts

e Heritage Integrity: Fair-Poor - Only three of the four lookouts remain. The West point
lookout has the highest heritage integrity, but all have lost some original features.

e Condition: Fair- Poor Apart from the armored shore feature only the western lookout
retains any of the original design intent amenities.

e Original Intent vs Current Use: The three remaining lookout points do provide space for
people to pause and view outwards but the amenities to making these destination spots
are missing.

Description: Originally there were four lookouts who served a dual purpose of acting as lookouts
and protecting the shoreline. These lookouts were access by the smaller, intimate minor pathways
while today a major 16-foot-wide trail/emergency road links them.

There were two points on the East Island: the one on the end of the island afforded views back to
the city while one at the middle of the outside shoreline provided views out over Lake Ontario
(Figure 52). With the expansion of the East Island in 1985 the lookout on the point of the island
was obliterated. The outline of the central lookout still exists but the design is significantly
degraded from landscaped, terraced, secluded seating areas to a flat asphalted area.
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There were similarly two lookouts on the West Island. The one in the middle has been converted
into a helicopter landing pad. The western lookout is the most intact and the only one with trees as
per the original design intent, but it too has been degraded with the installation of wood decking for
the air marshal’s use during flyover exhibitions.

3 s = e

Figure 51: Hough lllustration of East Armor Lookout c. 1970 Figure 52: East Armor Lookout (Credit: LHC, c2021)
(Credit: OP Dev. Report)

3.5.5.4 The Marina

The Marina

e Heritage Integrity: Good — The marina (Figure 53) is substantially as per original design.
e Condition: Good / Fair — The marina has been in continuous use and have normal wear and
tear.

e Original Intent vs Current Use: Currently being used as per original intent.

Description: The original design intended for the marina to be “a focus for the complex”? and to
accommodate 300 boats. By 1980 additional boat docking was provided using the existing
breakwater as a base. This marina accommodates larger pleasure craft. The marinas are
connected by a gangway to shore.

26 Hough Stansbury & Associates, Ontario Place — First Step in The Renewal of The Toronto Waterfront —c1970
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Figure 53: Photograph of the Marina, current condition (Credit: SBA)

3.5.5.5 The Sunken Ship Breakwater

The design of the breakwaters is fashioned from sunken lake ships.

Sunken Ship Breakwater (BW1)

e Heritage Integrity: Fair — Poor - substantially as designed. The wheelhouse is diminished from
its original design.

e Physical Condition: Poor?

e Original Intent vs Current Use: Currently being used as per original intent.

Description: Three lake freighters (the Shaw, the Victorious, and the Houghton - Figure 59) were
sunk and used to form a breakwater to protect the south marina. The concrete was finished off to
form a boardwalk. Concrete bollards topped with heavy, paint-epoxied chain line the inside
separating the promenade from the boats that tie up on the protected side. Power outlets are
provided in the bollards. On the lakeside there is a continuous high concrete curb. The foremost of
the ships (Figure 55) had a modified wheelhouse that houses a drinking fountain, weather sensors,
and lighting.

The ship hulls are submitted to wave over-washing with increasing frequency as a result of rising
water levels and more numerous extreme weather events.

27 LANDInc, “Ontario Place Coastal Assessment,” (December 2020).
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Figure 55: Sunken Ship Breakwater, 1971 (Credit: Graham Bezant, Toronto Public Library — Toronto Star Archive)
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3.5.6 Contributing Built Features

The following is a summary table of all the built features organized by geographic area:

Location | # Common Name Condition of Attribute Heritage Integrity of Attribute
B7 Bridge- West Entry to | Fair and currently Good
Exhibition undergoing Early Works
program.
o
i) WE1 West Entrance Bldg. Fair to Poor - There is Poor - The building was
[=
‘S (Plaque) leaking beneath the ramp doubled in size in 1974 and all
2 which is currently re- the elevations were
enforced by temporary redesigned.
wood framing.
w1 Commons Northeast | Fair to Poor: Building Poor -There have been
Bldg. envelope and systems. numerous additions and
W2 Commons North removals over the years.
Bldg. Also see Table 8 for condition
assessment by Tacoma
T w3 Commons Food Engineers.
‘_: W4 Commons West Bldg.
% W6 Electrical Sub-Station
= W7 Commons North
Washroom
W8 Dry Storage Bldg.
W9 Commons South
Washroom
P1 Pod 1 Building Envelope Fair — Good - No significant
P2 Pod 2 Systems and code -'Poor28 - alterations to the as-built
(currently undergoing Early
P3 Pod 3 Works program). Also see
P4 Pod 4 Table for condition
P5 Pod 5 assessment by Tacoma
Engineers.
© Cc1 Cinesphere Building Envelope Fair % Good - No significant exterior
o (Early Works currently modifications from as-built. The
f, underway) Systems Good Warren bridge trusses have
é Also see Table8 for condition been covered on the with
assessment by Tacoma corrugated metal
Engineers.
MVW1 | Marina West Fair to Poor: Roofs poor Fair - the West Village there
Washrooms remainder of building have been numerous additions
MVW?2 | Marina West Village envelopes good to fair. and removals over the years.
Bldg. Systems Fair to Poor. The village retain their original
pride of place location with the
Also see Table for condition view corridor to them beneath
assessment by Tacoma the Pavilion.

28 ENTUITIVE Engineers, Early Works, 2021
2% ENTUITIVE Engineers, Early Works, 2021

62




Ontario Place (N73731)
Strategic Conservation Plan

Engineers.
MVE1 | East Marina Village Roofs Poor, Building Good to Fair — There have not
Bldg. envelopes Fair to Poor. been significant alterations over
MVE2 | Marina North Systems Poor. Buildings have | the years. The village retains its
Washroom been vacant for an extended original pride of place location
MVE3 | Marina Northeast period. with the view.
Bldg.
Also see Table for condition
assessment by Tacoma
Engineers.

MVE6 | Lighthouse Fair: Maintenance deficit. Good - It is substantially as-
built. Canvas covering on
sunscreen missing. It no longer
functions as a “control booth.”.
(Possibly relocated from the
marina dock.)

B5 Bridge East to West Fair: Early Works repair Good — Fair. Its design is

Is. (1) currently underway for the original including some extant
bridge. street fixtures

B6 Bridge WE1 to West Fair Good - these Warren truss

Is. bridges are original although
railing bars have been added to
conform to Code.

B9 Bridge under pods Fair3°, Early Works repair Good — As designed with minor

B10 Bridge WE1 to currently underway for the interventions.

Cinesphere bridge.
B8 East Entrance to Fair Good - these Warren truss
Exhibition PKG bridges are original although
- railing bars have been added to
= conform to Code.
% B1 East Island to land @ | Fair Poor - the original Warren truss
4 CE3 drawbridge has been rebuilt as
Ll . .
a steel bridge and widened. Its
continuing contribution is its
location

Table 21: Built Features Condition Assessment Table

The structural and building envelope assessment of current conditions for contributing built attributes is
summarized in the table that follows. The building assessment was undertaken in 2021 by Tacoma
Engineers for the LHC Draft Condition Assessment.

Tacoma Engineers used the following system to describe the condition of the built forms.

Poor

Priority 1 = Health and Safety
Priority 2 = Code Compliance and Legislative Requirements

Priority 3 = Imminent Breakdown

30 ENTUITIVE Engineers, Early Works, 2021
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Fair  Requires ongoing maintenance, repair and/or applicable studies, as identified and recommended

Good No action required beyond continued maintenance and monitoring through Base Building
Assessments.

In some cases, the condition assessment in the table does not align exactly with the condition assessed
within this SCP either because of additional information acquired since the assessment, or because of
the deterioration of the conditions over the intervening year. It should be noted that the assessment in
Table 21 is only for the building envelope, and it does not include systems, health and safety or code
compliance considerations. Altus Group undertook a condition assessment of all buildings complete
with building systems in 2019. The “condition” for contributing built features given in this SCP reflects a
blending of both Tacoma and Altus’s assessments with a building review by SBA conducted in 2022.

The following is the summary structural building assessment from 2021 conducted by Tacoma
Engineers:

Tacoma 2021 General Conditions Assessment
Building Code |Common Name Heritage Attribute¢ Year Built Roof Walls Floors Founda
W1 Commons North East Building Y 1971 |Fair Good Good Good
W2 Commons North Building Y 1971 |Fair Fair Good Good
- W3 Commons Food Y 1971|Poor Fair Good Good
fu W4 Commons West Building Y 1971 |Fair Fair Fair Good
ﬁ W6 Electrical Substation Y 1971|Fair Good Good Good
g W7 Commons North Washroom Y 1971|Fair Good Good Good
W8 Dry Storage Building Y 1971 |Fair Good Good Good
W9 Commons South Washroom Y 1971|Fair Good Good Good
WE1 West Entrance Building Y 1971 |Fair Good/FairGood -
B10 Bridge from WE1to C1 Y 1971
B9 Bridge thr pods West to East Is Y 1971
P1 Pod 1 Y 1971|Fair Good Good Good
P2 Pod 2 Y 1971|Fair Good Good Good
o P3 Pod 3 Y 1971|Fair Good Good Good
i P4 Pod 4 Y 1971|Fair Good Good Good
E P5 Pod 5 Y 1971|Fair Good Good Good
= C1 Cinesphere Y 1971|Fair/Poor Fair/Poor|Good Good
‘E MVW1 Marina West Washrooms Y 1971|Poor Good Good/FainGood
8 MVW?2 Marina West Village Building Y 1971|Poor Good Good/FaifGood
MVE1 East Marina Village Building Y 1971|Poor Good Good/FaifGood
MVE2 Marina North Washroom Y 1971|Fair Good Good Good
MVE3 Marina North East Building Y 1971|Poor Fair Poor Fair
MVEG Lighthouse Y 1971|Good/Fai| Fair Good/FainGood/F

Table 22 Condition Assessment Table Tacoma Engineers, 2021
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The bridge assessments have been undertaken by ENTUITIVE Engineers as part of the ongoing “Early
Works” repair program.

# Common Name Year Condition Use
B7 Bridge- West Entry to 1971 Fair In Use: Pedestrian / Golf carts
-‘g‘ Exhibition Requires Early
= Works
g B8 Bridge - Central Entry to 1971 TBD In Use: Pedestrian / Golf carts
Exhibition
B5 Bridge East to West Is. (1) | 1971 Fair In Use / Pedestrian & Emergency
Requires Early | Vehicles
w Works
°o‘ B6 Bridge WE1 to West Is. c.1975? TBD In Use: Pedestrian
O
= B9 Bridge under pods 1971 Fair See Pavilion 3.2.3.2
= Requires Early
g Works
B10 | Bridge WE1 to 1971 Fair See Pavilion 3.2.3.2
Cinesphere Requires Early
Works
- o | Bl East Island to land @ CE3 | 1971 TBD In Use: Ticketed Budweiser & Public
|§ LE access when no show at Budweiser
= Stage

Table 23 ENTUITIVE Engineering — “Early Works"

3.5.6.1 The Pavilion — Core and Mainland

The built form elements that make up the Pavilion as per the architectural drawings are:
e WE1 - West Entrance
e Bridge #10 that links the entrance through the Pods to the Cinesphere
e Pl through P5 the Pods, and Bridge #9 that link the Pods #3,4 & 5 to the East & West Islands
e The Cinesphere is also considered part of the Pavilion Megastructure.

Refer to Figure 56 for the corresponding element numbers.

All the built elements of the Pavilion are original and contributing heritage attributes. With the
exception the West Entrance, the exterior of the Pavilion is part of an Ontario Place “Early Works”
building envelope rehabilitation program. The pods have been vacant since 2011 with little
maintenance. Once a use has been determined for the pods then interior renovations will be required.
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Figure 56 Pavilion Elements: West Entrance, Pods #1 thru #5, Cinesphere, and Bridges 9 & 10.

West Entrance Building

WEL1 - West Entrance Building

o Heritage Integrity: Poor
The original building was half the current size. The building was doubled in size in 1974 and all
the elevations were redesigned. The square elevator shaft raising two storeys above the
building was part of the original “branding/signage”

e Physical Condition: Fair - Poor
= The building envelop is in fair condition, but the services are in poor condition.
= The main roof is in good condition. There is leaking beneath the ramp which is currently
re-enforced by temporary wood framing.

e Original Intent vs Current Use: Current use as an entrance is aligned with original design intent
except for providing the security centre for the site. The building is now used year-round but
was designed for seasonal use. Service space has become constrained as the need for services
has grown the build

Description: A single-storey, flat roof structure with basement level that serves as a site servicing hub.
Set in an open, paved parking and drop-off area and entry plaza on top of an artificial mound that is a
heritage landform. This entry structure separates the plaza from the entry bridge. The elevated
position of the plaza allows for a level entry onto the bridges, and the climb up to the plaza marks the
beginning of a dramatic entry sequence into Ontario Place proper from the parking area.

Although cited in the Statement of Significance as a contributing design attribute as, “a public
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entrance with connection to two west bridges and the presence of Ontario Place branding/wayfinding
signage,” the current unoriginal building does not reflect the contextual attribute of “geometrically
and technically innovative.” Rather, it is a rudimentary masonry structure with a triangular footprint.
The branding and signage opportunities are provided by the heightened elevator shaft (original) and a
large, freestanding, tubular structure above the ticket entrance (not original) rather the original metal
trellising surrounded the elevator shaft.

The main public ticket entrance is not in the main facade but through a series of overhead doors facing
northeast. Security glazing and a secondary public entrance are located here on the north fagade. The
roof is sculpted to support the golf cart service and barrier-free access from the vehicular drop-off in
front of the building to the open upper level of Bridge #10. Although constructed for seasonal use the
building is used year-round for security and site maintenance.
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Figure 57: Aerial of West Entrance (Credit: Altus Group 2019)  Figure 58: Craig Zeidler Strong Plan - Terminal Bldg 1971
Yellow shaded area is the original building.
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Figure 59: Addition to Terminal Building, 1974 (Credit: Drawings from Allen M Young Architect)

67



Ontario Place (N73731)
Strategic Conservation Plan

Figure 60: Photographs of entrance, 1971 (left) and 2022 (right)
Pods 1 through 5

Pods #1 through #5
e Heritage Integrity: Good - No significant alterations to the as-built

e Physical Condition: Fair to Poor3! (currently undergoing Early Works program)
= The metal siding is in poor condition and will not meet Toronto Net Zero energy
requirement. Replacement of all windows recommended.
=  Pods #1-4 flat roof with Landscape pavers all pods require reroofing.
= Many of the building systems need upgrading. In addition to building services
many site services run through the pods.
= Pods #4 and #5 are exterior stairs have failed and need replacement.

e Original Intent vs Current Use: The first two pods were designed for hospitality while the
last three pods, the dark pods, were designed to house exhibits showcasing Ontario. The
first two pods have been vacant for almost ten years and the three ‘dark pods’ have been
vacant for almost 30 years.*?

Description: The five pods consist of rigid-wall structures, each 27 meters square, supported by
cables attached to four 32-metre steel masts sitting on concrete-filled caissons anchored to
bedrock. At the roof, a pair of space frames cantilever out in four directions from the core.

The steel masts extend a full storey past the roof plane, connecting large-diameter structural-
strand tension members from the masts to the end of the space frames to provide a stiff response
to gravity loads. The floor and mezzanine levels are suspended from the space frames with tension
elements.

The floor plate is further supported using a system of rod-stiffened kingpost trusses that are
exposed to view from below. The rods are connected to posts and beams using simple welds,
developing an understated effect.

The first two hospitality pods have glazing for the full extent of the two storeys while the furthest

31 ENTUITIVE Engineers, Early Works, 2021
32 Commentary from Ross Burnett, OPC, 2022.
33 Taylor Hazel Architects Draft Conservation Plan, 2012
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three pods are “dark pods” having solid walls with full height glazing at the knuckles between the
pods and glazed nubs at the opposite corners. The floor spaces are open except for the four large
columns that act as the masts to hang the pods. The roofs are covered in pavers. They are
programmed areas and are in poor condition.

The Pods, P2, P3, P4 & P5 have four storey open steel exit stairs which end at a short wood bridge
connection to shore. Access to the roofs, designed as exhibition space, is from these open stairs.

Lo e

= -

g N =L
Figure 61: Exterior View of the hospitality Pod. (Credit: SBA)  Figure 62: Interior view of the Hospitality Pods. (Credit: SBA)

i fh

Figure 63: Exterior view of the Dark pods from Bridge #5. - Figure 4: Interior vie of the Darkpods. (Credit: SBA)
(Credit: SBA)

Figure 65: Bridge #10 which connects the pods to the Figure 66: Photograph of the pavers on the Pod roofs. (Credit:

Cinesphere and the Mainland (Credit: LHC) ENTUITIVE 2020)
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Cinesphere

Cinesphere

e Heritage Integrity: Good - No significant exterior modifications from as-built. The Warren
bridge trusses have been covered on the with corrugated metal

e Envelope Condition: Fair 3* (Early Works currently underway)
= The cladding needs replacement
= The insulation needs to be amended in conjunction with mold abatement
= The exterior lighting system needs replacement

e Original Intent vs Current Use: Built as and always used as a theater for showing IMAX films
with the exception of a short period from 2012 until 2017 during which time the interior was
refurbished. Currently operating as intended as an upgraded IMAX theater.

Description: The Cinesphere is supported on a cast-in-place concrete foundation. It is constructed
out of two triodesic domes in aluminum pipe, the exterior is exposed while the interior supports the
interior finishes and the IMAX screen. Between the outer skin and the inner skin is an air space in
which there is minimal fiberglass insulation. The structural pipes that perform the triangular bracing
for the dome are crimped at nodes to facilitate the connections to each other and the white metal
skin. An intricate exterior lighting system is integrated into the junction points of the exterior piping.

The Cinesphere has two small Warren trusses connecting it to the west island (Emergency exits).
The cinema floor structure is reinforced concrete bearing directly on foundation elements. The
theatre’s interior has been updated and currently consists of plush-surfaced walls and theatre
seating, typical of contemporary movie theatres. Technical upgrades in 2011 and 2017 were made
to allow for the showing of IMAX 3D & 3D digital films.

Ancillary areas have not been updated and remain in original condition and require significant repair
and investment (washrooms, concession areas, circulation, and entrance areas, etc.)

34 ENTUITIVE Engineers, Early Works, 2021
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Figure 68: Ramp to the
2022)

Cinesphere from Bridge 5 (Credit: SBA  Figure 69: View from Pod roof. (Credit: SBA 2022)

Bridges #10 & #9

e Heritage Integrity: Good - The Cinesphere is substantially as-built. The roof of the upper level off
bridge #10 is an addition and there have been various mechanical interventions that are exposed
on the exterior.)

e Physical Condition: Fair3® (Early Works currently underway for both bridges)

Parallel-chord Warren truss structural system requiring significant localized repairs.
The single glazing requires replacement.

There are a number of unsightly mechanical interventions along the east elevation.
The two-storey eastern portion was not constructed as per specifications and a

35 ENTUITIVE Engineers, Early Works, 2021
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section of it has been deemed unsafe.
e Original Intent vs Current Use: The bridges continue in their intended use apart from Bridge #9
that no longer provides public access to Budweiser Island, a restricted area.

Description:

Bridge #10: A two-storey bridge leads from the mainland to the two northern-most pods of the
Pavilion. One [the upper] level is open; the other glazed and covered. The bridge [Warren] trusses
are typically floor-deep corridors, covered-access bridges, or open gangways. The gangway
structures have half the depth of the corridor trusses. Nodes are rigorously aligned throughout
that allowing the trusses to relate visually to one another. The interior materials and finishes,
normally white-painted steel, are functional and resilient.3® See Figure 70.

The structural framing of this bridge consists of a one-storey high Warren Truss with a steel deck
supporting the concrete slab on top. This bridge spans north-south and connects the West
Entrance Building to Pod No.1. The bridge also contains two deck structures positioned one over
the other. The upper deck terminates at the entrance of Pod No.1 and the lower deck connects
Pod No.1 to Pod No.3. Beyond Pod No.3, this bridge again becomes two separated levels and
connects Pod No.3 to the entrance ramp of Cinesphere. The lower deck is at approximately twelve
(12) meters above the water level. The bridge underwent a rust rehabilitation program in 2008.

The upper deck is covered with a fabric canopy which is connected to the main structure at the top
chord level with a secondary steel framing structure. The lower deck is enclosed with a glazed,
single glazing facade inboard of the trusses.

Site water, power, and gas run beneath the ceiling of the lower level. The lower level is for access
to the pods while the upper level is for servicing via and accessible entry via golf carts.

Bridge #9: is constructed in a similar manor to bridge #10 and connects Pod #5 to the East Island.
The lower glazed deck runs beneath and between Pod 3, 4, and 5, access from the bridge up into
the pods is by stairs. The east portion of the bridge comes out from under the pods, transforming
into two open levels with one being positioned on top of the other. The upper deck terminates at
the entrance of Pod No. 5 and a ramp provides barrier-free access. The bridge underwent a rust
rehabilitation program in 2010. Services for the Budweiser Amphitheater Island run through the
ceiling of the lower level of the bridge. The bridge acts as an emergency exit for Budweiser Island.
See Figure 71.

36 Taylor Hazell Architects, “Ontario Place Draft Cultural Evaluation Report,” 2013.
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Figure 71: Bridge #9 - Cross Section Looking North (Credit: ENTUITIVE as part of Early Works)

Figure 72: Bridge 10 Connecting the Pods to mainland Figure 73: Bridge 9 Looking south
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3.5.6.2 The Villages

Conditions Applicable to All Villages

%t il r

Figure 74: Early Drawing of Basic Modules and Canopies (Credit: Craig, Zeidler & Strong)

Zeidler designed two distinctly different structures for the Villages, both shown in the drawing above.
The canopies shown having tubular frames and were intended as open-air structures and meant to have
fabric roofs. The modules were seasonal, enclosed buildings with framed roofs with canvas or canvas
like roofing. At the time of opening all the modules roofs were white while the canopies tended to be
painted. All the villages were built in 1971 for the opening of Ontario Place.

The modules’ floors are concrete slabs on grade, and the walls are concrete block with a cementitious
coating on both the outside and interior. The wood framed roof structure supported on a series of 4”
tubular steel columns. Generally, the floor slab, foundations, and walls are in good condition.

The roofing is made up of canvas over plywood. Currently a more modern sheet roofing material may_
have replaced the canvas in some areas. In many locations the roof coatings have peeled off and
original white, green, multicolor, and other color schemes that have been applied over the years are
visible suggesting the “canvas” may be original. Generally, the roofs are in poor condition.

On the interior the roof framing is concealed behind a plywood ceiling coated in cementitious material.
In areas of high roofs there are sometimes occur a lattice, of painted white rough sawn timber at the

ceiling level.

The original windows and doors are service grade aluminum and single glazing. In areas where the
facades have been replaced windows with double glazing has been used.

Generally, the building systems are in poor condition and not designed for year-round use.
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Figure 75: West Village in background. West Marina Village in Foreground. All modules have white rooves while the canopies
are painted. (Credit: Toronto Public Library, Toronto Star Archive, Doug Griffin 11-23-71)
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The West Village

West Village

e Heritage Integrity: Fair There have been numerous additions and removals over the years.
Initially white with color used for canopies only all roofs are now painted a homogeneous dark
grey. The walls remain white. The central reflecting pool has been covered in.

e Physical Condition: Fair to Poor The roofs are in poor condition. The concrete block and stucco
walls are in fair condition and the slab on grade and foundations are in good condition. The
interiors and services are in fair to poor condition.

e Original Intent vs Current Use: Original use as seasonal concession stands with ancillary
buildings. Vacant since 2012. Washrooms remain open seasonally.

Description: A cluster of four small concession stands of varying configurations grouped around a
feature (Figures 76 & 77); originally a reflecting pond currently the waterfall theater. The grade
rises to the rear where a ring of ancillary washrooms and storage buildings are situated.

Building

Description

W1 Commons Northeast
Building

Building envelope is original. Interiors have a play mezzanine system (akin to those
found at MacDonald’s chains) added

W2 Commons North Building

Building envelope is original

W3 Commons Food

The entire facade has been removed and the building expanded outwards.

W4 Commons West Building

Building has approximately doubled in size which resulted in the demolition
of a small kiosk and canopy structure

W6 Electrical Substation

Canopy has been removed; use may not be original.

W7 Commons North
Washroom

Building envelope is original

W8 Dry Storage Building

Building envelope original but canopy removed

W9 Commons South
Washroom

Originally two buildings that have been linked with a new structure to form
one building.
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Figure 76: West Village Diagrams - Based on Original Craig Zeidler Strong Architects Dwg.
(Credit: SBA (left) and LHC (right))

Figure 77: Photograph of the West Village (Credit: SBA 2022)

77



Ontario Place (N73731)
Strategic Conservation Plan

The East and West Marina Villages

West and East Marina Village

e Heritage Integrity: Good to Fair - As with the West Village there have been numerous additions
and removals over the years. The villages retain their original pride of place location with the
view corridor to them beneath the Pavilion.

e Physical Condition: Fait to Poor - The roofs are in fair to poor condition and the walls are in
good to fair condition. In the West Marina village, the slab on grade and foundations are in
good condition whereas in the East Marina there are concerns with flooding and the
cantilevered structure of MVE3. The interiors and services are in fair to poor condition.

e Original Intent vs. Current Use: Original use was for seasonal marina services: showers,
washrooms, booking, fittings, etc. as well as restaurant/pub and chandlers. The Marina West
Washroom Building continues to provide showers and washroom facilities to mariners. The
Marina West Village Building functions as a marina office but no longer has a retail function.
The East Marina buildings have been vacant since 2012.

