
 

Report to Community Advisory Committee on Planning 

To: Chair and Members 
 Community Advisory Committee on Planning 
From: Scott Mathers, MPA, P. Eng., 
 Deputy City Manager, Planning and Economic Development 
Subject: Demolition Request for Non-Designated Built Resources on 

the Heritage Designated Property at 850 Highbury Avenue 
North – the former London Psychiatric Hospital Lands – by 
Old Oak Properties 

Date: May 26, 2022 

Recommendation 

That, on the recommendation of the Director, Planning and Development with the 
advice of the Heritage Planner, the demolition request for the removal of (8) non-
designated built resources on the heritage designated property at 850 Highbury Avenue 
North, BE PERMITTED pursuant to Section 34(1) of the Ontario Heritage Act subject to 
the following terms and conditions: 

a) During demolition, construction fencing and buffering of sensitive areas be 
implemented per Project Site Plan in Appendix C. 

b) During demolition, restrict construction routes to areas outside the treed allee.  
c) Pre-, during, and post-demolition, implement recommendations of the Pre-

Construction Analysis in Appendix D.  

Executive Summary 

A demolition request was submitted by Old Oak Properties on April 5, 2022, to remove 
(8) non-designated built resources on the heritage designated property at 850 Highbury 
Avenue North (the former London Psychiatric Hospital Lands). These (8) resources do 
not contribute to the cultural heritage value or interest of the property and are not 
identified in the heritage designating by-law (By-Law L-S-P-3321-208) or heritage 
easement registered on the property (dated January 16, 2019). Their removal will not 
negatively impact the cultural heritage value or interest of the property. Further, 
potential impacts to the remaining designated heritage resources (i.e. Chapel of Hope, 
Horse Stable, Infirmary, Recreation Hall, Treed Allee and Landscape Zones) will be 
sufficiently mitigated through construction buffering/fencing, restricting construction 
routes to areas outside the treed allee, and monitoring demolition vibration impacts. The 
demolition of these (8) non-designated built resources should be permitted with terms 
and conditions. 

Linkage to the Corporate Strategic Plan 

This recommendation supports the following 2019-2023 Strategic Plan area of focus: 
• Strengthening Our Community: 

o Continuing to conserve London’s heritage properties and archaeological 
resources. 

Analysis 

1.0 Background Information 

1.1  Location 
850 Highbury Avenue North is located at the southeast corner of Highbury Avenue 
North and Oxford Street East and is known as the former London Psychiatric Hospital 
lands (LPH). The rectangular-shaped property is bounded by Highbury Avenue North, 



 

Oxford Street East, Dundas Street East and a Canadian Pacific Railway spur line. In 
total, the subject lands are approximately 58.13 hectares (143.64 acres) (Appendix A).  

1.2  Cultural Heritage Status 
850 Highbury Avenue North, known as the former London Psychiatric Hospital (LPH), is 
a designated property pursuant Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act. The property was 
designated in 2000 under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act by By-law No. L.S.P.-
3321-208 and includes 23 buildings and number of natural landscape resources 
(Appendix B and Appendix F). Four of the buildings have been identified as having 
cultural heritage value or interest (CHVI): the Chapel of Hope (1884), Horse Stable 
(1894), Infirmary (1902), and the Recreation Hall (ca.1920), along with landscape 
features such as remnants of a ring road and a circular drive, open space, remnants of 
an ornamental landscape containing mature plantings of black walnut trees and the 
grand, tree-lined Allée. There are many more built resources that do not contribute to 
the cultural heritage value or interest of the property. Some of these built resources are 
the subject of this demolition request. A Heritage Conservation Easement agreement, 
dated January 16, 2019, is registered on the property with the Ontario Heritage Trust 
(Appendix G). 

1.3  Property Description 
The London Psychiatric Hospital was first established as the London Asylum for the 
Insane between 1869 and 1870 and operated under a number of names over the 
course of its history including the Ontario Hospital London, London Psychiatric Hospital 
and Regional Mental Health Care Centre. The building complex and grounds are 
representative of innovative and humane programs in the treatment of the mentally ill 
that were encouraged by the Hospital's two first supervisors, Henry Landor (1870-1877) 
and Richard Maurice Bucke (1877-1902). Both advocated for the “moral treatment” of 
patients, based on compassion and respect which included ‘farming’ as a therapeutic 
and communal activity. Under Landor's guidance, the Hospital was designed as a 
working farm. Bucke improved upon Landor’s initial farm concepts and facilities by 
implementing an elaborate plan for the landscaping of the grounds, in keeping with his 
theory that beautiful surroundings were conducive to mental health.  
Bucke’s innovative ideas are reflected in the original buildings and grounds of the 
London Psychiatric Hospital which were designed by London architect Thomas H. Tracy 
and was modeled after Thomas Kirkbride's landmark Pennsylvania Asylum. Four of the 
original buildings, along with landscape features, are particularly significant having been 
identified as having cultural heritage value or interest (CHVI). To start with, an 
expansive tree lined two-lane avenue runs from the original main entrance, north of 
Dundas Street to the Infirmary building. The Infirmary, built between 1900 and 1902 is a 
three-storey white brick building in the Victorian Style, displaying classic symmetry and 
balance. Another building, The Chapel of Hope, constructed by patients in 1884, is one 
of the only free-standing Chapel buildings within a psychiatric hospital site in Ontario. 
The chapel is constructed of white brick and reflects the Gothic Revival style with seven 
stone-capped buttresses on each side. Of note is the large stained-glass window behind 
the altar. A near-by two-storey brown-brick Recreation Hall (c1920) features gable ends 
and four small wings, two at each end, with pedimented gables. The Hall was used to 
host recreational activities for patients and to stage performances. 
The property's landscaped grounds and farmland symbolized the key principles of the 
therapeutic farming approach, on which the London Psychiatric Hospital was founded. 
Extensive farming operations were also important to the institution’s self-sufficiency and 
were located on the northern portions of the site with stables, greenhouses, orchards 
and crop fields. Part of the farming operations was a horse stable, still standing which 
was constructed in 1894 in white brick with a slate roof. Although functional in its use, 
the stable is monumental in its scale and exhibits deliberate design intentions with 
regular fenestrations and classical proportions. Finally of note is the importance of the 
naturalized landscape with broad lawns, specimen trees and curvilinear roads and 
pathways that tie the built elements together.1 