Village Description: Two cluster/villages of modular buildings both of which relate directly to the
water. The west village has only two buildings. The gangway from the boat slips connects land at the
West Marina Building and it is this building that provides marines services directly to the boaters.
The Marina East Village was intended to serve the public in a marina environment. Originally there
were four buildings, but one has been demolished. The North Marina Building provided non-
motorized marine rentals, marine displays, programming, and merchandise.

Building Description
MVW1 Marina West Typical modular building. The Marine West Washroom building has been
Washrooms enlarged by joining it with an adjacent free-standing module and updated to

provide showers and washrooms.

MVW?2 Marina West Village | Two smaller original modular buildings were connected to form this larger
Building building.

MVE1 East Marina Village The East Marina Building was enlarged and served as a popular dock side

Building restaurant/pub with waterside patios. The expanded area had a lower floor
level than the original and because of climate change is now subject to
flooding.

MVE2 Marina North The marine north washroom is a public washroom in its original configuration.

Washroom

MVE3 Marina Northeast The Altus Group’s Assessment (2019) of this building gave the building

Building structure, envelope, and systems a FCl rating of critical describing it as derelict.

The Tacoma structural assessment conducted in 2021 noted them as fair to
poor. This building is partially cantilevered over the water and the cantilevered
section is failing. The building is also subject to flooding.
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Figure 78: West Marina Village: Based on Original Craig
Zeidler Strong Dwg (Credit: LHC)

(Credit: LHC)
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MVE1 EASTMARINAVILLAGE BUILDING
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Figure 79: East Marina Village: Based on Original Craig Zeidler
Strong Dwg. (Credit: LHC)

Figure 81: East Marina Village view from Pods.
(Credit: SBA 2022)
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3.5.6.3 Contributing Bridges

Bridges #6, #7, #8, #1, & #5

° Heritage Integrity: Good

= B6, B7 & B8- these Warren truss bridges are original although railing bars have been

added to conform to Code.

= B1 -— the original Warren truss (draw?) bridge has been rebuilt as a steel bridge and

widened. Its continuing contribution is its location

= B5 - the bridge has been and is being repaired/reinforced. Its design is original including

some extant street fixtures

° Physical Condition: Fair — All the bridges are in fair condition

° Original Intent vs Current Use: Except for Bridge #1 all the bridges have continued as per the
original design intent. Bridge #1 has been widened to allow it to serve the Budweiser event

stage as a dedicated vehicular access bridge.

° Description: It is the white painted Warren Truss design of the bridges that reflect the
highly geometric architecture of Ontario Place. These bridges link the landscape back to the
Pavilion. In addition to the contributing bridges listed below there were other bridges. There
were 3 bridges to what is now Budweiser Island, all of which have been relocated or rebuilt.
Bridge 6, a Warren truss bridge, appears to be an original bridge that has been relocated.

(Research required)

# | Common Name Year Condition Use
= B7| Bridge- West Entry to 1971 Early In Use: Pedestrian / Golfcarts
& Exhibition Works
-% B8| Bridge - Central Entry to 1971 TBD In Use: Pedestrian / Golfcarts
2 Exhibition

B5| Bridge East to West Is. 1971 Early In Use / Pedestrian & Emergency

(1) Works Vehicles

o B6| Bridge WE1 to c1975 TBD In Use: Pedestrian
'§ West Is. ?

B9| Bridge under pods 1971 Early See Pavilion 3.2.3 5

Works

B1| Bridge WE1 to 1971 Early See Pavilion 3.2.3 5

0 | Cinesphere Works
T B1| EastIsland to land @ CE3 1971 TBD In Use: Ticketed Budweiser & Public
‘_u'; access when no show at Budweiser
g Stage

Table 24: Bridges Condition Assessment Table

3.5.6.4 The Lighthouse

MVEG6 The Lighthouse — Original Name: Marine Control Booth

o Heritage Integrity: Good It is substantially as-built. Canvas covering on sunscreen
missing. It no longer functions as a “control booth.” (Possibly relocated from the marina

dock.)
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e Condition: Fair— Maintenance Deficit
e Original Intent vs Current Use: The lighthouse still acts as a landmark to mariners
approaching the south marina.

Description: This delightful and whimsical structure captures the recreational spirit of Ontario
Place. Built of white metal and white tubular metal it pays homage to the other Ontario Place
structures. The red conical metal roof matches the red colour used in some of the village canopies.
The sunscreen would have been covered with canvas and likely also painted red. Access to a
wooden floor at the upper level is done via an available ships ladder.

Figure 82: Lighthouse (MVE6) location in East Island Figure 83: Photograph of the Lighthouse from Lake Ontario

3.6 Legislative and Policy Considerations

The following is a summary of policy and legislation considerations and/or requirements as it relates to
the property. The purpose of the summary is to ensure that future alterations to the property comply
with the relevant provincial and municipal directives, requirements, and/or regulations. Section 5 -
Action Plan and Section 7 — Implementation will provide guidance as to how these considerations apply
for the conservation of the heritage value and heritage attributes of the property going forward. While
policy considerations, refer to Section 3.4.3 for an overview of conditions and considerations related to
building code, AODA, health and safety, energy efficiency, etc... that pertain to the whole of the
property.

3.6.1 Public Policy Statement 2020
The Provincial Public Policy Statement states:
2.6 Cultural Heritage and Archaeology

2.6.1  Significant built heritage resources and significant cultural heritage landscapes shall be
conserved.
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2.6.2  Development and site alteration shall not be permitted on lands containing
archaeological resources or areas of archaeological potential unless significant
archaeological resources have been conserved.

2.6.3 Planning authorities shall not permit development and site alteration on adjacent lands
to protected heritage property except where the proposed development and site
alteration has been evaluated and it has been demonstrated that the heritage attributes
of the protected heritage property will be conserved.

2.6.4 Planning authorities should consider and promote archaeological management plans
and cultural plans in conserving cultural heritage and archaeological resources.

2.6.5  Planning authorities shall engage with Indigenous communities and consider their
interests when identifying, protecting and managing cultural heritage and
archaeological resources

The term Significant means
e) in regard to cultural heritage and archaeology, resources that have been determined to
have cultural heritage value or interest. Processes and criteria for determining cultural
heritage value or interest are established by the Province under the authority of the
Ontario Heritage Act.

Criteria for determining significance for the resources identified in sections (c)-(e) are
recommended by the Province, but municipal approaches that achieve or exceed the same
objective may also be used. While some significant resources may already be identified and
inventoried by official sources, the significance of others can only be determined after evaluation

According to the PPS,

3.6.2

Conserved means the identification, protection, management and use of built heritage
resources, cultural heritage landscapes, and archaeological resources in a manner that ensures
their cultural heritage value or interest is retained. This may be achieved by the implementation
of recommendations set out in a conservation plan, archaeological assessment, and/or heritage
impact assessment that has been approved, accepted or adopted by the relevant planning
authority and/or decision maker. Mitigative measures and/or alternative development
approaches can be included in these plans and assessments.

Ontario Heritage Act

The Ontario Heritage Act R.S.0. 1990, ¢ 0-18 (OHA) is the key piece of legislation for the conservation of
cultural heritage value and heritage attributes in the province. The OHA provides the framework and
may determine policies, priorities, and programs, for the conservation, protection, and preservation of
Ontario’s heritage. Under Part Ill of the Ontario Heritage Act the Standards and Guidelines for
Conservation of Provincial Heritage Properties require all ministries and prescribed public bodies
(including MOI and 10) to identify, protect, and care for provincial heritage properties that are under
their care and control. This SCP has been prepared in accordance with these Standards & Guidelines.
Ontario Place is a Provincial Heritage Property of Provincial Significance (PHPPS), and as a result it
requires Minister’s Consent (MCM) for disposition or demolition.

The OHA works with other legislation including the Environmental Assessment Act and the Planning Act
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to address cultural heritage as an area of public interest. These Acts, and regulations under these Acts,
are all interlinked tools for the protection of cultural heritage value and heritage attributes and provide
the framework for this SCP’s strategies and recommendations.

3.6.2.1 Standards and Guidelines for Provincial Heritage Properties (Part lll.1)

Part IlIl.1 Standards and Guidelines for Provincial Heritage Properties governs the applicability of the
Ontario Heritage Act to property owned by the Crown or a prescribed public body or property that is
occupied by a ministry or prescribed public body. Part lll.1, Section 25.2 provides the Minister
(responsible for the OHA) with the discretion to create a separate code for such properties and the
creation of heritage standards and guidelines which will apply to them.

In July 2010, the MTCS Standards & Guidelines for Conservation of Provincial Heritage Properties (S&G),
came into effect. They apply to all government ministries (including MCM and MTCS) and prescribed
public bodies (including 10). The S&Gs are based on the principles of accountability and transparency,
identification and evaluation, continuing care, impact assessment, use and reuse. The S&G have the
authority of a Management Board of Cabinet directive. In effect, the S&Gs mean that the Government of
Ontario has the responsibility to establish a comparable standard of identification, protection, and care
for provincial properties as exists for private property. For more information about the S&G, contact the
Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturism.

3.6.3 Ontario Place Corporation Act (Consolidated 2019)

The Ontario Place Corporation Act was first established in 1972 for the management of Ontario Place.
The Ontario Place Corporation Act was established to develop, control, manage, operate and maintain
Ontario Place until such time as this Act is repealed on a day to be named by proclamation of the
Lieutenant Governor. (See: 2018, c. 17, Sched. 31, s. 3). The Minister of Tourism, Sport, and Culture is
the minister responsible for administration of the Act.

Objects

8 The objects of the Corporation are,

(a) to operate Ontario Place for recreational, cultural, entertainment, educational,
research, commercial, exhibition or public purposes;
(b) to develop projects and programs designed to provide the people of Ontario with

a greater appreciation of the Province and its accomplishments and potential, and
to provide talented artists in the Province with the opportunity to exhibit their
works and their abilities;

(c) to develop special programs from time to time considered to be worthwhile to
enhance the image of the Province and to co-ordinate activities with the Canadian
National Exhibition at times when that exhibition is in operation; and

(d) to do such other things as the Minister may require from time to time and to
advise the Minister on projects and programs of general advantage to the
Province. R.S5.0. 1990, c. 0.34, s. 8; 2017, c. 2, Sched. 16, s. 2.

General Powers and duties
9 (1) It is the duty of the Corporation to develop, control, manage, operate and maintain Ontario

Place and for the purposes of carrying out such duty the Corporation has power,
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(a) to make such by-laws, rules and orders as may be considered expedient for the
constitution of the Corporation and the administration and management of its
affairs and the conduct of its business;

(b) to develop, acquire, construct, operate, maintain and generally manage and
provide,

i Recreational, cultural, entertainment, educational, research, commercial,
exhibition or public facilities,
ii. Activities, programs, restaurants, theatres or shops, and
jii. any other facilities or conveniences incidental to or necessary for the
proper operation and maintenance of Ontario Place;

(c) to make agreements with persons with respect to the establishment or operation
by them of any works or services in connection with Ontario Place;

(d) to receive and take from any person by grant, gift, devise, bequest or otherwise
any property, real or personal or any interest therein;

(e) to establish fees, subject to the approval of the Deputy Minister, for entrance
into Ontario Place and in connection with any service or facility provided in
Ontario Place. R.S.0. 1990, c. 0.34,s.9 (1), 1997, c. 36, s. 2 (1); 2009, c. 33,
Sched. 24, s. 4 (2); 2017, c. 2, Sched. 16, s. 3 (1).

Transfer of assets

(2) Subject to the approval of the Lieutenant Governor in Council, such property of the Crown in
right of Ontario as is considered necessary or advisable for the purpose of carrying out its
objects may be transferred to and vested in the Corporation for such purpose. R.S.0. 1990,
c.0.34,s.9(2).

Acquisition and disposal of land, etc.
(3) Subject to the approval of the Lieutenant Governor in Council, the Corporation may,

(a) Acquire land, buildings and structures, or any interest in land, buildings and
structures, by purchase, lease or otherwise; and
(b) Dispose of land, buildings and structures, or any interest in land, buildings and

structures, by sale, lease or otherwise. 2017, c. 2, Sched. 16, s. 3 (2).

The Ontario Place Act remains in force until such time as The Ontario Corporation Repeal Act 2018
www.ontario.ca/laws/statute/18017b is proclaimed.

3.6.4 MOI Public Work Class EA

The Environmental Assessment Act (EA) provides for the "protection, conservation, and wise
management" of the environment in Ontario. The definition of Environment includes cultural conditions
that influence the life of humans or a community. Cultural heritage attributes and heritage value are
important components of those cultural conditions. Part 1l.1 of the EAA sets out requirements for the
approval of Class Environmental Assessments (Class EAs). An approved Class EA permits a group of
projects (undertakings) in the defined class to proceed without the need for an assessment under Part I|
of the EAA, provided they proceed in accordance with the Class EA.

The Ministry of Infrastructure Public Work Class EA (PW Class EA) sets out how the Ministry of
Infrastructure (MOI), and the Ontario Infrastructure and Lands Corporation (10), and other proponent
Ministries propose to meet EAA requirements.
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Site Servicing Project — Enabling Works (Category B EA)

A Category B EA is a screening process applied to undertakings that have some potential for adverse
environmental effects. These effects are well understood from a technical perspective, are minor in
nature, and mitigation is also well understood. The environmental effects are assessed, and mitigation,
monitoring and public consultation are documented in a Consultation and Documentation Report (C&D
Report). The Site Servicing Project (Enabling Works) is subject to a Category B EA.

Government Public Realm Project (Category C EA)

A Category C EA is a comprehensive EA process applied to undertakings that have the potential for
significant environmental effects and must proceed under the full planning and documentation
procedures. The environmental effects are assessed, and mitigation, monitoring and public consultation
are documented in a detailed Environmental Study Report (ESR). The Government’s Public Realm
Project is subject to a Category C EA.

3.6.5 Municipal Planning and Considerations
3.6.5.1 Municipal Recognition

In April 2019, the City of Toronto added Ontario Place to is Municipal Heritage Register as a property of
cultural heritage value or interest under Subsection 21 (1.2) of the OHA. As a part of its background
report for listing, the City also identified the William G. Davis Trail and Trillium Park as having cultural
heritage value or interest and meeting the evaluation criteria of O. Reg. 9/06.%’

3.6.5.2 Municipal Planning and Zoning

Ontario Place is located within the Central Waterfront Secondary Plan for the City of Toronto as
indicated within its Official Plan.

Section B.16 of the Secondary Plan, subtitled “Ontario Place, A Waterfront Destination” outlines the
City’s vision for the site:

Ontario Place will be woven into the waterfront park system with better access for the public to
enjoy its facilities and paid attractions. A new trail system, with connection to the north, east,
and west, will bring pedestrians and cyclists to Ontario Place. With improved public access,
Ontario Place will be reaffirmed as an important waterfront destination for major festivals and
tourism events and for the celebration of innovative architecture and landscape design.3®

The site’s Land Use Designation as specified in the Official Plan is “Other Open Spaces Area” and the
property is located within a Green Space System.3® There are no other site-specific zoning requirements

for the property.

The City of Toronto has processes in place that govern Zoning changes, and these could occur through

37 Heritage Planning Services, City of Toronto, “Inclusion on the Municipal Heritage Register — 955 Lakeshore Blvd.
West (Ontario Place), April 12, 2019,
Retrieved at: https://www.toronto.ca/legdocs/mmis/2019/pb/bgrd/backgroundfile-132080.pdf
38 City of Toronto, “31- Central Waterfront Secondary Plan” (2006, March 2022 consolidation) 9, retrieved at:
https://www.toronto.ca/wp-content/uploads/2019/02/8e22-CityPlanning_2006-OP_CWSP_Final.pdf
39 City of Toronto, Official Plan — Urban Structure Map (2019) and Land Use Map (2019).
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by-law amendment applications or site applications and approval.*
3.6.5.3 Guiding Principles for the Revitalization of Ontario Place

In May 2019, Toronto City Council adopted a series of Guiding Principles for the Revitalization of Ontario
Place that are based on the following themes of the Central Waterfront Secondary Plan:
e Removing Barriers/Making Connections
e Building a Network of Spectacular Waterfront Parks and Public Spaces
Promoting a Clean and Green Environment
Creating Dynamic and Diverse New Communities
e Openness and Transparency

3.7 Future Plans and Needs
3.7.1 Current & Interim Use

The current and interim (or short-term) use of the site includes the continuance of all activities as noted
above leading up to the closure of the site, or parts of the site, to facilitate the redevelopment. Until the
site is closed, OPC will continue to program the site as per their mandate (see Ontario Place Corporation
Act, section 8 and 9). Once development begins, portions of the site will then be closed while other
sections may remain open to the public if it is safe to do so, but there will be minimal to no
programming of the space.

The Cinesphere is intended to remain open and operational throughout any redevelopment projects;
however, the Cinesphere may require temporary closure to facilitate maintenance and repair work
associated with the “Early Works” program.

The Marina is expected to remain operational as it currently operates, in a limited, seasonal capacity.
3.7.2 Early Works and Enabling Works

To ensure its long-term use, maintenance and repair work is required for the Pavilion (Early Works) and
upgrades to the site service utilities (Enabling works) is required for the property.

Early Works

The “Early Works” program is a broadly sweeping maintenance program that is intended to repair and
stabilize and conserve the building envelopes of the Pavilion. The Early Works program is a critical
component of not only future redevelopment work, but the continued conservation of the heritage
attributes. The program includes the maintenance and repair of several structures including the Pod
Complex, the Cinesphere, and several bridges.

Under the MOI Class EA Process, maintenance and repair work on a heritage property is categorized as a
Category A undertaking with no formal documentation or public notice requirements. 10 Heritage
reviews and advises on such projects to ensure that appropriate due diligence is followed with respect
to heritage-specific advice and/or reporting as required by the S&Gs. Routinely such projects are
supplemented by the inclusion of qualified heritage consultants to the project team to advise and guide

40 Refer to the City of Toronto Planning website: https://www.toronto.ca/city-government/planning-development/
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maintenance and repair work to ensure it is consistent and compliant with the S&Gs.

Advisory Services supports the Early Works due diligence specifically by providing heritage advice (e.g.
conservation methods and treatments) for the specific repairs on those structures intended for
continued use (i.e. specifically the Pod Complex and Cinesphere). In 2021 10, working with the Ministry
Tourism Culture and Sport (and now MOI), engaged SBA to support the Supplier in the development of
the maintenance and repair scope with respect to heritage attributes included in the Early Works. The
heritage consultants are retained to ensure the maintenance and repair work is compliant to how the
S&Gs defines “maintenance.” Should instances occur where the work has the potential to impact
identified heritage attributes without proper mitigation considerations, a Heritage Impact Assessment
would be required.

The repair work associated with the “Early Works” program requires building permits from the City of
Toronto. In addition to guidance and review by heritage consultants, members of the City of Toronto’s
Heritage Planning Services review and approves any proposed work as part of the issuance of the
building permits as part of this repair program. Building permits have been issued for this work and is
currently underway.

Enabling Works - Site Servicing Upgrades

“Enabling Works” is an 10-led initiative. It is property wide with the exception of Trillium Park. Enabling
Works will bring the 1970s infrastructure up to current standards and codes. Enabling Works include
storm water, water, sanitary, gas, fire, electrical and communication systems. The new servicing and
construction for the proposed redevelopment of Ontario Place will require extensive temporary
measures, heavy equipment on access roads, power, parking, and toilet facilities, marshalling yards, etc.
Enabling Works are different than the Early Works program in place for the maintenance and
rehabilitation of Ontario Place. The Enabling works was subject to the Cat B EA with accompanying HIA.
The Cat B EA was completed in July 2022. The work is projected to begin early 2023.

3.7.3 Anticipated Future Use — Redevelopment

In concert with efforts to maintain and rehabilitate the property, the province initiated an RFP process
to solicit proposals for the redevelopment of Ontario Place. The province sought redevelopment
opportunities because of a continued decrease in attendance, the inability for Ontario Place to be
financially self-sustaining, and the almost universally seasonal nature (except for the Pavilion and the
Cinesphere) of Ontario Place.

On May 28, 2019, the province launched its formal Call for Development for the comprehensive
redevelopment of Ontario Place seeking partners “to deliver transformative change that is aligned with
the Government’s vision of the site as a world-class, year-round destination with global appeal.”*! The
Call for Development closed in September 2019. The Call solicited potential partners to facilitate and
deliver transformational change aligned with the vision for the site as a world-class, year-round
destination with global appeal that would attract local, provincial, national, and international visitors to
its landmark entertainment, sports, commercial, recreational and/or leisure attractions. These
landmarks would be complemented by public space and parks and would include the existing

41 MTCS “Ontario Officially Launches Worldwide Search for Development Partners. 28 May 2019.
https://news.ontario.ca/en/release/52416/ontario-officially-launches-world-wide-search-for-development-
partners
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amphitheater.??

At the conclusion of the RFP process the provincial announced the following vision for Ontario Place:
“On July 30, 2021, the Ontario government announced three, private-sector partners that will
help deliver on the province’s commitment to redeveloping Ontario Place into an exciting,
inclusive and family-friendly experience that will serve both as a tourism destination and a
display of Ontario’s strong cultural identity.

The site will attract local, provincial, and international visitors — with landmarks such as sports
and entertainment attractions, recreational facilities, and retail. These landmarks will be
complemented by upgraded park spaces and a new public realm experience. To deliver on this
vision, in 2019 the Ontario government first launched a fair, transparent, and open Call for
Development process, in order to select the development partners.”*

The redevelopment of Ontario Place includes the government lead Public Realm project, two private
partner redevelopments (Therme and Live Nation), and plans to adaptively reuse the Pods of the
Pavilion for Science based education.

As part of the redevelopment project, the government will be submitting an Official Plan and Zoning By-
law amendment to help facilitate the redevelopment. The Government’s Public Realm project is subject

to a Category C EA.

Government-Led Redevelopment

Currently Ontario Place is managed by the Ontario Place Corporation. The government anticipates
future changes to its management structure. There will be a new prescribed public body to manage
Ontario Place. After any proposed development proceeds, there will be a public realm agency to provide
oversight of the publicly accessible lands and to manage change.

Province-led planning, design, and redevelopment of Public Realm projects will include such elements:
i. trails
ii. bhard and soft landscaping, plantings
iii. publicart
iv. street furniture and lighting
v. wayfinding /signage
vi. integration of publicly accessible areas on tenanted and non-tenanted lands.

For the Pavilion (Pods Complex and Cinesphere), the province is currently conducting a search for a
provincial public institution whose mandate fits with the vision of Ontario Place, particularly its vision for
entertainment and educational space programmed to reflect the province’s people culture and
geography.* The provincial tenant will be responsible for the rejuvenation, management, and
programming of the Pavilion.

42 LHC Draft Strategic Conservation Plan Ontario Place — Jan. 2022
43 https://engageontarioplace.ca/the-project/
44 SCHv, 2013
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Private Partner-Led Redevelopment

Through the government-initiated RFP process three private partners submitted successful proposals
and identified opportunities for the proposed redevelopment of Ontario Place.

A lease was signed with one of the successful development partners, Therme, in May 2022. The signed
lease with Therme does not impact or override the requirements, strategies, and/or guidance outlined
within this SCP as the SCP provides guidance to the conservation of heritage attributes both across the
site and within the lease area. Any design-related issues or impacts will be captured in an HIA.

The Ontario Place Corporation remains responsible for the ongoing day-to-day operations and site
programming. Once the proposed redevelopment of Ontario Place is completed, it is anticipated that a
prescribed public agency will be responsible for the management of the public realm.

Two partners (see figures 84 and 85 below) have continued forward with their proposals and are
anticipated to continue their redevelopment activity. As a result of these anticipated projects, the
following site plan provides details about the anticipated geography of potential projects inclusive of
public realm and potential future activity space. Details of the anticipated use for each area follows the
maps.

89



Ontario Place (N73731)
Strategic Conservation Plan

—_—

7

/ hmn*mrmm'm W”HH
Aﬂﬂmumuuuuuun 111 UL )

BRIGANTINE

PAVILION
BAY

LOOK OUT

LEGEND

THERME
LIVE NATION

POTENTIAL FUTURE
ACTIVITY AREA

OOK OUT 3

KEY GEOGRAPHICAL

AREA LAKE ONTARIO

BREAKWATER

WATER

BODIES

BRIDGE WE1 TO CINESPHERE BRIDGE WE1 TO WEST IS, (1) BUDWEISER STAGE MVE2  MARINA NORTHWASHROOM
B9 BRIDGE UNDER PODS B7 EXHIBITION PLACE TO WE1 MVES  MARINA NORTH EASTWASHROOM
Pt POD 1 WE1  WEST ENTRANCE BLDG. (PLAQUE) PART OF NORTH MARINA
P2 PoD2 W1 COMMONS NORTH EAST BLDG. pTER PART OF EAST CANAL WalEn PARTOF EAST CANAL
P3 POD3 w2 COMMONS NORTH BLDG.
P4 POD 4 w3 COMMONS FOOD LANDFORMS EAST ISLAND MICRO CLIMATE BERMS
P5 POD 5 wa COMMONS WEST BLDG.
ci CINESPHERE we ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION
B5 BRIDGE EAST TO WEST IS. (1) wr COMMONS NORTH WASHROOM
MVW1  MARINA WEST WASHROOMS wa DRY STORAGE BUILDING
MVW2  MARINA WEST VILLAGE BLDG. wo COMMONS SOUTH WASHROOM
MVE1  EAST MARINA VILLAGE BLDG. R LAGOON
MVE6  LIGHTHOUSE BODIES WEST CANAL
BW1  BREAKWATER (SHIPS) WEST ISLAND MICRO CLIMATE BERMS
NORTH MARINA PYRAMIDAL ENTRY PLAZA
SOUTH MARINA LANDEORMS LOOKOUT #1
CEDAR COVE LOOKOUT #2
PAVILION BAY
INNER CHANNEL
BRIGANTINE COVE

Figure 84 : Site Plan of Proponent Proposed Project Areas listing the Heritage Attributes within each (Credit: SBA)
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3.7.3.1 Anticipated West Island and Portion of Mainland Redevelopment - Therme Proposal

Therme Canada OP Inc.’s (referred to as Therme) proposal includes new and upgraded park spaces and
public realm. The proposed project area would include the west island and the existing Ontario Place
West entrance on the mainland. The total area is approximately 22 acres including the West Island and
mainland. It is anticipated the size of the West Island would be increased as part of flood mitigation.

The proposal envisions the following major elements: a main building that serves as a water-based
recreation center and wellness facility. This facility would include a variety of pools for water-based
recreation activities, water treatments, spas, saunas, sports rehabilitation, family entertainment areas,
restaurants, indoors gardens, and event spaces.

It further proposes a new entry pavilion on the mainland and a new bridge between the entry pavilion
and its main building. Although a lease agreement has been signed with Therme, they are still subject to
the S&Gs and their proposed development will be subject to required HIAs and subsequent approvals

%,
~
Public Access Spaces \: ~
== Primary Multi-Use Shoreline B
Pathway
== Secondary Multi-Use Shoreline
Pathway
== Martin Goodman Trail
PUBLIC ACCESS PATHWAYS
@ Entrance Plaza
@ Pedestrian Bridge
@ Multi-Use Shoreline Pathway
@ Island Pathway and Bridges
© Ontario Place Multi-Use Pathway
@ Bridge to CNE
@ Green Roof Path
WEST ISLAND PARK
Swimming Beach
Canoe and Kayak Pier
Islands
Wetlands
West Headland
THERME CANADA | ONTARIO PLACE

B Therme Canada Entrance Pavilion
& Therme Canada Building

PLACE WEST ISLAND | PUBLIC SPACES

Figure 86: West Island Public Access Spaces (Credit: Therme)
3.7.3.2 Anticipated East Island Redevelopment - Live Nation Entertainment Proposal

Live Nation Canada Inc. (referred to as Live Nation) has a current lease on a portion of the East Island
that accommodates the Budweiser Stage. Live Nation Entertainment’s proposed project is based upon a
potential extension or renegotiation of their current lease. Their proposed project includes a small
expansion onto the east island for expanded public plaza space and enhanced access/circulation and a
new connection to the mainland
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Figure 87: Proposed Live Nation Project Rendering, 2020 (Credit: Live Nation Entertainment)

Live Nation’s proposed project envisions a new purpose-built entertainment venue able to host year-
round performances and events. This facility will have an expanded capacity and be complemented by
lawn area, new retail, restaurants, and multi-use plaza space for outdoor programming.

3.7.3.3 Core Area & East Island Area — Future Potential Redevelopment Activity

Redevelopment of the Core Area is constrained by the large number of heritage buildings as well as the
dominance of the iconic Pavilion. The East Island has many opportunities for development with minimal
impact on heritage attributes.

A development partner and proposal has not been identified at this time for the Core Area and East
Island. This area is noted as part of the Ontario Place Official Plan Amendment application as a
recreation and activity-based area, leaving open the possibility for future activity use and
redevelopment within this area. This area is conceived as a future tenanted space with the intent to be
used for outdoor adventure recreation. In the nearer term it is anticipated to be largely preserved, but
the details of any future structures or modifications to the landscape are to be determined according to
the future tenant that is selected to activate this site.

In alignment with the OPA the Ontario Place SCP carries forward its guidance for the potential activity
area, referring to the area as “future potential activity area” (see figure 84 above).

3.7.4 Potential Impacts to the Cultural Heritage Values
All future works and redevelopment activities that may impact the cultural heritage value or the
heritage attributes of the property will be subject to the Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) process that

will evaluate and assess the potential impacts to the Cultural Heritage Value of the property (see Section
7.2 and 7.3 for the HIA acceptance framework)
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4. Conservation Strategies

Conservation strategies recognize, manage and use provincial heritage properties as assets, and
recommend actions to manage and use the properties in a manner that can support the physical
needs, key objectives and program requirements.

The key objectives for Ontario Place are:

® to manage change while achieving long-term conservation of the cultural heritage value of
the property; and,
= the redevelopment of the property ‘into an exciting, inclusive and family-friendly experience
that will serve both as a tourism destination and a display of Ontario’s strong cultural
identity’.
The conservation strategies for Ontario Place are based on conserving the identified heritage attributes
and were developed in consideration of the following:

= Continuous safe public access to the property including access to the lake.

= Construction activities for upgrading of antiquated infrastructure.

= Qverall redevelopment of the property for private and public use.

=  Projected increase in year-round use of the property.

=  Projected increase in attendance.

=  Future flooding based on past and present flooding issues.

= Changes to the property should be considered within the context of a site wide approach.

= The Official Plan Amendment/Zoning By-law Amendment (OPA/ZBA) application to the City
of Toronto.

= The category C Environmental Assessment (Cat C EA) for the Government’s Infrastructure
upgrades and Public Realm project.

= To support the redevelopment of Ontario Place (including the OPA/ZBA, Cat C EA, and
future Minister’s Consent Applications for removal or demolition), 10 and tenant partners
have retained a qualified persons to complete site wide Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA)

= Current and future physical conditions and uses.

The conservation strategies that follow align with the S&Gs and the MCM Info Bulletin #2 and have been
organized into the following sections:

4.1 General (applicable to the whole property)
4.2 Maintenance

4.3 Cultural Heritage Landscape Features

4.4 Built Heritage Features

Note: The Landmark Project’s department of 10 has been tasked with delivering the Ontario Place
redevelopment project and project due diligence. Unless otherwise noted, ‘10’ in the following section
refers to the Landmark Project’s department of 10.

4.1 General Conservation Strategies

General conservation strategies are strategies that are applicable to the whole property to conserve the
heritage attributes while allowing for change and continued access to the public, when appropriate.
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4.1.1 Accessibility Requirements — emergency egress, public access, security

Any proposed actions related to accessibility requirements that may impact the heritage attributes of
the property will be subject to an HIA.

OPC as the property management authority will continue to:
e Maintain Health, Safety and Security oversight of all public access and emergency egress points
e maintain property security programming

10, as property management authority, during any redevelopment phases, will assume responsibilities
and/or work with OPC.

4.1.2 Site Servicing upgrades — Introduction of new servicing needs

The current Enabling Works Project will bring the 1970s infrastructure up to current standards and
codes and includes storm water, water, sanitary, gas, fire, electrical and communication systems. The
new servicing and construction for the proposed redevelopment of Ontario Place will require extensive
temporary measures, heavy equipment on access roads, power, parking, and toilet facilities, marshalling
yards, etc.

wesT PuBLIC
ACCESS 1SLANDS

G PROPOSED REMOVALS R 20155
» DPM  ~ Energy ONTARIO PLACE REDEVELOPMENT DATE: MAY 2021 o
PFLINNTERNATIONAL s+ 575158 FOTENN - INFRASTRUCTURE ONTARIO DRAWNBY. RS. |CHECKEDBY: KB RMV

Figure 88 Enabling Works: Site Services Proposed Removals Dwg 2021 (Credit: TMIG International)

I0 continues to lead and provide oversight of the project and:

e undertook an MOI Public Works Environmental Assessment under Category B for site servicing
for the whole property (completed July 2022)

o will prepare a HIA, prior to the work commencing, to assess the potential impact to the heritage
attributes of the upgrades and temporary measures

o will implement the mitigation measures identified in the HIA to ensure the conservation of the
heritage attributes.
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4.1.3 Risk Preparedness and Emergency Management

OPC as the property management authority, or a future management authority, will continue to:

e implement property and building protection, to minimize potential risk from unauthorized
and/or malicious activities, environmental accident and/or disaster (water, gas, etc.), and fire, in
compliance with existing Ontario Fire Code legislations, laws and policies.

e ensure that all plans and programs are developed and maintained in accordance with the
Ontario Fire Code Div. B Section 2.8, Emergency Planning.

10, as property management authority, during any redevelopment phases, will assume responsibilities
and/or work with OPC to:

e implement property and building protection, to minimize potential risk from unauthorized
and/or malicious activities, environmental accident and/or disaster (water, gas, etc.), and fire, in
compliance with existing Ontario Fire Code legislations, laws and policies.

e ensure that all plans and programs are developed and maintained in accordance with the
Ontario Fire Code Div. B Section 2.8, Emergency Planning

e reduce risks by updating any plans and/or policies to meet specific project construction needs

e for any new/additional security measures (such as installing lighting, barriers, hoarding etc.),
engage qualified person(s) to:

o Prepare a Heritage Impact Assessment of potential security upgrades to ensure the
protection and conservation of heritage attributes.

4.1.4 Flooding

e In preparation of the redevelopment, the 10 commissioned a site-wide Existing Shoreline Condition
Report which includes a shoreline hazard assessment, as well as a structural assessment of the shore
structures and an estimate of the residual life of the shoreline protection. This report also provided
recommendations for shoreline protection improvements to support future development.

= |0 Proponent tenants and IO to prepare a site-wide Flood Mitigation Plan per development area,
including general property flood mitigation measures and development-related flood mitigation,
and ensure that plans are coordinated across the property. Retain a qualified person(s) to provide
guidance on appropriate mitigation measure(s) and complete an HIA.

=  Proponent tenants and |0 to implement Risk Management Planning or Flood Mitigation Planning
prior to starting redevelopment activities.
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Figure 89 Shoreline Flood Hazard (Credit: 10)

Figure 90: left - Flood of West Village Plaza (Credit: OPC, 2019); right - Flooding around base of Cinesphere (Credit: OPC,
2019)

4.1.5 Site Wide HIA

|0 and tenant partners have retained qualified persons to complete a site wide HIA to assess impacts to

heritage attributes to:

= provide mitigation options for the proposed redevelopment of Ontario Place

= provide a working draft of the HIA that meets City HIA requirements to support the OPA/ZBA
requirements

=  continue with the HIA to meet the provincial HIA requirements (MCM Information Bulletin 3 —
Heritage Impact Assessments for Provincial Heritage Properties) which will contemplate and
incorporate finalized redevelopment designs and community engagement under the Category C
Class EA process, anticipated for Mid-2023 completion (see Figure 102 in Section 7 of the SCP).
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4.2 Maintenance

Under the S&Gs maintenance: “generally includes routine, cyclical, anticipatory actions necessary to
keep a property’s heritage attributes in sound condition and to retard deterioration, and remedial or
reactive actions that are intended to retain the integrity of a resource. “Maintain” has a corresponding
meaning. Maintenance may include minor repair and refinishing operations; replacement of damaged,
broken, or deteriorated materials that are impractical to save (e.g., broken window glass); rust removal;
and cyclical horticultural activities such as pruning, planting, etc.”

4.2.1 General Monitoring and Maintenance

The considerations and conservation strategies for the general monitoring and maintenance of the
heritage attributes are included below.

Considerations:

e Maintain public access to the property, both islands and water, prior to redevelopment.

e Continuing event programming at the property, prior to redevelopment.

e Continuing monitoring and maintenance procedures as part of day-to-day operations of the
property.

1) OPC staff will continue to:

e coordinate event planning and programming on the property

e monitor buildings and grounds of Ontario Place property for early identification of maintenance
issues

e triage and address regular maintenance issues

e report issues and concerns beyond regular maintenance to |0 Heritage Projects team.

2) 10 Heritage Projects team will continue to assess reported issues and concerns related to and beyond
regular maintenance to:

e determine the appropriate course(s) of action to ensure the conservation of the heritage
attributes, i.e., specialized treatments, further heritage studies, whether an MOI Class EA
assessment is required or building permits from the municipality are required to complete the
work

e determine when to retain qualified person(s) to help create a monitoring and maintenance plan
mothballing and stabilization plan, and a Vacant Building Risk Management plan

e implement and provide oversight of completed plans.

4.2.2 Mothballing and Stabilization

As the property is subject to redevelopment, this SCP does not provide a current Mothballing and
Stabilization Plan. Under section 4.2.1 above, OPC will continue to monitor the property.

Should there be any changes to the plan to redevelop Ontario Place, MOl or entity tasked with
stewardship of the property will retain |0 heritage to engage a qualified person(s) to complete a
mothballing and stabilization plan for vacant buildings and structures identified as heritage attributes on
the property including:
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=  ensuring necessary repairs and stabilization actions are undertaken
= ensuring a minimal level of servicing, including ventilation measures
= establishing pest control measures

= conducting regular monitoring.

4.3 Cultural Heritage Landscape Features

Conservation Strategies below were developed for the cultural heritage landscape features identified in
the Statement of Cultural Heritage Value in Section 2.

43.1 Views

As part of any actives that may impact the views of Ontario Place, proponent tenants and IO to engage a
qualified person(s) to:

= undertake a view shed analysis report to support understanding of the views
= prepare an HIA where views will be adversely affected, to mitigate the impacts.
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Figure 91: Protected View Corridors to the Pavilion (Credit: SBA)

4.3.2 Circulation Patterns

1) Proponent tenants and IO to engage a qualified person(s) at the planning stage to provide guidance
on the development and design proposals to ensure new circulation routes and/or modifications to
existing routes:
= are primarily for pedestrian use and consistent across potential redevelopment areas and the
public realm, by coordinating with the Public Realm Design team and proponents
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= are compatible with site servicing requirements

= maintain destination points east and west, from and to the core area
= conserve pedestrian access to the whole property, including the Lake
= comply with accessibility, heathy and safety requirements

= accommodate emergency vehicles.

2) Proponent tenants and 10 to engage a qualified person(s) to prepare an HIA for any action or
development proposal that may impact conservation of the circulation routes.
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Figure 93: Current Waterways and Pathways (Credit LHC Draft SCP 2022)
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433

Shorelines

Proponent tenants and 10 to engage a qualified person(s) at the planning stage to assist with the
development and design proposals to:

434

ensure new features (new shoreline treatments), additions or shoreline infill are visually and
physically compatible but distinguishable from existing shorelines

provide guidance on how to conserve the openness to the larger expanse of Lake Ontario and
maintain both the close-range and distant relationships between land and water

comply with accessibility requirements

prepare an HIA for any action (e.g., demolition or removal) or development proposal that may
impact the shorelines as a heritage attribute.

Canals and Lagoons

Proponent tenants and IO to engage a qualified person(s) at the planning stage to assist with the
development and design proposals of the Public Realm, East and West Island to:

435

ensure an integrated approach to the private and public realm designs

provide oversight to all areas for water quality

assess the pumping systems to move water through the canals to improve water quality
undertake an HIA for any additional new features, additions or removals

maintain navigability of the waterways for small motorized and human powered watercraft

Vegetation (naturalized landscape) refer to Figs. 31-34

Proponent tenants and at 10 to engage a qualified person(s), including Indigenous person(s), prior to any
infrastructure works or redevelopment plans, with knowledge of natural heritage landscapes to:

43.4

work with project managers to provide general guidelines for the conservation of the existing
vegetation, including trees, shrubs and grassy areas

ensure removal of trees is undertaken in compliance with the City of Toronto’s Tree by-law
include advice and guidance on integrating natural species into design proposals to conserve the
natural heritage features as an integrated approach to architecture, engineering, landscape and
waterscape

prepare an HIA to develop mitigation measures in areas where the integrated approach to
conserve the natural heritage features can’t be achieved.

Public Realm

Considerations:

Ontario Place will be open 365 days a year, with areas of free public access and a waterfront
experience that can be enjoyed by all.

Ongoing public access across the whole property, including publicly accessible tenanted lands.
The scope of the government’s public realm work includes the updating of the marina and
public plazas.

Proponent tenants are required to have publicly accessible areas as part of their redevelopment
The sunken ship breakwater will be rehabilitated.
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Figure 94 The Government Public Realm project area shown in yellow. Publicly Accessibly Areas shown as hatched (Credit: 10)

1) 10 to undertake a Public Realm Master Plan for the Government led public realm work to integrate
the three areas of Ontario Place within the government public realm into a cohesive publicly accessible
property to:

ensure continuous public access to the entire waterfront,

work with tenants to ensure a consistent, high-quality landscape across the property,

ensure that the plan includes the existing parking lots at the north of the property, portions of
the east island, the marinas, breakwater, the associated village clusters, and lands adjacent to
the Therme lease boundary on the west island

continue to engage the public and identified stakeholders throughout the Governments’ Public
Realm Master Plan’s development.

2) 10 to engage qualified person(s) to complete an HIA for any proposed activity (e.g., demolition or
removal) that may impact the heritage attributes of Ontario Place to:

a. identify impacts

b. develop mitigation measures

c. submit the HIA to the MOI Heritage Review Committee (see section 5.4.2 of the SCP)
d. implement the approved accepted mitigation measures.

3) Proponent tenants to work with 10 to ensure consistent landscape across the property and engage
qualified person(s) to complete an HIA for any proposed activity (e.g., demolition or removal) that may
impact the heritage attributes of Ontario Place to:

a. identify impacts

b. develop mitigation measures

c. submit the HIA to the MOI Heritage Review Committee (see section 5.4.2 of the SCP)
d. implement the approved accepted mitigation measures.
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4) 10, on behalf of MOI, to seek the consent of the MCM Minister for any demolitions or removals.
4.4 Built Heritage Features

Conservation Strategies below were developed for the built heritage attributes identified in the
Statement of Cultural Heritage Value in Section 2.
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Figure 95: copy of Site Plan of Proponent Proposed Project Areas listing the Heritage Attributes within each (Credit: SBA)

4.4.1 Mainland - WE1 - West Entrance Bldg. & Plaque

Proponent tenant to engage a qualified person(s) to provide guidance and advice to the design team to

ensure:

e Ontario Place pavilion entrance building is designed as the predominant entrance to the
property and is clearly identifiable as the entry to Ontario Place

e coordination with the Public Realm design team for consistent branding and wayfinding features

to be used throughout the property
o the elevated landform feature to the entry plaza is maintained
e pedestrian connections to parking lots are maintained
e pedestrian flow through the entry building directly to Bridge #10 is maintained
e space is incorporated to install and showcase the plaque and/or new information
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Figure 96: Entrance Plaza Landform (Credit: SBA, 2022)

4.4.2 Core Area

The following built heritage attributes are located in the core area:

e P1 Pod 1

e P2 Pod 2

e P3 Pod 3

e P4 Pod 4

e P5 Pod 5

e (1 Cinesphere

e  MVW1 Marina West Washrooms
e  MVW2 Marina West Village Bldg.
e MVE1 East Marina Village Bldg.

MVE2 Marina North Washroom

e MVE3 Marina Northeast Bldg.
e MVE4 Marina East Washroom
e MVE6 Lighthouse
e BW1 Breakwater
e BS Bridge East to West Is. (1) o LAKE ONTARIO
e B6 Bridge WE1 to West Is. (1)
e B9 Bridge under pods Figure 97: Excerpt from Figure 10, Geographic Areas (Credit:
e B10  Bridge WE1 to Cinesphere (1) SBA)
4.4.2.1 Pavilion

The Pavilion includes the Cinesphere (C1), pods (1-5) and connecting bridges (9 & 10)
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1) The Early Works program (2021- mid-2023) under the
|0 Heritage Projects team continues to provide overall
project oversight and has:

e obtained all required building permits from
the City of Toronto
e engaged a qualified Heritage Advisor as part
of the Early Works team to provide:
= scope of work for the maintenance
and repair of the heritage attributes
= advice on conservation methods and
treatments
= heritage oversight of all repairs works
= project updates to 10 Heritage
Projects Team
= recommend an HIA when appropriate
(e.g., demolition or removal).

Figure 98: The Pavilion (Credit: SBA

2) MOl to identify potential future provincial tenant(s) for the Cinesphere and Pods. Once a provincial
tenant is identified, it is recommended that an adaptive re-use study be competed with the following in
scope:

e converting the Pavilion to an all-season, educational use with minimization of impacts from
required code compliance, energy efficiency, accessibility standards, and programming
needs

e including the pods and walkways

e providing direct access from the main entrance along bridge 10 maintains access to the
Ontario Place property along bridge 9.

e ensuring conservation measures or re-use of the heritage attribute design elements.

3) 10 to engage a qualified person(s) to prepare an HIA to support selected adaptive re-use of the
Pavilion to:

e ensure the Pavilion remains the predominant feature of Ontario Place
e provide mitigation measures for proposed changes to the structures.

4.4.2.2 Marina

|0 on behalf of MOI to provide oversight to the proposed upgrading of the Marina, as part of the Public
Realm Master Plan to:

e provide direction on proposed alterations and additions to the heritage features, at the design
stage

e identify any potential impacts to the built heritage features

e initiate an HIA to assess any potential impacts.
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Figure 99: Photo of the Marina, Iookin.g south (Credit: SBA)
Conservation Strategies:
1) 10 to engage qualified person(s) to complete an HIA for any proposed activity (e.g., demolition and

removal) that may impact the heritage features of the Marina to:

e identify impacts

e develop mitigation measures

e submit the HIA to the MOI Heritage Review Committee (see section 5.4.2 of the SCP)
e oversee the implementation of approved mitigation measures.

2) Seek the consent of the Minister of MCM for proposed removal or demolition of any buildings or
structures on the property.
3) Continue to engage the public and identified stakeholders throughout the process.

4.4.2.3 Sunken Ship Breakwater (BW1)

1) 10 to engage qualified person(s) to undertake a technical study to:

e identify the appropriate rehabilitation approach,
e develop a conservation treatment plan.

2) 10 to provide oversight of the breakwater rehabilitation project to:

e ensure the rehabilitation aligns with the Public Realm project,

e the approved conservation treatment plan is implemented,

e identify and initiate a HIA for any action (e.g., demolition or removal) or proposal that will
impact the heritage features of the breakwater.
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Figure 100: Sunken Ship Breakwater, 1971 (Credit: Graham Bezant, Toronto Public Library — Toronto Star Archive)

4.4.2.4 Village Clusters
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Figure 101 : Copy of Detail of Marina area - Village Clusters (Credit: SBA).

A) Marina West Village Building — MVW1 and MVW?2 (connection of two smaller buildings to create
one)

10 to engage a qualified person(s) to coordinate with the Public Realm design team to:
e assess the buildings for AODA compliance,
e assess the adaptive re-use options,
e assess the structural integrity for year-round use,
e undertake an HIA for any proposed actions that may affect the heritage attributes.

10, on behalf of MOI, to seek the consent of the MCM Minister for any demolitions or removals.
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B) Marina East Village Building - MVE1 (two seasonal buildings)

10 to engage a qualified person(s) to coordinate with the Public Realm design team to:
e confirm continued use or adaptive re-use of the 2 buildings and associated plaza
e provide advice and guidance on conservation treatment planning
e if required, prepare an HIA to address any proposed changes (e.g., demolition or removal) that
may impact the heritage attributes

10, on behalf of MOI, to seek the consent of the MCM Minister for any demolitions or removals.

C) MVE2, MVE3, MVE4, MVE5 & MVEG6 - Marina North Washroom, Marina Northeast Building, Marina
East Washroom, Marina Tuck Shop & Lighthouse

10 to engage a qualified person(s) to coordinate with the Public Realm design team to:
e confirm continued use or adaptive re-use of the 2 buildings and associated plaza
e provide advice and guidance on conservation treatment planning
e if required prepare an HIA to address any proposed changes (e.g., potential demolition or
removal) that may impact the heritage attributes

10, on behalf of MOI, to seek the consent of the MCM Minister for any demolitions or removal.
4.43 Westlsland

1) All General Conservation Strategies noted above apply.
2) The Proponent tenant to engage a qualified person(s) to prepare an HIA for all proposed changes
(e.g., demolition or removal) to the West Island as proposed by the redevelopment partner Therme to:
e assess the impacts to the identified heritage attributes of the West Island, Core area and Public
Realm
e provide recommendations and mitigation measures.
3) Proponent tenant to work with 10 Heritage Projects team and the Public Realm Design team to:
e ensure all mitigation measures identified in the HIA are implemented
e ensure proposals for the new entranceway on the mainland aligns with the conservation
strategies outlined for the mainland as identified in Section 4.2.1 above.

4.4.4 Eastlisland

1) All General Conservation Strategies noted above apply.
2) For any proposed changes to the East Island 10 any Proponent tenant(s) and 10 will engage qualified
person(s) to undertake an HIA to:
e assess the impacts to the identified heritage attributes (East Canal, North Marina) of the East
Island, Core area (East Village and north marina structures) and Public Realm
e provide recommendations and mitigation measures
e ensure all mitigation measures identified in the HIA are implemented.
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4.5 DISPOSAL

MCM Bulletin # 3 recommends that “where disposal of all or parts of a property is anticipated, describe
the process or steps to ensure ongoing protection of the cultural heritage value or interest of a property.
Also indicate whether MTCS Minister’s consent will be required.”

4.5.1 Demolition or Removal

Provision F.4. of the S&Gs requires that, the removal or demolition of any building or structure on a
provincial heritage property be considered a last resort after all other alternatives have been
considered, subject to heritage impact assessment and public engagement. Ministries and prescribed
public bodies are required to use best efforts to mitigate loss of cultural heritage value or interest.

Conservation Strategy

1) 10/proponents, to engage qualified person(s) to prepare a Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) for any
demolition or removal of a building or structure.

2) 10, on behalf of MOI, to seek the consent of the MCM Minister for any demolitions or removals and
provide the HIA to support its Minister’s Consent request.

4.5.2 Disposal

Under the S&Gs provision F.3, ministries and prescribed public bodies are required to: “Make provisions
for effective protection of heritage attributes when granting leases, licences, rights, or operating
agreements affecting provincial heritage property”.

Conservation Strategy

1) 10 to seek advice from the MCM Heritage Planning Unit on whether the Minister’s Consent will be
required prior to the execution of any proposed lease agreement.

2) 10 will ensure that the lease agreement includes the following key information for the continued
conservation of the cultural heritage value of Ontario Place:

= clear boundaries identifying the location of the proposed area,
= alist of all heritage attributes located within the proposed boundary,
= confirmation of the ongoing legally binding heritage protection mechanism(s).

3) 10 will engage qualified person(s) to prepare an HIA to assess the impacts and provide
recommendations and mitigation measures to support the disposition of any part of the property from
provincial control.

4) 10 will seek MCM Minister’s Consent prior to transferring any portion of the property from provincial
control.

NOTE: The Ministry of Infrastructure has received Minister’s Consent for disposition of the Therme lease
area.
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5. Action Plan

This section outlines how the conservation strategies will be put into action and provides concise
direction and guidance on priorities and timelines as it relates to the redevelopment of Ontario

Place.

5.1

Summary of Responsibilities and Required Studies

As a result of the conservation strategies, further studies might be required to help facilitate how and
when those strategies will be put into action. The table below provides a summary of the Projects,
location of project, role of project proponent, and a summary of the responsibilities of the proponent.

Projects Location Role Summary of Responsibilities
Early Central Area | Government Repair to pods, Cinesphere, and bridges of the Pavilion:
Works responsible for the| ¢  Review applicable conservation strategies as outlined
early work repair | ¢  Ensure all works are being reviewed and observed by a
Repair - work. heritage professional, no heritage studies required for
maintenance work

e  Obtain building permits when required

Enabling Site wide Government will e Review applicable conservation strategies as outlined

Works be upgrading all e  For activities that may impact the cultural heritage value or
services to the attributes of the property within the project location,

Site property to help retain qualified persons to complete a HIA. Can be

Servicing facilitate the completed as part of the Category B EA process.

Upgrades redevelopment e  Obtain building permits when required.

e  Minister’s Consent will be required should demolition or
removals of heritage attributes be needed as part of the
proposed servicing work.

Public Central Government will e Review applicable conservation strategies as outlined
Realm area, central | be completingthe | ¢  Will require studies for risk management, climate change
portion of redevelopment of (flooding) and AODA requirements for retained buildings
the East the publicream. | ¢  For activities that may impact the cultural heritage value or
Island, and attributes of the property within the project location,
majority of retain qualified persons to complete a HIA. Can be
the completed as part of the Category C EA process.
Mainland e  Obtain building permits and planning approvals from the
Municipality when required

e  Minister’s Consent will be required should demolition or
removals of heritage attributes be needed as part of the
proposed design

Pavilion Central Area |Government is e  Review applicable conservation strategies as outlined
Tenant responsible for e  Will require studies for risk management, climate change
facilitating the (flooding) and AODA requirements for retained buildings
adaptive reuse of e  For activities that may impact the cultural heritage value or
the Pavilion. attributes of the property within the project location,
retain qualified persons to complete a HIA.

e  Obtain building permits when required

Therme West Island, |Redevelopment e Review applicable conservation strategies as outlined
entrance partner e Will require studies for risk management, climate change
located on (flooding) and AODA requirements for retained buildings
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the western

For activities that may impact the cultural heritage value or

edge of the attributes of the property within the project location,
Mainland retain qualified persons to complete a HIA.
Minister’s Consent will be required should demolition or
removals be needed as part of the proposed design
Live Nation | North Redevelopment Review applicable conservation strategies as outlined
portion of partner Will require studies for risk management, climate change
the East (flooding) and AODA requirements for retained buildings
Island For activities that may impact the cultural heritage value or
attributes of the property within the project location,
retain qualified persons to complete a HIA.
Minister’s Consent will be required should demolition or
removals be needed as part of the proposed design
Potential small Redevelopment Review applicable conservation strategies as outlined
Future portionon  |partner Will require studies for risk management, climate change
Activity the eastern (flooding) and AODA requirements for retained buildings
Area edge of the For activities that may impact the cultural heritage value or
Central Area attributes of the property within the project location,
and small retain qualified persons to complete a HIA.
portion on Minister’s Consent will be required should demolition or
the western removals be needed as part of the proposed design
edge of the
East Island.

Table 25: Summary of Responsibilities Table

Required Heritage Studies:

A Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) will be required to determine project impacts and to provide
mitigation measures for implementation prior to finalizing any design or site alteration. Subsequent
heritage studies may be required based on the recommendations of the HIA.

5.2 Effective Timelines

In addition to the following timelines and actions outlined in the table below, the continued
conservation of the cultural heritage value of the property and of the identified cultural heritage
attributes so as to avoid any loss or damage will be achieved through conservation and maintenance
activities enacted through 10 by:

e Oversight by OPC until such a time as new public body is in place

e The continuation of a service provider schedule of regular property inspections.

e |0 oversight of any changes to or development of the property as outlined in Section 5.3 and

Section 7.0
5.2.1 For Maintenance — Priority Work
Projects Timeline Actions
Repair — Ongoing Repair to pods, Cinesphere, and bridges of the
“Early Works Pavilion:
Project” I Being observed by a heritage professional
Il. Obtain building permits when required
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1. Start work on the Pavilion

Site Servicing Ongoing l. EA and HIA — HIA produced by a qualified
Upgrades heritage professional

“Enabling Works” II.  Start work

Public Realm Ongoing l. EA and HIA — HIA produced by a qualified
Project heritage professional

Il. Minister’s Consent will be required should
demolition or removals of heritage
attributes be needed as part of the
proposed design

M. No action for the Trillium Park

5.2.2 For Redevelopment

All work to be completed as part of any redevelopment project will have compliance with the
conservation strategies as outlined in this SCP through the HIA process outlined in Section 7.3. Should
demolitions or removal of any heritage attribute be proposed as part of the redevelopment projects,
Minister’s Consent will be required

Projects Timeline Actions

Therme Project Ongoing l. HIA produced by a qualified heritage
professional

1. Minister’s Consent will be required should
demolition or removals of heritage
attributes be needed as part of the
proposed design

Live Nation Project | 2023 l. HIA produced by a qualified heritage
professional

Il. Minister’s Consent will be required should
demolition or removals of heritage
attributes be needed as part of the
proposed design

Potential Future TBD l. HIA produced by a qualified heritage

Activity Area professional

Il Minister’s Consent will be required should
demolition or removals of heritage
attributes be needed as part of the
proposed design

5.2.3 For Post Redevelopment

Following the completion of redevelopment activities, the following activities are recommended for
future planning.
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Project Timeline Actions
Revise the SCHV Five years or i) Update the SCHV to reflect post redevelopment
post conditions
redevelopment
whichever
comes first
Revise the Strategic Five years or ii) update the Strategic Conservation Plan to reflect
Conservation Plan post the revised SCHV and current conditions
redevelopment
whichever
comes first

5.3 Planning Processes at the Provincial Level

Ontario Place has many stakeholders, and its redevelopment is subject to greater provincial and
municipal scrutiny. Guidance with respect to actions required for both the conservation and
redevelopment of Ontario Place are outlined in the following sections and reflect the legislative and
policy considerations that are in place. Refer to Section 7 for the process and stewardship roles involved
in the implementation of the SCP.

5.3.1 Class EAs

To help guide how and when strategies will be put into action, the Class EA process will help to establish
key timelines and will help to organize the approvals required for work at Ontario Place. The Class EA
process is expected to take two years. Opportunities for engagement will be held at key points with the
identified Indigenous communities, stakeholders, and the public to provide input. A dedicated project
website has been launched to provide regular updates and information on consultation opportunities
that will be offered over the course of the project (EngageOntarioPlace.ca).

5.3.1.1 Public Works Class EA

The PW Class EA establishes a planning and approval process for realty and public works projects related
to the delivery of realty and infrastructure for government lands. Heritage impact assessments (HIAs)
will be required for Ontario Place’s redevelopment as part of the Class EA process. The HIAs will follow
the process and content for HIAs outlined in MTCS, Information Bulletin 3 - Heritage Impact Assessment
for Provincial Heritage Properties (Appendix D). For further information about heritage impact
assessments for government-led undertakings, see Section 5.0 Action Plan and Section 7.3 Ontario Place
HIA Assessment Review and Acceptance Process. There are two EAs underway for Ontario Place.
Category B for the Site Servicing and Category C for the government Public Ream.

5.3.1.2 Site Servicing (Category B EA)

The Category B EA Site Servicing Project commenced in October 2021. It was deemed to be independent

of the redevelopment EA and proceeded in advance and separately because the work is required to

maintain current operations regardless of future redevelopment. The proposed site servicing project will

include: the reconfiguration, updating to current code, and upgrading of the existing on-site

underground utilities (e.g., water, wastewater, electrical, gas); provision of redundant/back-up off-site
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service connections to external infrastructure networks (e.g., City of Toronto, Toronto Hydro Enbridge
Gas, Telecom service providers); and inclusion of stormwater management. The main activities for the
proposed undertaking include:
e design services
e decommissioning and removal of infrastructure that has no remaining purpose
e modification of existing or construction of new site servicing and related supporting
infrastructure
e grounds maintenance and landscaping
e related realty activities if required to facilitate coordination of the approvals and agreements
such as acquisition, easement and/or leasing/letting.

Consultation with interested and directly affected parties includes engagement with the rights-based
Indigenous communities. This will be documented in the C&D Report which will be posted for public
comment on the project webpage (EngageOntarioPlace.ca).

5.3.1.3 Redevelopment (Category C EA and Public Realm Master Plan)

The Category C EA Redevelopment Project was initiated on March 16, 2022 when the Notice of
Commencement was posted on the Environmental Registry of Ontario.* This EA applies to government-
led undertakings on the Ontario Place property and includes site preparations and site development.

Government-led site preparations will be occurring across the entirety of Ontario Place with the
exception of Trillium Park and the William G. Davis trail (i.e.: the public realm) while tenant-led
development activities are limited to areas within the tenanted boundaries. The key types of activities
included in the government-led scope of work include:

e Planning approvals and realty activities

e Building decommissioning and removal

e Grading and landscaping

e Development of parks, trails and open spaces
Shoreline repairs and flood mitigation
Site access and parking
e Incorporation of science-based learning programs
e Construction of new buildings and supporting site infrastructure

As part of the redevelopment, the government-led Public Realm Master Plan will provide a unified
approach and identity to Ontario Place that will be implemented as individual redevelopment projects
proceed. This approach includes providing continuous public access to the entire waterfront and
working with tenants to ensure consistent, high-quality landscape across the site. The study area for the
Public Realm Master Plan applies primarily to the areas outside the tenant lease boundaries. This
includes the existing parking lots at the north of the property, portions of the east island, the marinas,
breakwater, and associated village clusters. However, the study area will also consider lands adjacent to
the Therme lease boundary on the west island.

The Public Realm Master Plan is part of the Category C EA for the Redevelopment Project and also
informs the Official Plan Amendment (OPA) and Zoning By-law Amendment (ZBA) process. Public

45 https://ero.ontario.ca/notice/019-5216
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consultation and design review are important and required aspects of the Master Plan project. Several
public consultations will be held as well as presentations to the Design Review Panels (DRP) of the City
of Toronto and Waterfront Toronto. The Public Realm Master plan had its first presentation (Issues
Identification) to the Waterfront Toronto DRP in July 2022. Presentations will also be made to
Waterfront Toronto DRP at the schematic design and design development stages of the Master Plan
project.

5.3.2 Ontario Place Heritage Impact Assessment Review and Acceptance Process

Per the Standards and Guidelines, a Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) is required when a proposed
action may impact the cultural heritage value or attribute of a property. An HIA is an independent study
that is scoped to determine and assess the impact(s) of a proposed activity on a heritage attribute or the
heritage value.

Building on the principles outlined in the S&Gs the SCP will provide direction as to when an HIA will be
required. (Refer to Section 4 — Conservation Strategies and Section 5 — Action Plan). For Ontario Place,
outside of general maintenance, all proposed actives will likely require an HIA s outlined in MTCS’
Information Bulletin 3 - Heritage Impact Assessments for Provincial Heritage Properties:

Ministry or Prescribed Public Body Review and Acceptance of Recommendations

On completion of the Heritage Impact Assessment the ministry or prescribed public body should
attach a written confirmation that it has reviewed the completed report and has accepted the
qualified person(s) final recommendations on the preferred alternative and/or mitigation measures
that will be implemented.

There are two main triggers for an HIA:
1) An HIA that is required to fulfil the requirements as outlined in the Standards and Guidelines.
These are outlined in the SCP; and,
2) An HIA as part of the Environmental Assessment process.

For the purposes of the proposed redevelopment, HIAs will either be procured by 10 or by the identified
proposed project proponents. Regardless of the trigger the review and acceptance process will remain
the same.

Roles and Responsibilities
As 10 has been retained to deliver the project, 10 currently holds the responsibility for the HIA review
process and acceptance of the recommendations in an HIA.

Stakeholder Review Group for acceptance of HIA Recommendations

Prior to the start of the review and acceptance process I0’s Heritage Unit will identify the review
stakeholders for the process. The core stakeholders for the review stage of the process include 10’s
Heritage Unit and MCM’s Heritage Planning Unit. Other stakeholders may include the members of the
City of Toronto’s Heritage Planning Services, MOI, or OPRS, MTCS and will be confirmed at the start of
the review step.
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Process: Heritage Impact Assessment Review and Acceptance (Table 27)

To ensure that all heritage related work is consistent with the S&G and related information bulletins, the
|0 Heritage unit will provide the written confirmation of review and acceptance of the final
recommendations of the HIAs. The “Heritage Impact Assessment Review and Acceptance Process” of
HIAs for the Ontario Place property is outlined below. To note, the Review and Acceptance and process
in an internal government approval process and is the final step for the HIA. An HIA will only be put
through the Review and Acceptance and process once all components of the HIA are completed,
including community engagement.

Step Tasks
Review This step includes:
a) the review of the HIA by IO Heritage Unit and specific stakeholders,

and
b) 10’s Heritage Unit’s determination that the HIA is satisfactory and
can move on to the next step.

HIAs working through the acceptance process will either be procured by 10
or have been completed by a third party and submitted to |0 for review and
acceptance. If the HIA has been procured by 10, the review step is
incorporated throughout the drafting of the HIA. If the HIA is submitted to 10
for acceptance, then the review is a separate step and will proceed as
outlined in this table.

The purpose of the review phase is to ensure that the HIA is completed to
the satisfaction of the IO Heritage Unit. As part of the review phase, in
addition to review by an 10 Heritage Specialists, 10 will distribute the HIA to
the Stakeholder Review Group (noted above) for their input.

The review process is iterative to ensure that edits and concerns are
addressed and resolved in the HIA to the satisfaction of 10 Heritage Unit.
Inform When the HIA is completed to the satisfaction of the 10 Heritage Unit, |0 will
arrange a meeting with MOI and OPRS MOI to review the recommendations
before formal acceptance. The purpose of this step is to inform MOI and
OPRS MOI of the recommendations and discuss any questions.

Formal Acceptance I0’s Heritage Unit will provide written conformation in the form of a memo
of the acceptance of the HIA’s final recommendations. This memo will be
attached to the HIA as a cover page of the document.

Next phase The HIA with its acceptance memo will be submitted as a key component
that informs the next applicable step. The next steps could include
incorporation into ongoing EAs, Minister Consent applications, planning
application or implementation of work outlined in the HIA.

It is the responsibility of the following processes to recognize and
incorporate the recommendations of the HIA into any decisions and

associated documentation.
Table 26: HIA Review and Acceptance Process
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Deviations from Accepted HIA

As part of the Next Steps Phase, if there are deviations from the preferred alternative and/or mitigation
measures to be implemented these changes will be addressed either in a revised HIA or as an addendum
to the exiting HIA, as determined by the 10 Heritage Unit, and cycled through the Heritage Impact
Assessment Review and Acceptance Process again.

Change in the acceptance process
The above HIA Acceptance Process will be in place until such time that the responsibility to review and
accept the recommendations of the HIA are reassigned to a ministry or other prescribed public body.

5.4 Provincial — Municipal Engagement Process and Development Approvals Process

In June 2021, Toronto City Council adopted a Terms of Reference (TOR) that allowed the City of Toronto
to engage directly with the Province on the redevelopment plans for Ontario Place. The TOR set out a
framework for ongoing cooperation, coordination, and engagement. It identified the following areas for
further collaboration between the City and Province:

e site planning, permitting and approvals

e sjte servicing

e land requirements

e Ontario Place / Exhibition Place linkages

In January 2022, the City outlined a process for Planning Act and Ontario Heritage Act approvals for the
redevelopment of Ontario Place. *® The Planning Act approvals are anticipated to be processed in two
parts: 1) Ontario Place Official Plan Amendment (OPA) and Zoning By-law Amendment (ZBA); 2) Site Plan
Control.

In Part One, the Province (working through 10), will submit an application for a property-wide OPA and
ZBA. The amendments are intended to seek development permissions for the various uses to be
described in full, in site plan applications. The first part involves: a pre-submission phase including
engagement with provincial and city stakeholders; the application submission; the preliminary report,
resubmission, and council decision.*’

In Part Two, each tenant will submit site plan control applications for their individual projects with each
application advancing on its own timeline. The existing design and development concepts of the
tenanted areas (Therme and Live Nation) are at an early stage and are considered conceptual by the
City. The City will use its established standard review process when reviewing site plan control
applications.

The City is a stakeholder in the Ontario Place SCP and is being consulted as part of its drafting and
development. The draft final SCP will also be reviewed by City staff and commentary will be provided in

46 See Toronto City Council Decision, “Ontario Place/Exhibition Place Revitalization,” February 2 and 3 2022
accessed at http://app.toronto.ca/tmmis/viewAgendaltemHistory.do?item=2019.EX5.1 for a decision history.
#This process is described and visualized in City of Toronto, “Report for Action - Ontario Place Redevelopment -
Priority Areas for Collaboration and Development Approvals,” January 12, 2022 accessed at
https://www.toronto.ca/legdocs/mmis/2022/ex/bgrd/backgroundfile-175198.pdf

117


http://app.toronto.ca/tmmis/viewAgendaItemHistory.do?item=2019.EX5.1
https://www.toronto.ca/legdocs/mmis/2022/ex/bgrd/backgroundfile-175198.pdf

Ontario Place (N73731)
Strategic Conservation Plan

order to guide the forthcoming applications and public realm work.

5.5 Planning Processes at the Municipal Level
5.5.1 City of Toronto: Ontario Place Redevelopment

Priority Areas for Collaboration and Development Approvals Process (January 12, 2022)
The following is reproduced verbatim the City of Toronto Memo for the Ontario Place Redevelopment —
Priority Areas for Collaboration and Development Approvals Process released in January 2022.

Planning and Development Approvals

The Parties [City of Toronto and Province of Ontario] agree to enable the progress of the
Ontario Place Redevelopment Project in alignment with the Terms of Reference and the
concept/vision set out on the last page of this Major Terms and Co The Parties agree to make
every possible effort to facilitate the planning process that is required to enable the timely
consideration of an Official Plan Amendment (OPA) and Zoning By-law Amendment (ZBA) by City
Council to be in place for Ontario Place by December 31, 2023.

The Province will:

(i) Undertake a pre-application consultation process with the City (with support
from third party consultants) to facilitate a timely approvals process;

(ii) File development applications for the City's consideration of an OPA and a ZBA
for Ontario Place; and

(iii) Engage and collaborate with the City during the development approvals process

to ensure that process milestone dates are met in the conditions document

The City will manage a development approvals process in a manner that will enable City Council
to make a decision on the OPA and ZBA applications by December 31, 2023.

If an OPA and ZBA permitting the redevelopment of Ontario Place are not in place by December
31, 2023, the City acknowledges that the Province may utilize other tools available to the
Province to ensure the further progress of the Ontario Place Redevelopment Project. This
acknowledgement does not limit any rights the City may have to respond to the Province’s use
of other tools.

Applications for approvals other than an OPA and a ZBA, such as Site Plan Approval applications
and any minor variance applications, will be filed by one or more of the Tenants with the written
consent and authorization of the owner of the relevant lands

The City will allow Site Plan Approval applications to be filed in advance of a decision on the OPA
and ZBA.

The City will make every possible effort to expedite consideration of Site Plan Approval
applications.

The Province acknowledges that it may be required to file a Site Plan Approval application for

118



Ontario Place (N73731)
Strategic Conservation Plan

the non-tenanted portions of the property.
5.5.2 Building Permit Process

The proponents will submit to the City of Toronto for Building Permit Approval.

5.6 Qualifications

Per the S&Gs, “qualified persons” means individuals — professional engineers, architects, archaeologists,
etc. — having relevant, recent experience in the conservation of cultural heritage value and cultural
heritage attributes. When selecting a consultant or professional, the “qualified persons” should have
formal educational training in the relevant field and/or 10 years of experience (for lead heritage
contractor), and a recent portfolio of comparable work. Where necessary, variations in what constitutes
a “qualified person” for each trade or specialist will be indicated as required by the project scope of
work document. |10 Heritage Staff will provide advice, review scopes of work, and confirm requirements
for specific and appropriate qualified persons based on the nature of the project or study being
undertaken
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6. Community Engagement

Note: This SCP engagement was undertaken during the COVID-19 Pandemic, which placed limitations on
all but virtual engagement.

Community engagement for the SCP was planned to be conducted in two phases. TMHC, the
engagement lead on the LHC consultation team, led and completed Phase 1 Engagement. In addition to
the Phase 1 Engagement, TMHC reviewed and considered heritage related comments from earlier or
concurrent MTCS and |0 engagement sessions. The following two sections are taken verbatim from the
LHC/TMHC Draft Strategic Conservation Report (January 2022) unless otherwise indicated in brackets.

Terminology note, identified Indigenous communities refer to communities identified by MOI for the
purposes of Duty to Consult...

6.1 Ministry and 10 engagement during Phase 1

In fall of 2021, MTCS and 10 executed a program of public consultation about the Ontario Place
redevelopment project as a whole. Virtual information sessions and an online survey were utilized to
engage the public.

More than 7,200 people participated [in the online survey], including identifying important general
features, uses, and relative importance of heritage features. Comments throughout the survey also
highlighted the importance of public access, water-related activities, providing venues and spaces for
artists, play spaces for children (often recalling the original Children’s Village), preserving natural spaces,
and cultural programming including sharing of Indigenous histories.

Three virtual information sessions for the public were held in October and December, 2021. At the
October information sessions, heritage-related questions and discussions were held, including how and
when heritage considerations are being addressed in the redevelopment process. Concerns were
expressed about the importance of conservation planning and the need for this step to inform
subsequent decision-making. Members of the SCP team participated directly in the December session,
presenting on the SCP and subsequent heritage processes and answering questions. More than 600
people from across Ontario participated in the virtual information sessions.

As part of the finalization of the Draft SCP, targeted [stakeholder outreach and introductory meetings
were] directed at [the identified] Indigenous communities and specific stakeholders including local
heritage organizations, waterfront groups, and municipal agencies.*® The targeted [engagement] utilized
several formats of communication including email outreach, phone conversations, virtual meetings, and
document review and feedback. This [engagement] was separated into two phases: Phase 1: Preliminary
Outreach and Phase 2: Draft Review. A summary of each phase’s objectives and results are presented in
the following sections.

In addition to this focused outreach, general [feedback via the Ministry’s online survey and public
information sessions was compiled, including what heritage attributes were important to the

48 These were identified in Appendix D of the SCP by LHC, see the following page for a list of stakeholders and
communities.
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respondents.]

The overarching objective of the SCP [engagement approach] was to facilitate the participation of
stakeholders and community representatives in the development of the SCP for Ontario Place. Their
feedback would help guide future planning decisions relative to the identified heritage conservation
strategies and heritage attributes of Ontario Place.

The following agencies and organizations were approached during Phase 1:

e Destination Toronto

e Exhibition Place

e Future of Ontario Place (umbrella organization consisting of: the Architectural Conservancy of
Ontario: John H. Daniels Faculty of Architecture — University of Toronto, Landscape and Design;
and, the World Monuments Fund)

e Heritage Planning, City of Toronto

e Heritage Toronto

e Museum of Toronto

e National Trust for Canada

* Ontario Place for All

e Toronto Ports Authority

e Toronto Region Conservation Authority

e Waterfront for All

e Waterfront Toronto

The following are the identified Indigenous communities that were approached during Phase 1:
e Alderville First Nation
e Curve Lake First Nation
e Haudenosaunee Confederacy Chiefs Council
e Hiawatha First Nation
e Kawartha Nishnawbe First Nation
e Mississaugas of the Credit First Nation
e Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation
e Six Nations of the Grand River

In addition to receiving comments via email and through the general stakeholder survey, virtual
meetings were offered to each Indigenous community and several of the general stakeholder
organizations and city agencies.

The following [introductory] meetings took place during Phase 1:
e November 1, 2021 — Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation
e November 10, 2021 — Six Nations of the Grand River
e December 1, 2021 — Ontario Place for All
e December 15, 2021 — Heritage Planning (Toronto)
e December 17, 2021 — Future of Ontario Place
e January 5, 2022 — Mississaugas of the Credit First Nation

All but two [identified] Indigenous communities and one general stakeholder responded during Phase 1
with many sharing substantive information or providing comments about subsequent consultation. All
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communications and meeting minutes were logged, and relevant information was shared with the
broader SCP project team through correspondence and scheduled internal workshops. Participation by
Infrastructure Ontario during all outreach and [MTSC] during Indigenous introductory meetings enabled
groups to share and receive information outside of the particular scope of the SCP during meetings and
through emails.

Early consultation with Curve Lake First Nation resulted in a meeting scheduled for Phase 2.

Preliminary comments and discussion focused on a number of key themes across participants.

They included:
Identified heritage attributes and cultural landscapes of Ontario Place:
o Original intent and purpose of Ontario Place
o Internationally significant example of Modernist architecture
o Statement of Cultural Heritage Value, 2013
o Comprehensive understanding and planning of an integrated Ontario Place cultural
landscape
o Existing green spaces
o Public access
o Importance of the Pods and Cinesphere
Indigenous participation and programming:
o Form of SCP consultation
o Local Indigenous histories and public education, including Indigenous languages
o Opportunities to incorporate Indigenous design perspectives including landscape
architecture, [including the use of indigenous plants and traditional medicinal plants,
and green energy]
o Opportunities for traditional and contemporary Indigenous cultural programming
including arts, food, gardens and gathering spaces.
o Possible collaborations with Indigenous institutions (e.g., Woodland Cultural Centre)
Information about the Strategic Conservation Plan and process:
o Purpose of the Strategic Conservation Plan
o Context of the Strategic Conservation Plan
o Future opportunities for consultation during and beyond the Strategic Conservation Plan
Future uses and redevelopment
o Preliminary tenant designs
o Potential uses of the Pods and Cinesphere
o Relationship between heritage and green energy
o
o

Incorporation of native plant species
Local transportation infrastructure

6.2 Community Engagement Phase 2

Phase 2 of Community Engagement for the Ontario Place SCP included the review of the draft report by
the identified heritage stakeholders and Indigenous communities. In addition to reviewing the draft
report, the heritage stakeholders and Indigenous communities were offered an opportunity to meet
with 10 and SBA to discuss the Draft SCP. For those stakeholders and Indigenous communities that
accepted the opportunity to meet, the meetings included an overview and presentation of the SCP
followed by a discussion.

122



Ontario Place (N73731)
Strategic Conservation Plan

Phase 2 of Community Engagement for the Ontario Place SCP officially started with 10 emailing out the
draft SCP to all the heritage stakeholders and identified Indigenous communities on August 5, 2022. The
review period was initially set for three weeks, ending on August 26, 2022. Based on stakeholder
feedback, the review period was extended by two weeks, end on September 9, 2022.

During the Phase 2 Community Engagement period, the following meetings took place:
e August 14, 2022 - City of Toronto, Technical table
e August 19, 2022 — Mississaugas of the Credit First Nation and again on September 9, to review
their comments.
e August 25, 2022 - Six Nations of the Grand River
e August 26, 2022 — City of Toronto, Heritage Planners and Peer Reviewer
e September 1, 2022 — Future of Ontario Place (now under Architectural Conservancy of Ontario)
e September 1, 2022 — Ontario Place for All
e September 2, 2022 — Waterfront Toronto

We received written feedback from the Mississaugas of the Credit First Nation, Mississaugas of Scugog
Island First Nation, Exhibition Place, Ontario Place for All, Future of Ontario Place (now taken over by the
ACO) and City of Toronto. A summary of meetings and feedback received is summarized in Appendix C.

The feedback can be understood within three broad areas. First, feedback related to concern about the
conservation of the heritage value of Ontario Place in light of redevelopment plans. Second, the
Strategic Conservation Process and the roles and responsibilities and processes involved in the
implementation of the SCP, and finally a number of concerns that fell outside the scope of the SCP such
as ecological or environmental concerns. The level of engagement was excellent and thoughtful. The
guestions and comments helped to underline the way the SCP is a public facing document that will also
be read by an audience of non-heritage professionals.

Following community engagement sessions and feedback, the authors of this SCP revised the content to
include information to provide more clarity and detail with respect to the role of other experts within
their fields upon whose reports and assessments this SCP depended for information, and to highlight the
process involved in the implementation of the SCP and the roles and responsibilities of stewards and
stakeholders of the site. The authors also built in more contextual commentary to compensate for the
absence of a Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report (CHER). The feedback that was considered to be out of
scope of the SCP will be shared with the internal IO development team to ensure that concerns raised
are considered throughout the many OP redevelopment due diligence and planning streams.

Baes on community feedback, there was a clear ask for clarity around the Provincial Heritage
Framework. As this information is out of scope of the SCP, contact the Ministry of Citizenship and
Multiculturalism for further information about the Provincial Heritage Framework and process. To note,
the Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism provided Section 4 of the report (Consultation
Strategies), with input from 10 Heritage, after Community Engagement was completed for the SCP.
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7. Implementation

Ontario Place is a PHPPS containing a cultural heritage landscape composed of landforms, structures,
bridges, entry plaza and water features that “together form a significant type of heritage form district
from that of its constituent elements or parts. As such, Ontario Place must be understood, managed,
and redeveloped in a manner that respects its heritage value, attributes and contributing built form
resources. As a cultural heritage landscape, Ontario Place must continue to read as one place even as it
serves multiple, individual functions.

New development and site alteration at Ontario Place must:

e Acknowledge and reflect on the treaty, traditional, and ongoing presence of Indigenous
communities in the Toronto area and along Lake Ontario

e Conserve its heritage values and attributes identified in the SCHV

e Reflect its long-term heritage conservation vision

e Address impacts on the cultural heritage landscape as a whole including heritage values,
attributes, and other contributing heritage values identified in the SCP

e Respond to its original ideas, design intent, and realization as described in the SCHV and the SCP

e Complement and build upon the integrated and high-quality history of its design (landscape,
architecture, engineering) and programming (educational recreation)

Prior to the start of the review and acceptance process, |0’s Heritage Unit will identify the review
stakeholder review group for the process. The core stakeholders for the review stage of the process
include 10’s Heritage Unit and MCM'’s Heritage Planning Unit. Other stakeholders may include members
of the City of Toronto’s Heritage Planning Services, or MOI and will be confirmed at the start of the
review step.

7.1 Heritage Process and Responsibilities

The conservation of its heritage values and heritage attributes is one of many activities or undertakings
that are part of the redevelopment of Ontario Place. The following provides an overview of the
responsibilities and processes related to the heritage conservation and provincial approvals that shall
occur after completion of the SCP borne by various ministries, prescribed public bodies, and
stakeholders.

7.1.1 Ministry of Infrastructure (MOI)

The Ministry of Infrastructure holds the Ontario Place lands on behalf of the Province and, among other
duties, it is responsible for the redevelopment of Ontario Place.

The Ministry of Infrastructure is subject to the Ontario Heritage Act, the Standards & Guidelines for
Conservation of Provincial Heritage Properties, and implementation and application of this Strategic
Conservation Plan for Ontario Place.

It is responsible for making sure that:
i relevant staff, contractors, consultants, lessees, occupants, Ontario Place Corporation, Ontario
Infrastructure and Lands Corporation and other decision makers are aware of the content of the
Statement of Cultural Heritage Value for Ontario Place and the recommended conservation
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strategies outlined in the Strategic Conservation Plan prior to making decisions or taking actions
that may affect Ontario Place;

ii. it monitors and reports on the implementation of the Strategic Conservation Plan; and the
Strategic Conservation Plan is placed in a permanent archive, is made publicly accessible, while
observing security, privacy and other requirements; and is filed with the Ministry of Citizenship
and Multiculturalism property record in PastPort

7.1.2 Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism

The Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism provides advisory services related to cultural heritage
within the provincial land use planning framework and leads implementation of the Standards and
Guidelines for Conservation of Provincial Heritage Properties across the government of Ontario. The
Deputy Minister is responsible for approving the Strategic Conservation Plan. Please refer to the
Standards & Guidelines for Conservation of Provincial Heritage Properties for additional details.

7.1.3 Ontario Place Corporation

Ontario Place Corporation is the agency of the Ministry of Infrastructure that is responsible for
managing and programming those Ontario Place lands that are not, or not yet, subject to
redevelopment. Ontario Place Corporation is subject to the Ontario Heritage Act, the Standards &
Guidelines for Conservation of Provincial Heritage Properties, and this Strategic Conservation Plan.

7.1.4 Ontario Infrastructure and Lands Corporation (Infrastructure Ontario)

Infrastructure Ontario is the agency of MOI responsible for managing the Province’s realty assets and
retained by MOI to deliver the Ontario Place Development project (specifically the Landmark Project’s
department of 10), which includes obtaining all required approvals at a provincial and municipal level for
the government-led portion of the proposed redevelopment and general site preparation for the
proposed project areas.

7.1.5 City of Toronto

The City of Toronto is responsible for reviewing and approving development applications under the
Planning Act as submitted by Infrastructure Ontario, on behalf of MOI, for the redevelopment of Ontario
Place.

7.1.6  Process related to the Category C EA & OP and ZBA Approvals

The following graphic (Figure 102) details the reporting and processes related to the Category C
Environmental Assessment (public realm) and the Municipal Official Plan and Zoning Amendment
application (OPA & ZBA). Following completion of the SCP, the pre-community engagement draft HIA
supporting the OPA & ZBA will be completed. The HIA will note the recommended options to mitigate
impacts of the proposed activities are consistent with the SCP or will provide a rationale for an
alternative conservation approach and mitigation measures will be provided. The outlined management
structures and decision-making processes will ensure that the conservation strategies of this SCP will be
shared broadly to all relevant groups and bodies who are responsible for implementation of the SCP and
heritage related decisions for the management and development of the property.
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Figure 102: Processes Stemming from SCP Implementation (Credit: 10)
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7.2 Strategic Conservation Plan Implementation

The MOI/OI Heritage Committee has verified that the work for the SCP was completed in accordance
with the Standards and Guidelines including the MOI | & E Process.

The 10 Ontario Place Redevelopment Team and 10 Heritage Unit is committed to ensure that relevant
staff, service providers, contractors, consultants, tenants, and decision makers for the proposed Ontario
Place Redevelopment Project as well as in general are made aware of the content of the Statement of
Culture Heritage Value and the conservation strategies as set out and recommended by the Strategic
Conservation Plan.

The final, Deputy Minister approved SCP will be stored electronically in multiple places:
e |0’s Livelink file structure as a permanent final report document and is therein accessible to all
10 staff and 10 Service Providers
e with the MTCS property record in PastPort
e On the Ontario Place Redevelopment website (https://engageontarioplace.ca/) for the duration
of the Ontario Place Redevelopment project.

The Strategic Conservation Plan will be integratedin the future use of the property throughthe inclusion
of the document in any potential Lease/Tenant Agreements and as a guidance document provided to the
potential project proponents and the City of Toronto

10 will continue to commit to and ensure that relevant staff, service providers, contractors, consultants,
lessees, occupants, and decision makers are made aware of the content of the Statement of Culture
Heritage Value and the conservation strategies as set out and recommended by the Strategic
Conservation Plan through established practices within both MOI Property Management Branch and 10
Realty Portfolio Planning, through the Capital Planning team, and through established electronic
notification and service provider meeting schedules.

8. Monitoring

The actions and outcomes of the Strategic Conservation Plan will be monitored and reported on a
regular basis through service provider inspections, reviews, and base building assessments, and includes,
ata minimum (should the property remain in provincial title):
e Monitor, maintain, and stabilize all heritage attributes until such time as they are reused, or the
Deputy Minister has signed the consent to demolish.
e Retain qualified personnel for the monitoring, maintenance, and stabilization oversight
e A commitment to review and amend the Strategic Conservation Plan as necessary or at least
every five years to monitor compliance and to ensure commitment to continual improvement or
in the case of Ontario Place at the completion of significant projects.
e A commitment to document successes or problems arising from applying the Strategic
Conservation Plan.
e At the completion of proposed Ontario Place’s Redevelopment, the SCHV should be revisited
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1 Property History

Background and Context

Ontario Place was inspired by the Ontario Pavilion at Expo 67 [Figure Al and A2] that featured bilingual
exhibits, a circular theater, and restaurant complex. While the exhibits captured the mood, character,
and outlook of the province, the focal point of the pavilion was a 570-seat circular theater featuring the
film "A Place to Stand."*! Commissioned by the Ontario Department of Economics and Development, the
70mm Technicolor film was projected onto a twenty metre (66-foot) by nine metre (33-foot) screen. “A
Place to Stand” made extensive use of multiple screen imagery with up to fifteen images at a time visible
to viewers. It played continuously at Expo 67 and attracted approximately two million viewers.

Figure A1: Ontario Pavilion in Expo '67, May 1967 (Credit: Fairfield and Dubois)

Based on the success of the Ontario Pavilion, Premier John Robarts announced the government’s
intention to create a permanent facility that would showcase Ontario’s past achievements and future
prospects. Robarts made the announcement at the opening of the Canadian National Exhibition (CNE) in
August 1968.2 The Government of Ontario had a presence at the CNE since 1912 when it constructed a
building to house exhibits explaining the role of the provincial government. In 1926, the exhibits moved
to a substantial Beaux-Arts building, today known as the Liberty Grand (Chapman and Oxley architects).
Robarts’ proposal for a permanent pavilion was based on utilizing “the natural setting of the waterfront

1 Arlene Gemmil, Ontario Place: The Origins and Planning of an Urban Waterfront Park (Toronto: York
University, April 1981): 13.
2 John Burns, “Robarts pledges aid of Government for Expo-like Ex,” The Globe and Mail, August 17, 1968, 5.
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using modern structural designs, attempting to create a mood of gaiety and openness which helped
make so popular the Ontario Government pavilion at Expo ‘67.”2 The project was intended to inspire
other developments along Lake Ontario’s shoreline.

Figure A2: One of the Exhibits at the Ontario Pavilion (Credit: Library and Archives Canada, RG7, Box 4063 e000996554)

In 1967 Metropolitan Toronto developed a Waterfront Plan that provided guidelines for the
development and redevelopment of the shoreline between Ajax and Mississauga in order to create a
“handsome waterfront.”* Amongst its many proposals, one emphasized the need to revitalize and
expand the CNE through expansion into Lake Ontario and to cut waterways through the new land to
increase the potential of the site for exhibition. One of the plan’s boldest proposals advocated for the
creation of “Harbour City,” a mixed-use area that included high density residential neighbourhoods built

3 Ontario Place Magazine, c. 1972, 3.
4 Metropolitan Toronto, “The Waterfront Plan,” December 1967, 33.
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upon landforms created through dredging and fill [Figure A3]. Metro’s Waterfront Plan was strongly
supported by Premier Robarts, and his announcement followed upon this initiative.

Figure A3: In 1967, Metro Toronto released its ambitious waterfront plan which included the expansion of the CNE into Lake
Ontario and the creation of Harbour City (Credit: Metropolitan Toronto, The Waterfront Plan, December 1967, Plate 12A).

Original Development Impulse for Ontario Place

Ontario Place was a Government of Ontario waterfront renewal project overseen by the Special Projects
and Planning Branch of the Department of Trade and Development (DTD). Initially referred to as the
“Ontario Showcase” and the “Ontario Pavilion.” The Government engaged renowned architectural firm
Craig Zeidler and Strong (see 2 -Key Personnel). Their original concept included the placement of a
series of five interconnected pods entirely in open water. When it became clear that wave action could
damage the underlying structure of the pods during construction, it was decided to create landforms out
of landfill.

Recognizing that the landforms provided additional programming space, the DTD engaged Hough,
Stansbury & Associates, a preeminent landscape architecture firm based in Toronto, to create a master
plan (See 2 — Key Personnel). It was completed in December 1968 after which Ontario Place was
constructed at an astonishing pace [Figure A4]. Hough explained that the landforms were shaped into
two islands (East Island and West Island) so that the pods could remain in open water rather than
appearing landlocked. The bay created by the islands also provided the setting for the Cinesphere, a
triodetic dome, that pushed the nascent IMAX format to new limits by developing a curved screen, and
which led to the choice of a spherical building to house it. The Marina, enclosed by the breakwater, was
viewed as an important focal point for the complex. Three village clusters —two on the West Island and
one on the East Island — provided concession space for restaurants, bars, and gift shops.
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Figure A4: Progress Photos (Credit: AO F4521-106 as reproduced in the CHER, p. 71.)
The property’s original development between 1969-1971 generally reflected the master plan and

included the creation of the East and West Islands, the pods, the Cinesphere, several bridges, two entry
plazas, three village clusters, and forum (since demolished) [Figure A5]. This work was followed by the
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completion of the Children’s Village in 1972 and Water Play area in 1973, both designed by Eric
McMillan [Figure A6].

Figure A5: 1971 aerial photograph looking east over Ontario Place in May 1971. The site is still under construction, but many of
the original landscape and built features associated with the original design are apparent (Credit: Toronto Star Photograph
Archive, 0112123F.)

0 -

Figure A6: Ontario Place in 1973 showing the Forum and Children's Village on the East Island (Credit: COTA,
s0012_f11973_jt0038-01-01)
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Figure A7: By 1989, major changes on the West Island included filling in the reflecting pool and construction the Northern
Ontario exhibit and Wilderness Adventure Ride (Credit: COTA, s0012_fl1989 it0049g-01)

Growth and Evolution

Ontario Place required subsidies to operate since its opening. In 1971 it required $2.2 million, a figure
that increased to $2.75 million by 1978.° Over the ensuing decades, a number of new attractions and
programming were added to the property to help, in part, to prompt increased admission revenues.
These changes also resulted in a number of changes to the structures and landscapes of the original
design. In 1978 Canada’s first waterslide was added to the East Island, which grew into a permanent
waterpark in the 1990s. The reflecting pool was filled in to create a roller-skating rink in 1979. The
eastern edge of the East Island was slightly extended around 1981, and a much larger area was
extended from that edge to serve as a parking lot circa 1983.

In 1980 an “Ontario North” exhibit was constructed on the West Island for $1.6 million with a significant
portion of that cost covered by the Association of District Municipalities of Northern Ontario.® The
exhibition featured seven, interconnected concrete silo structures; these structures effectively disrupted
one of the landscape’s principal grassed open areas. In 1984, the Government of Ontario allocated $10.8
million for major upgrades at Ontario Place, including renovations to the West Island, the Waterfall
Stage at the former reflecting pool, and a new river rapids ride.” The latter was constructed immediately
north of the Ontario North exhibit, destroying much of the West Island’s remaining grassed areas
[Figure A7].

In 1994 the forum was replaced by the 16,000 seat Molson Amphitheatre (currently the Budweiser
Stage), with the $14.5 million price tag covered by the venue’s new private operators. The intervention

5 Murray Campbell, “Ontario Place gets money for facelift,” Toronto Star, November 13, 1984, M7.
6 Don Dutton, “North Ontario’s coming south — to sit in lake,” Toronto Star, January 16, 1980, E1.
7 Campbell, M7.
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represented a major change to Ontario Place’s original design. It replaced a prominent structure and
significantly altered the vegetation and landforms on the East Island. The original architect, Eberhard
Zeidler, lamented how the alterations discouraged interactions with water. Michael Hough decried the
changes as a disaster that would, “completely change the environment of Ontario Place.”® That same
year the Trillium restaurant closed, which allowed the privately-run Atlantis venue to operate in two of
the pods. Aspects of the Children’s Village were gradually replaced by other children-oriented
attractions during the 1990s [Figure A8]. In the late 1990s and early 2000s sagging attendance numbers
led to numerous ideas including a merger with the CNE® and selling Ontario Place outright.®

Figure A8 On the East Island, the Forum was replaced with the Budweiser Stage in 1994 and the grade raised (Credit: Google
Earth, 2009)

Closure and Redevelopment Plans

In 2010 a request for ideas for the complete redevelopment of Ontario Place was issued by the
Government of Ontario in advance of the site’s 40th anniversary. The request anticipated a year-round
operation and the potential removal of iconic buildings. Between 2010 and 2011, over $10 million was
invested in Ontario Place - related projects included upgrades to the water park, restoration of the
Cinesphere, new Eco-Learning programming and Echo Beach.!

Despite the new investment, in February 2012 the Government of Ontario formally announced the
closure of Ontario Place’s public areas for revitalization, with only the marina, Molson Canadian

8 Christopher Hume, “Can we no longer afford a little intimacy?” Toronto Star, August 13, 1994, F2.

% Jennifer Lewington, “Putting Ontario Place back on the map,” The Globe and Mail, July 3, 2004, M4.

10 Tonda MacCharles and Bruce Campion-Smith, “Flaherty eyes sale of assets,” Toronto Star, November 14, 2008,
Al.

11 Taylor Hazell Architects, “Ontario Place Culture Heritage Evaluation Report,” March 2013, 76.
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Amphitheatre, Atlantis entertainment venue and parking remaining operational.’? A target date of 2017
was initially set for the redevelopment meant to with Canada’s 150th anniversary celebrations. In 2014
the Government revealed its intentions that Ontario Place should be kept as a publicly accessible park
with the retention of the Cinesphere, pods, and Amphitheatre. In 2017 Trillium Park and the William G.
Davis Trail opened at the far side of the East Island, and the Cinesphere re-opened with a new IMAX
laser projection system.

A new government was elected in June 2018, and subsequently announced a plan to dissolve the
Ontario Place Corporation. In May 2019 the Government of Ontario issued a call for development for
Ontario Place,® finally announcing the details of its redevelopment plan in July 2021.%

2 Key Personnel

Eberhard Zeidler

Eberhard Heinrich Zeidler (1926-2022) was a German-Canadian architect with many acclaimed and
influential projects in Canada and internationally. Born in Germany, Zeidler studied under the influence
of the Bauhaus school and the Technische Hochschule in Karlsruhe. He immigrated to Canada in 1951,
working in Peterborough prior to establishing Craig, Zeidler & Strong in Toronto in 1963.%°

Zeidler’s training in Germany fostered an interest in the influence of technology on architecture. His
design work explored this relationship with special attention to exposed structural and mechanical
services, as well as communication and circulation systems. The firm’s first major project to
demonstrate these ideas was the McMaster University Health Sciences Centre (built 1972). It featured
glazed service and circulation towers with repeating building models with flexible service areas that
could be continuously adapted to new technologies or user needs.*® It reflected several key traits that
came to define the megastructure movement, particularly the modular approach and an emphasis on
indeterminacy — a building’s ability to accommodate growth or change. Ontario Place (built 1971) was
Zeidler’s next major commission and similarly demonstrated these megastructure traits on a much more
prominent and public site.” He designed over a thousand structures during his career, with other
influential examples including the Eaton Centre (built 1974-81), Queen's Quay Terminal (built 1979-83)
in Toronto, and Canada Place for Expo 86 in Vancouver.

Zeidler was also influential as a public architect and urbanist. He strongly advocated for Toronto’s
downtown as a place for people to live and not merely work. His vision involved heritage preservation
and creating walkable, pedestrian-oriented communities that took advantage of the existing the
streetcar network. Such ideas were not commonplace in the 1960s and 1970s but have since come to

12 The Canadian Press, “Liberals to close parts of Ontario Place to save cash,” CP24, February 1, 2012,
https://www.cp24.com/liberals-to-close-parts-of-ontario-place-to-save-cash-1.762324.

13 MHSTCI, "Ontario Officially Launches World-Wide Search for Development Partners," May 28, 2019,
https://news.ontario.ca/en/release/52416/ontario-officially-launches-world-wide-search-for-development-
partners.

14 Office of the Premiere of Ontario, "Province Announces Ontario Place Redevelopment," 30 July 2021,
https://news.ontario.ca/en/release/1000630/province-announces-ontario-place-redevelopment.

15 Michael McMordie, “Eberhard Zeidler,” The Canadian Encyclopedia, last modified February 7, 2022,
https://www.thecanadianencyclopedia.ca/en/article/eberhard-heinrich-zeidler

16 McMordie, “Eberhard Zeidler.”

17 James Ashby, “Megastructura Canadensis: Reconsidering the Dinosaurs of the Modern Movement,” Journal of
the Society for the Study of Architecture in Canada 38, no. 2 (2013): 83, 85.
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characterize downtown development. His vision for mixed-use communities in the downtown core
contributed to Toronto’s Central Area Plan (1976).18 Although unrealized, the Harbour City plan (1970)
represents a unique application of Zeidler’s ideas alongside his penchant for boldness.

Zeidler’s work is highly influential both in terms of the popularity of iconic and acclaimed structures, and
how his work expressed his notions about human engagement with their spaces and broader
environments. He and his projects have received numerous awards and acknowledgements, with
personal accomplishments including the Order of Canada (1984), the Order of Ontario (1984), and the
Royal Architectural Institute of Canada’s Gold Medal (1986).

Michael Hough
Michael Hough (1928-2013) was a Toronto-based landscape architect who was highly influential as a

practitioner, author, and educator. Born in France, Hough studied at the Edinburgh College of Art and at
the University of Pennsylvania with his mentor lan McHarg. He settled in Toronto in 1959 finding work
with Project Planning Associates. In 1963 he established the design firm of Michael Hough & Associates,
while simultaneously taking up a teaching position at the University of Toronto and preparing that
school’s first landscape architecture program. Hough became a professor in York University’s Faculty of
Environmental Studies program in 1970, a position he held for 35 years.

Hough’s work represented a new perspective within landscape architecture due to his ecological and
context-driven approach that emphasized understanding and working with nature.?® He understood
landscape as a process, relying on biological principles as a basis for design, rather than ornamental
objectives. His impact on the field of landscape architecture stemmed from his decades-long academic
career and seminal writings. % In addition to his academic influence, Hough’s career is distinguished by
numerous award-winning projects, and notably for the master plan for the University of Toronto’s
Scarborough College and Ontario Place.

18 Andrew Reeves, “The ‘Zeidler Effect,” Novae Res Urbis Toronto 26, no. 5 (February 4, 2022): 4-5.

1 Taylor Hazell Architects, 31.

20 Daniels School of Architecture at the University of Toronto, “Michael Hough, 1928-2013,” (January 28, 2013),
retrieved at: http://www.daniels.utoronto.ca/news/mon-jan-28-2013-413pm/michael-hough-1928-2013
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3  Ontario Place Design Intent

Original Impulse and Concept

As discussed in the preceding Property History section, Ontario Place emerged in response to two
principal initiatives. These were the desire to celebrate and showcase the province of Ontario, combined
with the desire to enhance peoples' relationship with the Toronto waterfront. The cultural heritage
landscape of Ontario Place should be understood in relation to these ideas and continue to animate the
site’s management and growth in the future.

The desire to showcase Ontario involved the creation of a new permanent provincial exhibition space to
serve as an appropriate setting for celebrating the province’s identity, culture, and economic growth.
This impulse dovetailed with emerging ideas about the need to revitalize and reclaim Toronto’s
waterfront, which had been functionally separated from the city over time by industrial development
and major transportation corridors. The new exhibition space was a marquee opportunity to
democratize the waterfront and demonstrate its potential as an accessible urban amenity.

Ontario Place was conceived as a direct response to these impulses — resulting in an inclusive public
entertainment, educational and recreational space contained within a bold landscape redefining the
relationship between lake and land. The plan comprised an integrated environment combining a
collection of highly contemporary structures sheltered within a pair of artificial islands framed by water
features and all connected by bridges. The site was programmed to reflect the province’s people,
culture, and geography, as well as a vision for the province’s future.

The lakeshore site was selected to ensure the project could develop its own identity within the broader
CNE grounds. The Pavilion was the site’s focal point, with five interconnected pods the first component
conceived by Zeidler. His suggestion for a series of repeating structures set above the water was bold
and highly contemporary. The domed Cinesphere followed as the Pavilion’s other major component
[Figure A9].

The concept evolved to include two islands, framing the Pavilion to its southwest and southeast. These
new artificial landforms provided the opportunity to add different structures and include a recreational
dimension within the site’s program. The islands also provided expanded opportunities to engage with
the water directly.
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Figure A9 Detail of an early drawing of the Ontario Pavilion. The arrangement of the pods and Cinesphere have been established
despite many other aspects of the site were still being refined. (Credit: Archives of Ontario)

Design Realization

Ontario Place’s principal ideas — the desire to create provincial exhibition space, and interact more
directly with the lake — played a critical role in the design of the site, including its structures and
landscape components. Italicized paragraphs and corresponding references in this section were taken
directly from the LHC draft SCP, dated January 2022.%

Site

Ontario Place was part of an approach influenced by a combination of international Metabolist,
Urbanisme spatiale, and Archigram megastructure ideals?*to Canadian architecture and landscape
design. This approach privileged the integration of built forms into their settings, encouraged individual
aesthetic expression in design, and sought to integrate multiple functions within a single designed space
Due to the rapid changes of urbanization, Metabolists considered the need for communal spaces and an
escapist liberation from the land through new occupations of both land and water as a means of
demonstrating pluralistic thinking and social democratic principles through integrated architectural form
and landscape design.? Ontario Place became the only tangible realization of the Harbour City concept
(1970), elucidating the ambition to reclaim, restore, and democratize access to the Toronto waterfront?*

21 See LHC, “Draft Report: Strategic Conservation Plan Ontario Place Toronto Ontario,” January 2022, 6-7.

22 Ashby, 80-81.

2 Tomoko Tamari, “Metabolism: Utopian Urbanism and Megastructures,” The Future of Ontario Place Colloquium,
February 3, 2021, as cited in LHC, “Draft Report.”

24 |nterview with Zeidler, TVO, 1971, as cited in LHC, “Draft Report.”
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which had been lost to transportation and heavy industry for over a century, into “the most imaginative
urban waterfront concept on the continent.”?*

These ideas coalesced into the megastructure movement of the 1960s and ‘70s, which produced “vast,
interconnected complexes of buildings that would accommodate thousands of people and create
dynamic urban environments,” usually for government or institutional clients. The movement had
become popular for large institutional projects in post-war Canada, buoyed in part by economic,
cultural, and social expansion, as well as rapid urbanization.?®

Megastructure projects espoused social democratic values and involved a highly integrated design
process that brought planning, architecture, landscaping, and engineering together. They were often
premised on indeterminacy — an ability to accommodate change or growth over time. Indeterminacy
required a level of flexibility built into the design, and often relied on an overarching structural
framework onto which any number of units could be added. As a result, modularity was a defining
characteristic of many megastructure projects. Indeterminacy was fundamental to Zeidler’s vaunted
McMaster Health Sciences Centre (b.1971), designed to accommodate change over a very long period.?”’

At Ontario Place, Zeidler was explicit that indeterminacy and design integration were major features of
the design as a whole:
Ontario Place was conceived not in independent terms of architecture, landscaping, painting,
sculpture, etc.; but, as an environment in which all our skills flow together to create emotional
qualities on various levels - not a static environment that is finished, but an environment that is
capable of constant change, adaptation and self fulfillment.?

Notable here is the landscaping treatment of Ontario Place as a whole, by one of the leading thinkers on
designing with nature, Michael Hough, three crystalline-form modular programmatic nodes, and two
keynote buildings, the Cinesphere and the Pavilion both connected by a series of bridges to the West
Entrance, by Eberhard H. Zeidler, surrounding by smaller programmatic spaces and structures. The
futuristic (from the perspective of their contemporaries) architecture and a dramatic setting in a pop-up
Ontario landscape of land, stone, wood, water, and vegetation in a naturalistic manner were perfectly
suited to the purpose of Ontario Place, which was to celebrate and promote the achievements,
resources, current success, and future prospects of Ontario.*

The designs were strongly contemporary on many levels. Consistent with megastructure concepts and
designs of the 1950s to the 1970s, the site stretched from a shoreline, across water and over islands,
with structural and landscape elements of varying sizes and functions held together by a common
approach to materials, colours, forms and textures. In many respects, the site is reminiscent of maritime
and aeronautical engineering in seeking to stretch materials as far as possible without breaking the
structures themselves.

25 “promotional Video for Ontario Place”. Archives of Ontario, RG 9-136-3-8-1 (AV 266-24; 269-236; 240-65), 1971,
as cited in LHC, “Draft Report.”

26 7eidler was also designing the McMaster Health Sciences Centre at the time, considered today an important
megastructure project. See Ashby, 79.

27 Ashby, 81-83.

28 E, H. Zeidler, "Environment as Art: Ontario Place,” Art, Vol. 2, No. 8 (Summer 1971): 16, as quoted in Taylor
Hazell Architects, “Ontario Place Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report,” 2013, 36.

2% Hough, Stansbury, & Associates, Ltd., “Ontario Place — The First Step in the Renewal of the Toronto Waterfront,”
1970, as cited in LHC, “Draft Report.”
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As a whole the site represented a bold and visionary statement of high quality on a massive scale, very
much worthy of the optimism and dynamism the province wanted to express [Figure A10]. In spite of its
energy the overall approach was harmonious and coherent with a high degree of integration between
architecture, landscape, and art. This coherence was seen in the relationship between structures and
the ecological landscape, the relationship between land and water features, and by a common approach
to materials, colours, forms, and textures. Steel and concrete building materials were balanced against
the islands’ natural palette, and the landscape balanced ecological with harder, urbanized spaces.

Figure A10: Model of the site plan showing various physical and programmatic features. The East Island is shown in a smaller
size than was eventually built in 1971.
Credit: Hough, Stansbury & Associates Ltd., “Ontario Place — The First Step in the Renewal of the Toronto Waterfront.” 1970.

Structures

Structures from Ontario Place’s original design included the Pavilion -comprised of five interconnected
pods and the Cinesphere; three village clusters; the Forum; two entry plazas; and a number of bridges.
They played functional and symbolic roles in supporting the site’s underlying ideas.

The Pavilion’s five pods were located above Pavilion Bay in the centre of the site. Set at the top of four
massive pipe columns embedded in the lake floor, the pods were suspended from tension wires set into
the columns. The concept was modular in nature, each pod having the same square footprint and
dimensions. Two pods were entirely glazed, and the remaining three were covered with metal cladding.
Circulation between pods was by two glazed bridges crossing axially beneath them, glazed walkways
between adjacent pods, and by other exterior ramps. The material palette was technical, comprised of
glazing, solid walls, cables, railings, and exposed structural steel. Exteriors were painted white
throughout.
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Functionally, the pods supported the site’s exhibition function as a showcase for Ontario. The glazed
pods originally served as welcome and restaurant spaces, and afforded views of the site, city, and lake.
The remaining three supported the exhibitions themselves, offering a procession of vast dark and
unencumbered spaces to design around. The versatile interior spaces provided a high degree of
flexibility, something Zeidler considered critical to the long-term success of the site: “Through a flexible
wall, floor and ramp system a nearly unlimited variety of spaces can be created.”3°

The siting of the pods suspended high above a large internal water feature symbolized the site’s unique
and integrated relationship with water. They also played a vital symbolic role as an exhibition structure.
Zeidler was well aware of exhibition buildings’ representative importance and made it clear that the
Ontario Place’s megastructure elements were vital to its aspirational symbolism:
Throughout the ages, exhibition buildings such as the Crystal Palace, the Eiffel Tower, and the
Fuller Dome in Montreal have all symbolized the aspirations of their times. They all reached
beyond the functional problems of providing exhibit space and succeeded in exploiting their
technology in helping to shape the society of tomorrow. The Ontario Pavilion exploits the idea of
the module, the idea of the three-dimensional structured city. It exploits the idea of the graceful
economy of suspension structure. By creating flexible, functional modules capable of
multiplying, a natural growth system is initiated.3!

The Cinesphere was a large, triodesic dome set south of the pods, nestled into the shoreline of the West
Island. The structure was built to contain a theatre and would be the world’s first permanent IMAX
venue. This function supported both exhibition and recreational programming, depending on the nature
of the films. As a pioneering movie projection constructed of bold and futuristic systems and forms it
supported the site’s exhibition nature and provided another iconic form to serve as a visual identifier.

The original design also incorporated three different village clusters to serve as programmatic nodes
within the landscape. Set within hard-surfaced open areas, one was located on the north side of the
West Island, with the other two flanking the Marina on the East and West Islands. In keeping with
megastructure approaches they were modular, with a base unit of steel columns supporting an eight-
sided roof. The units could be connected horizontally and extended vertically to create a variety of
forms [Figure A11]. Compound roof forms often represented rock formations, providing and additional
contribution to the landscape. Modularity allowed distinct configurations of structures to be designed
for each Village Cluster, while retaining common visual and technical vocabularies across the site. They
related to the pods through the use of white steel structural components, modularity, and a shared
parallel orientation against the site’s axis. According to Zeidler the modularity permitted flexibility,
allowing growth and change moving forward.3? Functionally, the village clusters provided concessions,
retail and gathering spaces to complement exhibition and recreational uses. Their futuristic and
technical nature also symbolically supported the site as an exhibition space.

30 Eberhard H. Zeidler, ”“Ontario Place: needs for a new society,” The Canadian Architect 16, No. 6 (June 1971): 42.
31 |bid.
32 |bid.
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Figure A11: 1969 drawing illustrating the module concept employed at the Village Clusters, including variations produced by
different configurations
Credit: Archives of Ontario

The forum was an important feature of Ontario Place’s original design, adding a performance venue to
support the site’s programming. Located on the East Island and surrounded by the canal, the forum was
a 360-degree amphitheatre. The open-air venue featured a covered central area with seating for 2,000,
beyond which grassed areas provided clear sightlines to the central stage for 6,000 more. The landscape
help define the amphiteatre, with embankments along the outer edges providing the elevation for the
grassed seats. The forum’s roof was an geometric space frame structure anchored to concrete supports.
A copper roof cladding replaced the forum’s vinyl original in 1976. The area was drastically altered when
the forum was replaced by the Molson Amphitheatre in 1994.

Children’s Village was not built until 1972, a year after the inaugural season. A Children’s Village of some
sort had been variously included in site plans dating back to 1969, but the 1972 form and location
appear to have been subsequently developed. Developed by design consultant Eric McMillan, Children’s
Village was a large play area intended for thousands of users. It consisted of over two dozen play zones
or activities all set in an open-air environment beneath a large tent structure. The experimental
approach provided a framework of activities for children to combine and interact freely with.

The original design included a number of bridges. Major bridges from CNE provided access to the site
from the entry plazas and travel between pods, while others connected different aspects of the
landscape and islands. The former were technical in nature, sharing a clear aesthetic relationship with
the steel and glass Pavilion. These supported circulation for the site as a whole and between exhibitions
and played a symbolic role alongside the Pavilion.
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Landscape®

The landscape, itself equal in significance to the buildings, represents a contemporary, regional
interpretation of the Picturesque tradition of landscape design that has informed the design of public
landscape throughout much of North America.

The landscape has been sculpted through carefully sited berms, and windbreaks of evergreens and
conifers to shelter the Pavilion and Cinesphere from the prevailing southwest winds sweeping in over the
Lake.?* The islands provide a diverse array of spaces for buildings, outdoor activities, Lake, rest areas,
amenity areas, and arresting perspectives linked together by an outdoor circulation system of pathways
that provided an ever-changing and highly kinetic experience.>>

Each designed area had a dedicated program that affected the arrangement of spaces, materials, views,
site furnishings and lighting.® The outdoor spaces provide programmatic nodes including the boutique
areas on either side of the marina and on the north point of the West Island, which were intended to be
urban in feel, like small village oases within a larger pastoral landscape. Used for restaurants and
shopping, they were hard-surfaced, “Tough, simple, strongly textured and urban.” The concept was to
emphasize the crystalline, modular form of these amenity areas on the outside and integrate them into
the landscape, having a symphony of colour explode within each village, creating a lively urban
atmosphere. Each programmatic node was identified in a particular colour scheme. The West Village was
in a yellow colour range, the West Marina Village was blue, and the East Marina Village was red.*”

In the programmatic nodes, the small buildings clustered and surrounded the visitor in an enclosed,
urban space, generally well-lit at night. Interior waterways (the lagoons, canals, and marina) were
sheltered and more pastoral, with turf, deciduous trees and shrubs defining spaces and views. Timber
seats and walls extended natural materials to furnishings. The plantings came down to the edge of the
water.? These inner waterways, especially the central lagoon, frame the main buildings when seen from
several perspectives; the machine-like Cinesphere and Pavilion are all the more striking for their contrast
with the picturesque landscape setting. The marina is a prominent feature, with sharp edges suitable to
the roughly constructed breakwater of grounded ships, concrete piers, docks and the like. Hough
explained that the outer shores, with their broad beaches and armored points, speak to the “forces of
wind and wave, and distant views. Rock, gravel and wind resistant plants characterize these places.”*®

The property featured two formal mainland entry plazas set between parking areas off Lake Shore
Boulevard. Each was located south of the east and west bridges approaching from the CNE grounds. The
West Plaza was located at the top of large pyramidal landform, crowned by the functional West
Entrance Building. The plaza featured different landscape treatments to its various embankments. The
north was grassed with coniferous trees, with smaller vegetation on the south and west. The eastern

33 |talicized paragraphs and related references are directly from the January 2022 draft SCP. See LHC, “Draft
Report: Strategic Conservation Plan Ontario Place Toronto Ontario,” January 2022, 7-8.

34 Michael Hough, City Form and Natural Process: Towards a New Urban Vernacular, New York: Van Nostrand
Reinhold, 1984, 55; Hough tested a model of the Ontario Place in a wind tunnel at the University of Toronto, as
noted in LHC, “Draft Report.”

35 Michael Hough, 1984, 55, as cited in LHC, “Draft Report.”

36 Archives of Ontario, F4521, The Hough Group Limited fonds, Series 106, Hough Stansbury & Associates project
files for Ontario Place in Toronto, Ontario. Some of the original pavers survive; later types are fairly sympathetic, as
noted in LHC, “Draft Report.”

37 Eberhard H. Zeidler, Buildings, Cities, Life: An Autobiography in Architecture, Toronto: Dundurn Press, 2012, 149.
Eberhard H. Zeidler, “On the Ontario Place for Canada’s Centennial Project”, 2017, as cited in LHC, “Draft Report.”
38 Michael Hough, 1984, 55, as cited in LHC, “Draft Report.”
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embankment of the west plaza featured staircases on both sides of broad grassed terraces. The east
entry plaza did not contain any buildings originally, featuring a much less dramatic arrival plaza.

The East and West Islands responded to the site’s need to celebrate and showcase Ontario in several
important ways. Functionally it provided shelter from the prevailing winds and waves, protecting water-
based structures, and regulating the environment for visitors on land and water. The Islands also
supported the site’s programming, both in terms of programmatic nodes and the underlying circulation
systems they supported. These taken together played an important role in maintaining the integrated
nature of the overall site, its various uses, and many sequential views.

The landscape was also vital to a core idea of Ontario Place, serving as a representation of Ontario’s
natural features and landscapes. Hough’s appreciation of nature and regionalism were well-suited to
designing for this task. Representation of Ontario landscapes were found in the site’s land, stone, wood,
water, and vegetation features. The original vegetation was selected in response to the landscape’s
environmental and aesthetic requirements.

The landscape also defined the limits and characteristics of water elements, something critical to a site
actively seeking to re-establish a relationship to water and the lake. The site’s water bodies were divided
between the open waters of Lake Ontario, and the contained water features shaped by the islands,
shoreline breakwaters, and sunken ship breakwaters. The latter included Pavilion Bay, the marinas,
lagoon, canal, Brigantine Cove, Cedar Cove and Inner Channel. Originally, these waterways resulted in a
series of marine circulation patterns for watercraft users.

Varying landscape treatments contributed to the different character to respective areas. Outer shores
received a hardened treatment of beaches and armoured points characterized by rock, gravel, and wind-
resistant plants. Inversely, the sheltered interior waterways were intended to be gentler, with turf,
deciduous trees and shrubs defining spaces. The overall approach to shoreline and water-edge spaces
was vital to ensuring the site was not merely set within the lake, but that water was consciously
integrated into users’ experiences [Figure A12].

Figure A12 Detail illustrating various proposed water edge treatment.
Credit: Hough, Stansbury & Associates Ltd., “Ontario Place — The First Step in the Renewal of the Toronto Waterfront.” 1970.
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4 Site Chronology

This table provides a point of reference for important dates in the development and evolution of
Ontario Place. The dates have been consolidated from existing reports, research, and discussions with
staff. The reports referenced include the March 2013 Draft Ontario Place CHER prepared by Taylor
Hazell Architects, and the City of Toronto’s ‘Research and Summary: 955 Lake Shore Boulevard West’
document. All entries in the site chronology are referenced. Entries taken from existing reports utilize
the references provided in the original documents, unless they were not referenced in which case the
report itself is referenced.

Year

Description

1967

December 1967 the Waterfront Plan for the Metropolitan Toronto Planning Area was
completed.?

1968

January 1968 Ontario Place, originally called the “Ontario Showcase”, was announced.*

1969

On 13 March 1969 the scope of work undertaken by the Toronto Harbour Commissioners for
the “Ontario Showcase” was established. It included: all land fill; the construction of shore
protection for the outside perimeters of the East and West islands, the perimeter of the
Yacht basin connection the East and West islands; the sheet pile walls where the entrance
mound protrudes into the 75 ft channel; and the removal of existing breakwater cribs
wherever this is necessary.*

1969

In anticipation of a construction strike in Toronto, the Ontario Government decided to
proceed with land fill operations prior to receiving official approval under the Navigable
Waters Protection Act.*?

1969

17 March 1969 construction began with landfill operations; projected cost was $29,000,000
using 1,500,000 million hours of labour.*

1969

After investigating the existing breakwater, project architects, Craig, Zeidler & Strong decided
to: “Backfill against breakwater to a level of 5'0” above datum and maintain this level for a
minimum distance of 30’0” from the upper corner of the nearest concrete face; Build fill and
overburden at a slope of 1.5 horizontal to 1.0 maximum vertical.”*

1969

With the Toronto Harbour Commission acting as its agent, the Ontario Government
purchased the ships Howard L. Shaw, Douglas Houghton and Victorious from Upper Lakes
Shipping Ltd. for $145,000 for the creation of a breakwater.*

1969

An agreement was made to sink the ships at Ontario Place, bow to bow and stern to stern
with the complete super-structure of each ship removed.*®

39 Taylor Hazell Architects, “Ontario Place Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report," March 2013, 76.

40 1bid, 76.
4 Toronto

Port Authority Archives, RG 3/3, Box #240, The Toronto Harbour Commissioners, Report on Meeting, re:

“Ontario Showcase” — C.N.E., 13 March 1969, as cited in Taylor Hazell Architects, March 2013.

42 Letter from Stanley J. Randall, Minister of Trade and Development to E.B. Griffith, General Manager, Toronto
Harbour Commissioners, re: Ontario Pavilion Complex — C.N.E., 14 March 1969, as cited in Taylor Hazell Architects,
March 2013.

43 Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport, "Ontario Place History," accessed October 4, 2012,
www.mtc.gov.on.ca/en/ontarioplace/history.shtml, as cited in Taylor Hazell Architects, March 2013.

4 Toronto

Port Authority Archives, RG 3/3, Box #240, Letter from J.F. St. Clair-Hughes to the Toronto Harbour

Commissioners, 7 May 1969, as cited in Taylor Hazell Architects, March 2013.

4 Toronto

Port Authority Archives, RG 3/3, Box #240, Letter from R.G. Powell, Upper Lakes Shipping Ltd. to the

Toronto Harbour Commission, re: Sale of S.S. Howard L. Shaw, Douglas Houghton and Victorious, 9 May 1969, as
cited in Taylor Hazell Architects, March 2013.

4 Toronto

Port Authority Archives, RG 3/3, Box #240, Letter from K.J. Gilbert, Project Engineer to J.W. Ramsay,
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Sinking of the S.S. Shaw ship at Ontario Place was planned for Thursday, July 3, 1969.%

1969 | Ontario Place received a Canadian Architect Award of Excellence for projects in the design
stage.*®

1970 | The decommissioned HMCS Haida was moved to site.*®

1970 | The Toronto Harbour Commissioners, acting as agents of the Ontario Government, planned
to complete the following work at Ontario Place: Supply and delivery of steel sheet pilings for
Marina edges; Driving steel sheet piling — West and East Islands; Shore protection — West
Island; Concrete cap on ships.*°

1970 | The Toronto Harbour Commissioners’ contract with the Ontario Government was amended
to include the excavation of the canal system on the West Island.>!

1970 | The Ontario Government authorized the Toronto Harbour Commissioners to proceed with
detailed drawings for “Shore Protection West Island”.5?

1970 | The Ontario Government commissioned the Toronto Harbour Commissioners to proceed
with decking of the Ontario Place ships with a concrete deck and parapet wall and to work
with the consultants on lighting the ships.>?

1971 | Ontario Place was opened by Premier William G. Davis, with the gate first opening to the
public on May 22, 1971. >

1971 | Site was noted as containing the Forum [demolished], the five-pod pavilion complex, pedal
boats, a marina, the world’s first permanent IMAX theatre (Cinesphere), and restaurants. The
park initially encompassed 96 acres, 51 of which were land fill, with 30,000 trees, shrubs and
plants and 5.5 km of pathways.>’

1971 | The first brochure presented Ontario Place as a “work in progress” that would be ever-
changing and have “something for everyone.”®

1972 | Ontario Place Corporation was established by statute.5’

Director, Special Projects and Planning, Department of Trade and Development, 20 May 1969, as cited in Taylor
Hazell Architects, March 2013.

47 Toronto Port Authority Archives, RG 3/3, Box #240, Letter from J.W. Ramsay, Director, Special Projects and
Planning Branch, Ontario Department of Trade and Development to Jack Jones, Chief Engineer, Toronto Harbour
Commission, 19 June 1969, as cited in Taylor Hazell Architects, March 2013.

48 City of Toronto, "Research and Summary: 955 Lake Shore Boulevard West," 20.

4 Taylor Hazell Architects, 77.

50 Toronto Port Authority Archives, RG 3/3, Box #240, Letter from J.H. Johnes, Chief Engineer, Toronto Harbour
Commission, to E.B. Griffith, General Manager, re: Ontario Place-C.N.E., 9 January 1970, as cited in Taylor Hazell
Architects, March 2013.

51 Toronto Port Authority Archives, RG 3/3, Box #240, Letter from J.H. Jones, Chief Engineer, Toronto Harbour
Commission, to E.B. Griffith, General Manager, re: Ontario Place — C.N.E. Project Excavation of Canals, 3, as cited in
Taylor Hazell Architects, March 2013.

52 Toronto Port Authority Archives, RG 3/3, Box #240, Letter from J.W. Ramsay, Executive Director Special Projects
& Planning, Ontario Department of Trade and Development to K. Gilbert, Director of Projects, Toronto Harbour
Commissioners, 1 May 1970, as cited in Taylor Hazell Architects, March 2013.

53 Toronto Port Authority Archives, RG 3/3, Box #240, Letter from J.W. Ramsay, Executive Director, Special Projects
and Planning Division, Ontario Department of Trade and Development to K. Gilbert, Director of Projects, Toronto
Harbour Commissions, re: Ontario Place Project, 1 May 1970, as cited in Taylor Hazell Architects, March 2013.

54 Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport, "Ontario Place History," accessed 4 October 2012.
www.mtc.gov.on.ca/en/ontarioplace/history.shtml, as cited in Taylor Hazell Architects, March 2013.

55 |bid.

%6 |bid.

57 The Ontario Place Corporation Act, 1972, SO 1972, ¢ 33.
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1972 | Children’s Village opens on East Island, designed by Eric McMillan.5®

1973 | Water Play area opens (also by McMillan), along with an Alice in Wonderland themed mini
golf course.>®

1973 | Ontario Places received the American Iron and Steel Institute Design in Steel Citation for
Excellence in Engineering.®®

1974 | Drawings created for an addition to West Entrance Building on its east side.5!

1975 | Ontario Places received the American Society of Landscape Architects Merit Award and the
American Society of Interior Designers International Design Award.®?

1976 | Ontario Places received a Design Excellence Award from the Ontario Association of
Architects.53

1977 | Bandshell added.®*

1978 | The Forum’s vinyl canopy was replaced by a copper roof.

1978 | Canada’s first waterslide opens on the East Island.®®

1979 | Reflecting pool on West Island filled in with concrete to create an ice skating rink in the
winter, and a roller rink in the summer.%’

1980 | "Ontario North'is constructed as seven concrete silos linked by walkways on the West Island
to display wildlife of Northern Ontario.5®

1980 | Bumper boats were introduced in 1980, continuing the trend started by pedal boats in
1971.%

1981 | 70 mm film festival introduced at Cinesphere for non-IMAX films.”®

1981 | A narrow addition to the East Island’s east shoreline is observed on aerial photography.”

1982 | Future Pod opened in Pod 5.7

1983 | Significant additions to the site's landforms were completed, creating and enlarging parking
areas on the eastern shore.”

1984 | The West Island was reconstructed according to reflect a northern Ontario theme, which
included introduced the Wilderness Adventure flume ride. The Waterfall Showplace replaced
the roller rink, and the West Village Cluster was rebranded as Mukeg Pete's Main Street and
Points North. The West Entrance Building was expanded with increased interior plaza, ticket

58 Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport, "Ontario Place History,” as cited in Taylor Hazell Architects, March 2013.
59 Ontario Place, "Our History," accessed 28 September, 2012, http://www.ontarioplace.com/our-history, as cited
in Taylor Hazell Architects, March 2013.

80 City of Toronto, "Research and Summary: 955 Lake Shore Boulevard West," 20.

61 Allan M. Young Architect, "Addition to Terminal Building Ontario Place," March 1974.

52 City of Toronto, "Research and Summary: 955 Lake Shore Boulevard West," 20.

53 |bid, 21.

64 Arlene Gemmil, “Ontario Place: The Origins and Planning of an Urban Waterfront Park,” Toronto: Dept. of
Geography, York University, 1981, 5.

85 Ontario Place, "Our History,” as cited in Taylor Hazell Architects, March 2013.

86 Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport, "Ontario Place History,” as cited in Taylor Hazell Architects, March 2013.
57 Ibid.

58 Don Dutton, “North Ontario’s coming south — to sit in lake,” Toronto Star, January 16, 1980, E1.

59 Val Sears, “Something old, plenty new at Ontario Place this year,” Toronto Star, May 10, 1980, F5.

70 Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport, "Ontario Place History,” as cited in Taylor Hazell Architects, March 2013.
71 City of Toronto Archives, s0012_fl1981_it0004.

72 Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport, "Ontario Place History,” as cited in Taylor Hazell Architects, March 2013.
3 |bid.
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and security facilities.” 7

1991 | Ontario Place celebrates 20th anniversary.’®

1991 | The Festival Stage was built, adding a venue for children's programming close to the
Children's Village.”’

1993 | Permanent water park development began with the opening of the Hydrofuge water slide.”®

1993 | Ontario North silos were revitalized into the Megamaze.”

1994 | Ontario Place ceased operating the Trillium restaurant, allowing for the redevelopment of
two pods into the Atlantis complex.&°

1994 | Largest silo was retrofitted to house SeaTrek, a motion simulator ride built by Simex of
Toronto.®!

1994 | The International Committee for the Documentation and Conservation of Buildings of the
Modern Movement. (DOCOMOMO International) listed Ontario Place on its inventory of
significant international works of the Modern Movement.®2

1994 | The local community and DoCoMoMo Canada opposed the demolition of the Forum.®

1994 | Forum replaced by the Molson Amphitheatre, with seating increased to 16,000 from 8,000,
opening in 1995.84 The grading of the south and east areas of the landform was raised from
its original profile, and Bridge 9 was effectively closed off to the public.®

1995 | Water park expanded to replace old waterslides and add the new Rush River Raft Ride. The
Pink Twister and Purple Pipeline were subsequently added and heated water was
introduced.®

1995 | Atlantis opened in part of the Pavilion complex, adding a nightclub and banquet and theatre
facilities.®” Pod 1 was reglazed.®®

1999 | The Ontario Association of Architects recognized the Cinesphere and the pods with its 25
Year Award (now known as the Landmark Designation Award).%

2001 | Existing water park rides merged, to create one large venue called Soak City; continuous
expansion reaches 120,000 square feet. The water play area was expanded to included
Canada's largest tipping bucket in 2005.%

2002 | Haida purchased by Parks Canada and moved out of Ontario Place site.?

2005 | Amendments to the Ontario Heritage Act permitted the designation of property by the
minister as property of cultural heritage value or interest of provincial significance. Criteria to

74 Ontario Place, "Our History,” as cited in Taylor Hazell Architects, March 2013.

7> Murray Campbell, “Ontario Place gets money for facelift,” Toronto Star, November 13, 1984, M7.

76 Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport, "Ontario Place History,” as cited in Taylor Hazell Architects, March 2013.
77 Ontario Place, "Our History,” as cited in Taylor Hazell Architects, March 2013.

78 |bid.
9 bid.
8 |bid.
81 |bid.

82 City of Toronto, "Research and Summary: 955 Lake Shore Boulevard West," 21.

8 |bid.

84 Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport, "Ontario Place History,” as cited in Taylor Hazell Architects, March 2013.
8 Site tour with Eriks Eglite, March 7, 2022.
86 Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport, "Ontario Place History,” as cited in Taylor Hazell Architects, March 2013.

8 bid.

88 Site tour with Eriks Eglite, March 7, 2022.

8 City of Toronto, "Research and Summary: 955 Lake Shore Boulevard West," 21.

% Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport, "Ontario Place History,” as cited in Taylor Hazell Architects, March 2013.
91 Taylor Hazell Architects, 79.
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determine provincial significance were released the following year.*?

2009

Event Tent in Market Square replaced by Heritage Square, an entertainment venue.*?

2009

Mega Maze replaced by Wild World of Weather.**

2010

Tension tent over children’s park removed for a large open area and new stage.®

2010

The Standards & Guidelines for Conservation of Provincial Heritage Properties required that
all ministries and prescribed public bodies prepare Strategic Conservation Plans for
recognized provincial heritage properties under their care or control. Updated Standards &
Guidelines for Conservation of Provincial Heritage Properties from 2017 retain this
requirement.®®

2011

Update of water park with new family waterslide, outdoor spa pool, waterfall, newly
landscape beach and promenades; new slide Topsy Turvey; restoration of Cinesphere with
new Imax 3D film technology; new concession areas; addition of Eco-Learning Centre; Echo
Beach, a 5000- capacity outdoor concert venue added on the east side of Ontario Place; new
plantings including new planters; repainting of buildings.’

2012

The provincial government announced the closure of Ontario Place pending revitalization and
redevelopment. A few facilities including the Budweiser Stage, the Atlantis private events
facility and the marina remained open.*®

2013

The Provincial Government announces LANDInc in partnership with West 8 as the design
team for the new urban park and trail on the east island as part of the revitalization of
Ontario Place.*®

2013

A Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report (CHER) was undertaken by the Government of Ontario
to document and determine Ontario Place's cultural heritage value. The CHER determined
that Ontario Place is a Provincial Heritage Property of Provincial Significance containing a
cultural landscape.1®

2013

Ontario Place was recognized as a Provincial Heritage Property of Provincial Significance. A
Statement of Cultural Heritage Value was approved by the (now) MHSTCI Deputy Minister on
November 29, 2013.1!

2014

The new provincial government announced its intentions to keep Ontario Place as a publicly
accessible park, retaining the Cinesphere and the pods and determining that condominium
development will not be part of the future development. Ontario Place was recognized by the
Minister of Tourism, Culture and Sport to be a cultural heritage landscape of provincial
significance.10?

2015

Premier Kathleen Wynne dedicates the Trillium Park Trail to William G. Davis, Premier of
Ontario (1971-1985).1%3

2015

The Pan American and Parapan American Games held several competitive events at Ontario

92 Ontario Heritage Amendment Act, 2005, SO 2005, s 34.5.
9 Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport, "Ontario Place History,” as cited in Taylor Hazell Architects, March 2013.

% Ibid.

% Taylor Hazell Architects, 79.

% Ministry of Tourism and Culture, “Standards & Guidelines for Conservation of Provincial Heritage Properties,”
April 28, 2010, 6.

97 Taylor Hazell Architects, 79.

%8 City of Toronto, "Research and Summary: 955 Lake Shore Boulevard West," 21.

% Ibid.

100 Taylor Hazell Architects, 6.
101 Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport, "Heritage Considerations." January 2019, 1.
102 City of Toronto, "Research and Summary: 955 Lake Shore Boulevard West," 21.

103 | bid.
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Place.1%*

2016 | Atlantis closed its private event facility in the pods.2%

2017 | Trillium Park and the William G. Davis trail opened,° Ontario Place becomes a year-round
public park space for the first time.%’

2017 | Molson Amphitheatre Renamed to Budweiser Stage.'%®

2017 | The Cinesphere re-opens with a new sound system and dual- format projection
technology.®®

2017 | The National Trust for Canada in partnership with the Royal Architectural Institute
announced Ontario Place Cinesphere and Pods and the CN Tower as recipients of the 2017
National Trust Prix du XXe Siécle.°

2018 | Trillium Park and the William G. Davis Trail received the Canadian Society of Landscape
Architects Award of Excellence.'*

2018 | Ontario Government set out its plan to repeal the Ontario Place Corporation Act and dissolve
the corporation.t?

2019 | January 2019 the Provincial Government announced its intention to issue an Expression of
Interest for proposals for the redevelopment of Ontario Place.!'®

2019 | 5 March 2019 amidst public concern about the future of the Ontario Place, the Toronto and
East York Community Council Subcommittee on Ontario Place holds a public consultation.!

2019 | Reconstruction of the Cinesphere's east ramp is completed.!®

2019 | May 2019 Toronto City Council added Ontario Place to the City's Heritage Register as a
property of cultural heritage value or interest under Subsection 27(1.2) of the OHA.

2019 | 28 May 2019 Ontario Government issued a Call for Development for the comprehensive
redevelopment of Ontario Place, seeking partners ' to deliver transformational change that is
aligned with the Government’s vision for the Site as a world-class, year-round destination
with global appeal.'*’

2021 | 30 July 2021 government announced the details of its redevelopment plan, identifying a
multi-partner approach to the revitalization of Ontario Place. The plan included an all-season
wellbeing destination by Therme Group; redevelopment of the existing amphitheatre by Live
Nation; and an all-season adventure park by Ecorécréo Group. The announcement also
included opportunities to work with the Ontario Science Centre to create science-related
tourism and educational programming at the Cinesphere and pods.1®

104 |bid.

105 City of Toronto, "Research and Summary: 955 Lake Shore Boulevard West," 21.

106 1bid.

107 Site tour with Eriks Eglite, 7 March 2022.

108 City of Toronto, "Research and Summary: 955 Lake Shore Boulevard West," 21.

109 |pjd.

110 |bid.

111 pid.

112 Bj|l 57, An Act to enact, amend and repeal various statutes, 1st sess., 42nd Leg., Ontario, 2018, sch. 30 & 31.
113 City of Toronto, "Research and Summary: 955 Lake Shore Boulevard West," 22.

114 1bid.

115 Site tour with Eriks Eglite, 7 March 2022.
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2022 | Anticipated - Fall launch of construction for utilities and site servicing.!®

2023- | Anticipated - Site preparation and construction for Therme Group site.'?
2024

2027 | Expiry of existing lease at Live Nation amphitheatre.*

2028 | Anticipated - Redevelopment of Live Nation amphitheatre site.?

https://news.ontario.ca/en/release/1000630/province-announces-ontario-place-redevelopment.
119 |nfrastructure Ontario.

120 |pjd.

121 | bid.

122 | bid.
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Figure 1: Vertical Aerial, 1970 (City of Toronto)

Figure 2: Vertical Aerial, 1975 (City of Toronto)
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Figure 3: Vertical Aerial 1983 (City of Toronto)

Figure 4: Vertical Aerial 1989 (City of Toronto)
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Figure 5: Vertical Aerial, 1992 (City of Toronto)

Figure 6: Vertical Aerial 2002 (Google Earth)
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Figure 7: Vertical Aerial, 2009 (Google Earth)

Figure 8: Vertical Aerial, 2018 (Google Earth)
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Figure 9: Landfill Images 1969-1970 (Archives of Ontario)
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Figure 10: Model of Ontario Place concept (Credit: Archives of Ontario)
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Figure 11: Aerial view of model of Ontario Place design concept with labels (Credit: Archives of Ontario)
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Figure 12: Prior to Development, looking south, 1969 (Jeff Goode/Toronto Star Public Archives — TPL

Figure 13: December 1969 (Archives of Ontario)
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Figure 14: Early Construction, 1970 (Jeff Goode/Toronto Star Public Archives - TPL)

Figure 15: View of the Pods/Pavilions, 1970 (Jeff Goode/Toronto Star Public Archives - TPL)
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Figure 16: View of Ontario Place looking north, 1971 (Doug Griffin / Toronto Star Public Archive - TPL)
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Figure 17: View of Ontario Place looking northeast, 1971 (Graham Bezant, Toronto Star Public Archive - TPL)

Figure 18: View of Eastern side of Ontario Place (Dave Noriss, Toronto Star Public Archive - TPL)
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Figure 19: Aerial View of Cinesphere and West Village 1973 (Boris Spremo, Toronto Star Public Archive - TPL)
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Figure 20: Central Waterfront looking East from Above, 1975 (City of Toronto Archives, Series 1465, File 359, Item 1)
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Figure 21: View of East Island, 1977 (Boris Spremo, Toronto Star Public Archive — TPL)

Figure 22: Looking northeast to City Core from Above, c. 1985 (City of Toronto Archives, Series 1465, File 359, Item 10)
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Figure 23: From Ontario Place looking towards City Core, c. 1985 (City of Toronto Archives, Series 1465, File 359, Item 5)
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Figure 24: Ontario Place looking northeast from above, c. 1985 (City of Toronto Archives, Series 1465, File 359, Item 8)

The following pages of images are contact sheets from E.Wiley, all taken c. 1971.
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Figure 25: Original Landscape plan of East Island. (Credit: Craig, Ziedler & Strong Associate Architects)
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Figure 26: Original Landscape plan of West Island. (Credit: Craig, Ziedler & Strong Associate Architects)
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Appendix C:

Stage 2 Community Engagement

The following contains the feedback log created to track the comments and questions received through
the Stage 2 Community Engagement.

During the Phase 2 Community Engagement period, the following meetings took place:

August 15, 2022 - City of Toronto, Technical table

August 19, 2022 — Mississaugas of the Credit First Nation and again on September 9, to review
their comments.

August 25, 2022 - Six Nations

August 26, 2022 — City of Toronto, Heritage Planners and Peer Reviewer

September 1, 2022 — Future of Ontario Place (now under Architectural Conservancy of Ontario)
September 1, 2022 — Ontario Place for AlL

September 2, 2022 — Waterfront Toronto

Written feedback was received from the Mississaugas of the Credit First Nation, Mississaugas of Scugog
Island First Nation, Exhibition Place, Ontario Place for All, Future of Ontario Place (now taken over by the
ACO), and the City of Toron



APPENDIX D - Community Engagement Feedback Log

Meeting on April 25%: Not within the scope of the SCP as not in the SCHV.
O | Lynn Deutscher President NJAC The National Association of Japanese Canadians (NAJCA) noted their concern that they couldn’t SCP in recognition of the significance of the pavilion recommended
§ Sue Obata Toronto Member find the Goh Ohn Pavilion within the context of the redevelopment of OP or within the SCP that a CHE be undertaken to assist in positioning the pavilion within
Ron Shimizo Toronto Member the redevelopment of Ontario Place
August 8™ feedback to July Draft SCP in email. In summary: The SCP is in accord with SCHV
< Exhibition Place - Found the SCP to be very comprehensive; and, - the comments have been forwarded to the internal Ontario Place
% Don Boyle - CEO - Expressed concerns over and the importance of future designs maintaining the Western Project team at IO
'_>E< entrance of Ontario place, emphasizing that it should serve as the prominent entrance to
w Ontario Place for the general public as well as a functional entrance for the public arriving by
car, foot, or transit
August 15t Presentation to the Technical Table. No feedback provided at the meeting
Brent Fairbarin CofT, City planning Aug 26" Meeting with Heritage Planning to hear concerns regarding July Draft SCP.
Colin Wolfe CofT, City planning Sept 14™ City concerns submitted by Mary Macdonald/ Meg St. John are summarized below
Mary MacDonald CofT, Heritage Planner
Anne Fisher CofT, Heritage Planner 1. Detailed Roles and Responsibilities showing a step-by-step process and timing of who 1. Processis enhanced by inclusion of Fig 7.1 Process Stemming from
Kevin Tudhope CoT, Toronto Water reviews and approves including outside agencies and the municipal departments. City staff SCP Implementation. Additional information about roles and
Mike Collins CoT, Toronto Water relies on SCP to guide decision making. responsibilities as been added through out the SCP.
Laurel Christie CoT, PF&R 2. Cultural Heritage Landscape assessment concerns: CHL
Meg St John CofT, City planning a. The Landscape should be treated as “evolved” a. Does not reflect content/determination within the SCHV that
Ashely Walker CofT, ECS specifically defines the landscape as “designed” as opposed to
Svetlana Lavrentieva CofT, City planning evolved
_| Heather Inglis Baron CofT, City planning b. Property should be treated as a whole across the entire site in recognition of b. The SCP is in accordance with this requested treatment and so
i5 | Ronald Ro CofT, CREM Hough'’s holistic design. emphasized throughout the document
© | Paul Parsons CofT, CMO c. The SCP should not be dissected into disparate elements e.g. water, land, c. Does not accord with Federal S & G (Table 2) which are referenced in
£ | Meg StJohn CofT, City planning landforms, edges the Provincial S&G. The value is in the whole with varying elements
© | Laura Purdy CofT, Ex Place contributing.
E Kelvin Seow CofT, Ex Place 3. Functionality & Specificity 3. Functionality
O | Don Boyle CofT, Ex Place a. SCP should be user friendly with indices to access information a.  Agreed - The SCP primary audience are knowledgeable in heritage
& | Scott Pennington CofT, Create TO matters. To assist access to information the SCP has a Table of Content,
Anne Fisher CoT, Heritage Planning List of Figures, a List of Tables and a List of Abbreviations has been
Meg St John CoT, Planning added.
Jill Taylor Taylor Hazell Architects, b. Document should be organized for ease of information extraction b.  Document is organized as per Bulletin #2 SCP, contact MCM for
peer reviewer further information about the Provincial Heritage Framework
c. More footnotes c. More footnotes have been added
d. Consistent terminology found in governing heritage documents to be used d.  Reviewed SCP for consistency of terminology.
e. As per Bulletin #2 an SCP is a guidance not prescriptive document.
e. Language like “should” and “encouraged” are followed by overly permissive Interpretation alignments would be resolved at the HIA stage.
statements open to interpretation. f. A new section 3.3.1 Contribution of Experts has been added
f. More subject matter experts’ contribution




Jessica Maurice
Casey Jonathan

Mark LaForme

Jacqueline Hebert

MCFN, Major Project
Assistant

MCFN, Major Project
Coordinator

MCEFN, Director,
Department of
Consultation and
Accommodation

PST Law

April 23 General Information Meeting

August 19" July Draft SCP was presented

August 23" email concern regarding wording

Sept 9™ a mtg was held to discuss their concerns.

Sept 29 an informal SCP review was submitted.by MCFN

Process Team

1. Concerns regarding wording of Acknowledgement 1. The Acknowledgment included was related to the Therme lease.
2. Concerns were raised regarding the description of traditional land use The Acknowledgment has been removed.
> 3. Concerns were identified with respect to how the Ontario Place Redevelopment might 2. Comment acknowledged, wording was not changed
5 carry forward the theme of reconciliation as well as recognition of Ontario’s First Nations 3. Per S&Gs ongoing community engagement is required. Over
= and Metis and the indigenous histories, culture, traditions, and contemporary presence on arching recommendation for ongoing engagement was added to
the land Ontario Place covers. the SCP recommendations
4. Indicated concern over being able to identify who was responsible for the redevelopment. 4. Additional information about roles and responsibilities as been
added through out the SCP.
Tayler Hill Six Nations Aug. 25" Presentation of the July Draft SCP. Comments were received at the meeting. SCHYV historical period of interest is the 1970s during a time when there
Robbin Vanstone Six Nations — 1. The presentation or the concept of Cultural heritage was not received well, they noted were no indigenous contributions made to the property or the
Consultation that they felt talked at and he did not care for heritage (as the SCHV does not pertain to construction of OP.
" Supervisor, Land Use Indigenous cultural heritage).
s Unit 2. Lack of Indigenous Content Comments were out of scope of SCP and related to the overall
% | Peter Graham Six Nations, Land Use 3. Had a keen interest in trees (particularly on the West Island), from a natural heritage lens | consultation approach with Six Nations. Additional information was
E Officer - Consultation and not a Heritage lens incorporated in Section 2.3 Outside of Scope of SCP to direct readers to
Z and Accommodation 4. Expressed overall displeasure with the overall consultation process, including SCP appropriate information. Out of scope comments were forwarded to

the |0 Ontario Place development team for consideraiton.




Future of Ontario Place

Bill Greaves, Doug Evans,
George Baird, Marleen
Robinson, Dian Chin, Kay Elgin
Bill Greaves, Dian Chin, Will
Coukell, and Catherine
Nasmith

Members of Future of
Ontario Place (Daniels
School of Landscape
Architecture and ACO
with funding from the
World Monument Fund
- now under the
carriage of the ACO)

Sept 1 Presentation of the July Draft SCP
Aug 31°t and Sept 9" ACO forwarded their comments. (Same Comments on both dates) Their
concerns raised during the meeting and in their comments are summarized as follows:

1.

Stewardship of the property /roles and responsibilities/monitoring & questions and
clarification about process. Who is the minister in charge and whether there is
independent stewardship.

The SCP should follow ICOMOS’s Guide to CMP

SCHV does not adequate reflect the original cultural values especially public use. The SCHV
is ten years old, too old.

Require greater clarity for purposes of readability — formatting of report

The SCP should have stronger the strength of the language and authoritative
recommendations

Require clarity regarding oversight of ‘Early Works” and “enabling Works”
Concerns regarding the nature of the leases and leases being undertaken before an
approved SCP to guide them.

An independent body other than |0 should be responsible for HIA review.

SCP is dense and challenging for non-professionals to read.

For those questions in scope of the SCP:

1. Additional information about roles and responsibilities as been
added through out the SCP.

2. The SCP must conform to S&G and Bulletin #2, contact MCM for
more information about the Provincial Heritage Process

3. The SCHV and the SCP reflect Hough/Zeidler design intent. The
SCHV conforms to the OHA & S&G.

4. The SCP follows Bulletin #2 format. Additional information about
each section was added to the intoroduction

5. The SCPis a guidance document as per the S&G

6. Additional information has been provided to distinguish the two

7. The nature of the leases is outside the scope of the SCP but the
recommendations of the SCP apply to them.

8. Outside the scope of the SCP

9. The site is complex thus the density of material. The primary
audience will have extensive knowledge.

Questions and identified concerns out of scope of the SCP were forwarded
to the 10 Ontario Place project team for review and consideration.




Cynthia Wilkey, Suzanne
Kavanagh, Ken Greenberg,
and Margie Zeidler

Members of Ontario
place for All

Sept 1° Presentation of July Draft SCP
Sept 9" Comments were submitted.
Comments during the meeting and submitted afterwards around:
1. The Timing & Implementation of the SCP. (Leases signed before SCP in place.) Who will be
responsible for the stewardship of the implementation of the SCP.

2. How much public space there will actually be, and how will it stay publicly accessible

3. Conservation Strategies for maintaining the overall integrity of Ontario Place — the whole
being greater than the parts

4. ldentification of threats posed by Therme and Live Nation

For those questions in scope of the SCP:

Additional information about roles and responsibilities as been added
through out the SCP.

Greater clarification about the relationship between public realm and
publicly accessible areas space and tenanted space in Section 3.
Agreed: Throughout the SCP additional emphasis was included to
reinforce. Conservation measures are included for all elements listed in
comments

The SCP proposes strategies for the conservation of heritage attributes
including within the lease areas. The subsequent HIAs will address

The Public Realm plan was presented to WT DRP at the pre-design/issues and identification stage;
there have not been any private sector presentations to date.

< potential ‘threats’ posed by the leases.
= 5. The SCP provides Conservation strategies for the ongoing conservation
§ 5. Threats to the social meaning of Ontario Place. The Rally for OP held in 2019 highlighted of the cultural heritage value of the property. Financial accessibility of
% concern for public exclusion (financial accessibility) and loss of focus on representing venues is outside the scope of the SCP
'§ Ontario.
o
O
6. Additional comments: noted that on SCP p.3 that “Ontario Place is once again being 6. This is quoted from government description on Engage Ontario
imagined as a place that reflects Ontario’s historical and natural features, showcases its
diversity and multiculturalism and honours the rich tradition, cultures and heritage of
Indigenous peoples.” Suggest this quote is misleading given the number of interventions
that will occur during the redevelopment and wonder at its basis given nothing proposed
showcases diversity, etc...
7. Additional comment: re — ownership of OP and any future transfers 7. The SCP now clarifies the TO/ Province ownership transfer is in process
8. Additional comment: notes the recent inclusion of Ontario Place on the World Monuments | 8. Information noted.
2020 Watch List for heritage places in need of protection and asks for inclusion of this fact
in the SCP. Questions and identified concerns out of scope of the SCP were forwarded
to the 10 Ontario Place project team for review and consideration.
Pina Mallozzi Vice President Design Sept 2™ Presentation of July Draft 1. Inclusion of more references to Waterfront Toronto in Section 1.0 and
Provided an overview of the SCP and discussed Waterfront Toronto’s role in the overall review 2.0 to address prior reports
process as an arms-length advisory body to the City of Toronto. 2. Inclusion in the Legislative Considerations section reference to the
o Public Realm Master Plan to signal a linkage to a broader waterfront
‘g Appreciated the history and background about the original vision of the site.
(@)
E The proposals for the public and private sectors developments will go to WT Design Review Panel
g (DRP) because OP is in the “designated waterfront” purview of WT. Typically, developments go to
o DRP at 1) pre-design; 2) schematic design (33%); DD (50-60%). The DRP recommendations are
g advisory as they are a commenting agency, but they feed into the city’s approval process.




MSIFN

Samantha Shrubsole

Consultation Advisor to
Mississaugas of Scugog
Island First Nation

Sept 9 Presentation of July Draft SCP.

Summary of feedback:

1. Requesting continued consultation throughout the project and with adequate funding
2. Multiple questions related to the conservation of the ecology of the site and landforms
3. Asked for IO’s policies regarding Indigenous relations policies.

1. Out of scope for the SCP, information forwarded to MOI

2. Forwarded the request to MOI TDO and to |0’s Natural Heritage Planner
for consideration.

3. 10 responded to MSIFN email noting that the information will be
forwarded internally and cc’ed MOI TDO and 10’s Indigenous Relations
manager for further information regarding Indigenous Relations Policies.

TCRA

Alistair Jolly

Supervisor,
Archaeology, Toronto,
and Region
Conservation Authority

Emailed regrets for not being able to provide comments.

Responded via email acknowledging regrets and noted there will be future
opportunities to comment on heritage.
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The following definitions are based on those provided in the MTCS Standards and Guidelines for the
Conservation of Provincial Heritage Properties (S&Gs) 2010, the MTCS Heritage Identification and
Evaluation Process (I&E Process) 2014, Ontario Heritage Act (OHA) 2006 consolidated 2019, and the
Provincial Policy Statement (2020).

Adaptive Reuse means the alteration of heritage buildings and structures to fit new uses or
circumstances while retaining their heritage attributes (S&G)

Adjacent lands means d) for the purposes of policy 2.6.3, those lands contiguous to a protected heritage
property or as otherwise defined in the municipal official plan. (PPS)

Alter means to change in any manner and includes to restore, renovate, repair, or disturb. “Alteration”
has a corresponding meaning (OHA, O. Reg. 170/04, Provincial S&Gs).

Archaeological resources include artifacts, archaeological sites, marine archaeological sites, as defined
under the Ontario Heritage Act. The identification and evaluation of such resources are based upon
archaeological fieldwork undertaken in accordance with the Ontario Heritage Act. (PPS)

Areas of archaeological potential means areas with the likelihood to contain archaeological resources.
Methods to identify archaeological potential are established by the Province, but municipal approaches
which achieve the same objectives may also be used. The Ontario Heritage Act requires archaeological
potential to be confirmed by a licensed archeologist. (PPS)

Authority means the legitimate power and right to make decisions or take action. Authority can be
delegated. (I&E Process)

Built Heritage Resource: means a building, structure, monument, installation or any manufactured
remnant that contributes to a property’s cultural heritage value or interest as identified by a
community, including an Indigenous community. Built heritage resources are generally located on
property that has been designated under Parts IV or V of the Ontario Heritage Act, or included on local,
provincial, federal and/or international registers. (PPS)

Built heritage means one or more significant buildings (including fixtures or equipment located in or
forming part of a building), structures, monuments, installations, or remains associated with
architectural, cultural, social, political, economic, or military history and identified as being important to
a community. For the purposes of these Standards and Guidelines, “structures” does not include
roadways in the provincial highway network and in-use electrical or telecommunications transmission
towers (S&G).

Character: the combination of physical elements that together provide a place with a distinctive sense
of identity. It may include geomorphology, natural features, pattern of roads, open spaces, buildings and
structures, but it may also include the activities or beliefs that support the perceptions associated with
the character (I&E Process)

Conserve: means identifying, protecting, using and/or managing cultural heritage resources in such a
way that retains their heritage value. “Conserving” and “conservation” have corresponding meanings.
(S&G)
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Conserved means the identification, protection, management and use of built heritage resources,
cultural heritage landscapes and archaeological resources in a manner that ensures their cultural
heritage value or interest is retained under the Ontario Heritage Act. This may be achieved by the
implementation of recommendations set out in a conservation plan, archaeological assessment, and/or
heritage impact assessment. Mitigative measures and/or alternative development approaches can be
included in these plans and assessments. (PPS)

Contributing Heritage Resources: elements of landscape and built features of a site that combined
embody the heritage attributes in the Statement of Cultural Heritage Value. (Defined in the SCP)

Cultural Heritage Evaluation Report (CHER) means a report prepared with advice by a qualified person
who gathered and recorded, through research, site visits and public engagement enough information
about the property to sufficiently understand and substantiate its cultural heritage value (I&E Process)

Cultural heritage landscape means a defined geographical area of heritage significance that human
activity has modified and that a community values. Such an area involves a grouping{s) of individual
heritage features, such as structures, spaces, archaeological sites, and natural elements, which together
form a significant type of heritage form distinct from that of its constituent elements or parts. Heritage
conservation districts designated under the Ontario Heritage Act, villages, parks, gardens, battlefields,
mainstreets and neighbourhoods, cemeteries, trails, and industrial complexes of cultural heritage value
are some examples. (S&G)

Cultural heritage landscape means a defined geographical area that may have been modified by human
activity and is identified as having cultural heritage value or interest by a community, including an
Indigenous community. The area may include features such as buildings, structures, spaces, views,
archaeological sites or natural elements that are valued together for their interrelationship, meaning or
association. Cultural heritage landscapes may be properties that have been determined to have cultural
heritage value or interest under the Ontario Heritage Act, or have been included on federal and/or
international registers, and/or protected through official plan, zoning by-law, or other land use planning
mechanisms. (PPS)

Cultural heritage landscapes can be broadly described as follows:
Designed landscapes: those that have been intentionally planned or created, e.g. a public or
private ornamental garden or, in a more urban setting, a downtown square.
Evolved landscapes: those that have developed over time because the activities of people have
changed the land. This can include a “continuing” landscape where human activities are still on-
going, e.g. a residential neighbourhood or main street. A landscape may also be a “relict”, where
development or growth has even come to an end, but the features that tell its story are still
evident; e.g. an abandoned mine/industrial site or a “ghost” town.
Associative landscapes: those with religious or cultural meaning, or locations of remembrance
or that are valued for artistic inspiration, where the natural elements or features meld with
material evidence. These landscapes might include areas that hold a special significance to
Indigenous communities (e.g. burial sites, places of healing, where medicines grow), a place
where a historic battle took place, or a valley that has been depicted as a celebrated work of art.
A cultural heritage landscape may have components of some or all of the above types. All
landscapes continue to change and evolve. (PPS, 2005, InfoSheet#2, and OHT standard)
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Demolition by neglect occurs when preventative actions are not taken with the result that a building or
structure is allowed to undergo change, through natural action, arson or vandalism, to the point of
severe deterioration or collapse, often beyond repair. (S&G)

Development means the construction or placing of buildings or structures on land; the addition to or
alteration of existing buildings or structures; site alteration, including but not limited to, alteration of the
grade of land, and placing or dumping fill; or the removal of vegetation (S&Gs).

Heritage attributes means, in relation to real property, and to the buildings and buildings on the real
property, the attributes of the property, buildings and buildings that contribute to their cultural heritage
value or interest (“attributs patrimoniaux”) (OHA)

Heritage attributes: means the physical features or elements that contribute to a protected heritage
property’s cultural heritage value or interest, and may include the property’s built, constructed, or
manufactured elements, as well as natural landforms, vegetation, water features, and its visual setting
(S&G)

Integrity means the degree to which a property retains its ability to represent or support the cultural
heritage value or interest of the property (I&E Process).

Maintenance generally includes routine, cyclical, anticipatory actions necessary to keep a property's
heritage attributes in sound condition and to retard deterioration, and remedial or reactive actions that
are intended to retain the integrity of a resource. "Maintain" has a corresponding meaning.
Maintenance may include minor repair and refinishing operations; replacement of damaged, broken, or
deteriorated materials that are impractical to save (e.g., broken window glass); rust removal; and
cyclical horticultural activities such as pruning, planting, etc

Landmark: a recognizable natural or human-made feature used for a point of reference that helps
orienting in a familiar or unfamiliar environment; it may mark an event or development; it may be
conspicuous (I&E Process)

Maintenance generally includes routine, cyclical, anticipatory actions necessary to keep a property’s
heritage attributes in sound condition and to retard deterioration, and remedial or reactive actions that
are intended to retain the integrity of a resource. “Maintain” has a corresponding meaning.
Maintenance may include minor repair and refinishing operations; replacement of damaged, broken, or
deteriorated materials that are impractical to save (e.g., broken window glass); rust removal; and
cyclical horticultural activities such as pruning, planting, etc (Provincial S&Gs).

Minimum intervention approach means the course of action that applies the most benign physical
effects to achieve the longest-term protection of heritage attributes while allowing compatible
functional goals to be met (S&Gs).

Mothball means to remove a resource from active use and apply long-term stabilization intended to
safeguard it from deterioration or damage over an extended period. Mothballing should provide for

adequate safety, security, and regular monitoring (S&G).

Property means real property and includes all buildings and structures thereon. (OHA, S&G Process)
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Provincial heritage property means real property, including buildings and structures on the property,
that has cultural heritage value or interest and that is owned by the Crown in right of Ontario or by a
prescribed public body; or that is occupied by a ministry or a prescribed public body if the terms of the
occupancy agreement are such that the ministry or public body is entitled to make the alterations to the
property that may be required under these heritage standards and guidelines (Provincial S&Gs; I&E
Process).

Provincial heritage property of provincial significance means provincial heritage property that has been
evaluated using the criteria found in Ontario Heritage Act O. Reg. 10/06 and has been found to have
cultural heritage value or interest of provincial significance (S&Gs; I&E Process).

Qualified person(s) means individuals professional engineers, architects, archaeologists, etc. having
relevant, recent experience in the conservation of cultural heritage resources. (I&E Process)

Significant: means
c) in regard to other features and areas in policy 2.1, ecologically important in terms of features,
functions, representation or amount, and contributing to the quality and diversity of an
identifiable geographic area or natural heritage system;
e) in regard to cultural heritage and archaeology, resources that have been determined to have
cultural heritage value or interest. Processes and criteria for determining cultural heritage value
or interest are established by the Province under the authority of the Ontario Heritage Act.
Criteria for determining significance for the resources identified in sections (c)-(e) are
recommended by the Province, but municipal approaches that achieve or exceed the same
objective may also be used. While some significant resources may already be identified and
inventoried by official sources, the significance of others can only be determined after
evaluation. (PPS)

Statement of Cultural Heritage Value means a concise statement explaining why a property is of
heritage interest; this statement should reflect one or more of the criteria found in Ontario Heritage Act

O. Regs. 9/06 and 10/06 (S&G).

Strategic Conservation Plan means a document detailing how the property will be conserved in
accordance with these Standards and Guidelines (S&G)

View means a visual setting experienced from a single vantage point,and includes the components of
the setting at various points in the depth of field (I&E Process).

Vista means a distant visual setting that may be experienced from more than one vantage point and
includes the components of the setting at various points in the depth of field (I&E Process).

Visual setting includes significant views or vistas to or from a heritage property (S&Gs).
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InfoSheet - 8 Guiding Principles in the Conservation of Built Heritage Properties. 2007.
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April 15, 2019.
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----------- Building Condition Assessment Ontario Place Corporation: Al - East Causeway Gatehouse.
January 18, 2019.

----------- Building Condition Assessment Ontario Place Corporation: A2 — Maintenance Building.
April 15, 2019.

---------- Building Condition Assessment Ontario Place Corporation: A3 — Administration Building.
April 15, 2019.

---------- Building Condition Assessment Ontario Place Corporation: C1 — Cinesphere.
February 15, 2019.

---------- Building Condition Assessment Ontario Place Corporation: CE1 — Centre Entrance Retail Building.

February 8, 2019.

—————————— Building Condition Assessment Ontario Place Corporation: CE2 — Centre Entrance Guest Services.
April 15, 2019.
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----------- Building Condition Assessment Ontario Place Corporation: CE3 — Centre Entrance Offices.
April 15, 2019.

----------- Building Condition Assessment Ontario Place Corporation: CE4 — Centre Entrance Structure.
February 1, 2019.

----------- Building Condition Assessment Ontario Place Corporation: E1 — East Island South Building.
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----------- Building Condition Assessment Ontario Place Corporation:
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----------- Building Condition Assessment Ontario Place Corporation:
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----------- Building Condition Assessment Ontario Place Corporation:

February 15, 2019.

----------- Building Condition Assessment Ontario Place Corporation:

April 15, 2019.
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---------- Building Condition Assessment Ontario Place Corporation: W12 (1-9) Interconnected Silos
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----------- Building Condition Assessment Ontario Place Corporation:
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----------- Building Condition Assessment Ontario Place Corporation:

February 1, 2019.

----------- Building Condition Assessment Ontario Place Corporation:

February 8, 2019.

----------- Building Condition Assessment Ontario Place Corporation:

February 15, 2019.

W4 — Commons West Building.

W5 — Waterfall Stage Building.

W6 — Electrical Sub-Station Building.

W7 — Commons North Washroom

W8 — Dry Storage Building.

W9 — Commons South Washroom.

WE1 — West Entrance Building.

——————————— Bridge Structure Condition Assessment Ontario Place Corporation: B5 — Bridge 5.

February 1, 2019.

——————————— Bridge Structure Condition Assessment Ontario Place Corporation: P1-P5: Pavilion Pods.

February 1, 2019.
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Draft. August 20, 2018.

---------- Early Works Building Condition Evaluation Report — Cinesphere. October 2021.
---------- Early Works Restoration Needs Assessment Report — Bridges. October 2021.
---------- Early Works Restoration Needs Assessment Report — Pods. October 2021.
---------- Ontario Place Bridges Assessment — Bridge 5 Investigation. December 21, 2018.
---------- Ontario Place Pods — Investigation Report, June 9, 2020.

----------- Pods Roof Cables and Roof Structure Reliance Letter, June 30, 2020.
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LANDinc. “Ontario Place Coastal Assessment — Final Report V.2” December 2020.
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Ontario.” January 2022.
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Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport. "Heritage Considerations." January 2019.
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development-partners.

----------- Cabinet Submission. “Ontario Place Revitalization.” August 15, 2022.
----------- John Tory et al - Minister’s Advisory Panel Report. “Ontario Place Revitalization.” July 2012.
Office of the Premiere of Ontario. "Province Announces Ontario Place Redevelopment.” July 30, 2021.
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redevelopment.

Tacoma Engineers Inc. “Building Assessment” in LHC Draft Strategic Conservation Plan, Ontario Place.
2021

Taylor Hazell Architects. “Ontario Place Culture Heritage Evaluation Report.” March 2013.

Timmins Martelle Heritage Consultants Inc., Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment, Infrastructure Ontario,
Ontario Place, 955 Lakeshore Blvd. W., City of Toronto, Ontario. PIFP349-044-2012. March 2013.

------------ Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment, Mechanical Trenching, Infrastructure Ontario, Ontario
Place, 955 Lakeshore Blvd. W., City of Toronto, Ontario. PIFP349-103-2013. January 2014.

TMIG, A Tylin International Company. “Functional Servicing Study Report.” July 2021.
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Facility Condition Assessments. September 2013.

W.F. Baird Assoc. Coastal Engineering Ltd. Shoreline Assessment. 2022.
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Archives of Ontario. RG 56-1-, File 135.1 “Ontario Place, Phase Il, Toronto.” Architectural drawings.
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---------- ENVision — The Hough Group Limited Fonds, Series F 4521-106.
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Ontario Place Magazine, c. 1972.
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Overview of Roles & Responsibilities

As noted in section 1.1 of the SCP, this SCP for Ontario Place was developed by Infrastructure Ontario
(10) with input from Stevens Burgess Architects Ltd. (SBA) and Common Bond Collective (CBC). Stevens
Burgess Architects Ltd. (“SBA”) was engaged by Infrastructure Ontario (I0) to complete the Strategic
Conservation Plan. Common Bond Collective (CBCollective) was then engaged by SBA to assist with the
compilation of the historical background materials and assist with some of the analysis for the SCP given
the scope of the project. Both Jane Burgess (SBA Principal) and Ellen Kowalchuk (CB Collective Principal)
are members of the Canadian Association of Heritage Professionals (CAHP).

SBA was the Prime Consultant and in addition to project oversight and coordination were responsible for

Section 3: Condition Assessment and production assistance of the document. CB Collective produced
Appendix A: Property History & Chronology, and Appendix B: Historical Maps, Drawings, and Images.
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	 Heritage Integrity: Good - Fair The views from Lakeshore Boulevard are intact coming from the west but are partially blocked from the east by Budweiser Stage.
	 Condition Assessment: Good - Fair
	 Original Intent vs Current Use: Current approach views reflect the design intent.
	Description:  Vistas of the entirety of Ontario Place can be seen from the approach route along Lakeshore both by foot and vehicle (Figures 14 & 15). The views that penetrate the site the deepest are of the iconic Pavilion across Pavilion Bay and out to the marina beneath the Pavilion. The view corridor to the Cinesphere is the narrowest and is only available from the west. 
	Pathway Constructed - Informal Sequential Views 
	 Heritage Integrity: Poor - Many of the smaller pathways that provided these constructed sequential views have disappeared over time. The major pathways that function as vehicular routes have been extended over time.
	 Physical Condition: Poor - Many of the extant smaller pathways have a maintenance deficit.   
	 Original Intent vs Current Use: For the remaining small informal pathways the current views reflect the design intent.
	 Heritage Integrity:  Good. The views from the Pavilion are mostly intact (Figures 18 & 20). the Budweiser Stage has not only partially blocked views to the City from the Pavilion but it also presents a boring white wall as the termination of views to the east from the Pavilion. 
	The views to the pavilion from throughout Pavilion Bay remain intact (Figures 19 & 21).
	 Physical Condition Assessment: Good
	Description: There is a formal processional view sequence from the Pavilion and its bridges (Figure 18) to other buildings, the lake, the City skyline (cityscape) and the western shoreline that are an integral part of the Ontario Place experience. The procession starts with the glimpses out of the glass bridge across the Lakeshore, then is foreshortened by the Entrance Building, then continues through the glazed bridge to the pods, through the pods, and up until the Cinesphere where all is dark. From the Pavilion all views are available, views to the lake, to the city, to all the other buildings and the inland waters of Pavilion Bay. 
	Pedestrian Circulation 
	 Heritage Integrity: The winding narrow 6ft pathway system has been degraded especially around the perimeter of the islands (See Figures 21-23). There are no longer pathways within the interior of the East Island. The wide pathways have morphed to the perimeter of the islands. There are remnants of the original street furniture.
	 Condition: Narrow Pathways - poor; Wide Pathways - fair
	Marine Circulation  
	 Heritage Integrity: The marine circulation for large boats is intact but the original circulation for small craft is not always feasible (Figures 22 & 23).
	 Condition: Large bodies - good; Small bodies - poor. 
	 Heritage Integrity:
	Vegetation: Fair - Poor - Some areas of mature trees (Figures 28 & 29) remain but little else remains of the mid canopy vegetation. 
	Hardscaping: Fair - Poor - The West Village Plaza original reflecting pool is extant as a gathering place. The gathering places of the marine villages are eroded.
	Description: The vegetation at Ontario Place was thoughtfully selected and arranged amongst the landforms, shorelines, pathways, and nodes in response to both environmental and aesthetic requirements. The majority of mature trees are on the sheltering landforms of the East and West Islands. The original design intent incorporated many shrub species that would have filled out the mid-storey below the canopy of trees and landscaped the public gathering places and lookouts. The design incorporated various palettes of flowering shrubs with seasonal interest clustered around key nodes and smaller focal points. Much of this shrub layer is no longer present. Hough commented that maintenance staff found it easier to over-manicure lawn as opposed to natural revegetation. Currently much of the lawn of the east island has been replaced by asphalt reducing maintenance yet again. 
	Hough’s hard landscaping elements were typical of their day: pink toned concrete pavers, wood or natural stone edging, tubular metal railings, and street elements. 
	Good to Fair - The multi-tiered staircases and plaza area at the top of the landform is as per the 1971 design, as is the bridge spanning Lakeshore Boulevard. The pedestrian pathway and tiered sea wall along the water’s edge is also original to the 1971 design and construction. 
	 Heritage Integrity: Good - There have been of many small infills throughout the islands and one larger expansion to the west in 1984 (Figure 31).
	 Physical Condition: Fair - The Islands are not static but rather constantly eroded by water and wind. They are currently under threat from raising water levels. Based on the structural condition of the existing concrete block walls of the village structures the engineered soil of the islands is remarkably stable. 
	Description:  The islands of Ontario Place are manufactured created from infill materials and are a contributing heritage attribute with heritage value. They are not a constant size or shape and have slowly increased in size from as-designed to as-built, and then again in 1983 the east island was extended to provide a parking lot and administration buildings. Minor infilling has occurred throughout Ontario Place’s history. Most of the infill has been in response to recreational and entertainment reprogramming and in intent, if not always in execution, as in keeping with the vision for Ontario Place.  An exception was the 1983 extension for parking lots which has since been rectified by repurposing the area as Trillium Park.
	The original design accommodated seasonal water level changes of three feet. The 2012 medium water level was about 74.5 metres (Figure 31) The lake level of Lake Ontario varies from 74-76 meters (approximately seven feet.) and is anticipated because of climate change to be rising. Flooding has occurred in the recent past and studies are underway to ascertain how to avoid future flooding. 
	Localized Microclimate Landforms 
	 Heritage Integrity:  Good - Fair Original landforms intended to support microclimates have been modified to facilitate changes in programming.  
	 Physical Condition: Good 
	Description:  Both the East and West Islands were designed with curved heights of land on the west to create opportunities for sheltered microclimates. These landforms were designed to shelter the built form from the prevailing southwest winds activities and small marine craft in their lee. These landforms were planted with trees to increase the protection from wind. 
	Over time the height of these original landforms has been modified to facilitate new programming, most notably is the increase in height of the berm protecting the original forum when the larger Molson Amphitheater was built in 1994 (Figure 32). The Height of the berm on the west island was raised for the waterfall. Trillium Parked has created a new height of land berm. 
	 Heritage Integrity: Good-Fair 
	The multi-tiered staircases (Figure 36) and plaza area at the top of the landform is as per the original design (1071), as is the bridge spanning Lakeshore Boulevard. The pedestrian pathway and tiered sea wall along the water’s edge is also original to the 1971 design and construction. The parking lot has lost its landscaping elements. 
	Description:  The elevated entry landform (Figure 35) was a constructed to navigate people who arrived from the west parking lot up to the level of the bridge for access to the Pavilion. 
	The multi-tiered staircases and plaza area at the top of the landform is as per the original design (1971), as is the bridge spanning Lakeshore Boulevard. A tall “Ontario Place” pylon is located on the plaza not far from the location of the original waymarking pylon (Figure 36). The pedestrian pathway and tiered sea wall along the water’s edge is also original to the 1971 design and construction. “The Passage,” part of the Province of Ontario’s Public Art collection including the 2084 Time Capsule, is located on the waterfront edge of the plaza. 
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