 
1 Description of the property was compiled from excerpts taken from the following sources: By-law No. L-
S-P-3321-208, Julian Smith – Conservation plan (2008), Canadian Register of Historic Place – London 
Psychiatric Hospital, and Old Oak Properties and OHT (2019) HEA. 



 

The subject lands at 850 Highbury Avenue North have been identified by Old Oak 
Properties for redevelopment and all buildings on the subject lands are currently vacant. 
Proposed redevelopment is to include commercial uses and a wide range of housing 
types, along with adaptive re-use of retained heritage buildings. Old Oak Properties has 
applied for an official plan and zoning by-law amendment (OZ-9324) to advance a 
development concept for the lands that requires amendments to the Secondary Plan for 
the London Psychiatric Hospital Lands (2016). 

2.0 Discussion and Considerations 

2.1  Legislative and Policy Framework 
Cultural heritage resources are to be conserved and impacts assessed as per the 
fundamental policies in the Provincial Policy Statement (2020), the Ontario Heritage Act, 
and The London Plan. 

2.1.1  Provincial Policy Statement 
Heritage conservation is a matter of provincial interest (Section 2.d, Planning Act). The 
Provincial Policy Statement (PPS-2020) promotes the wise use and management of 
cultural heritage resources and directs that “significant built heritage resources and 
significant cultural heritage landscapes shall be conserved.” (Policy 2.6.1) 
In addition, Policy 2.6.3 states,  

“Planning authorities shall not permit development or 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.” (p31) 

‘Significant’ is defined in the PPS-2020 as, “[r]esources that have been determined to 
have cultural heritage value or interest.” Further, “[p]rocesses and criteria for 
determining cultural heritage value or interest are established by the province under the 
authority of the Ontario Heritage Act.” (p51) 
Additionally, ‘conserved’ means, “[t]he 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. To ‘conserve’ 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.” (pp41-42) 

2.1.2  Ontario Heritage Act 
The Ontario Heritage Act enables municipalities to protect properties of cultural heritage 
value. This includes the designation of individual properties to be of cultural heritage 
value or interest pursuant to Section 29 (Part IV), Ontario Heritage Act, and groups of 
properties that together have cultural heritage value or interest pursuant to Section 42 
(Part V), Ontario Heritage Act, as a Heritage Conservation District.  
While the criteria for the designation of individual heritage properties are found in Policy 
573_ of The London Plan, the Ontario Heritage Act establishes process requirements 
for decision making. 
Section 34(1), Ontario Heritage Act, states,  

No owner of property designated under section 29 shall do either of the following, 
unless the owner applies to the council of the municipality in which the property is 
situate and receives consent in writing to the demolition or removal: 

1. Demolish or remove, or permit the demolition or removal of, any of the 
property’s heritage attributes, as set out in the description of the property’s 
heritage attributes in the by-law that was required to be registered under 
clause 29 (12) (b) or subsection 29 (19), as the case may be. 
2. Demolish or remove a building or structure on the property or permit the 
demolition or removal of a building or structure on the property, whether or 
not the demolition or removal would affect the property’s heritage 
attributes, as set out in the description of the property’s heritage attributes 



 

in the by-law that was required to be registered under clause 29 (12) (b) or 
subsection 29 (19), as the case may be. 2019, c. 9, Sched. 11, s. 12. 

Following the receipt of a complete application [for demolition or removal of a property’s 
heritage attributes] per Section 34(4.2) of the Ontario Heritage Act, [t]he council, after 
consultation with its municipal heritage committee, if one is established, and within the 
time period determined under subsection (4.3),  

(a) shall,  
(i) consent to the application,  
(ii) consent to the application, subject to such terms and conditions as may 
be specified by the council, or  
(iii) refuse the application;  

(b) shall serve notice of its decision on the owner of the property and on the 
Trust; and  
(c) shall publish its decision in a newspaper having general circulation in the 
municipality. 2019, c. 9, Sched. 11, s. 12. 

The refusal or terms and conditions on the approval of demolition request may be 
appealed by the property owner to the Ontario Land Tribunal within 30-days of 
Municipal Council’s decision. 

2.1.3  The London Plan 
The Cultural Heritage chapter of The London Plan recognizes that cultural heritage 
resources define the City’s unique identity and contribute to its continuing prosperity. 
The London Plan states that, “the quality and diversity of these resources are important 
in distinguishing London from other cities and make London a place that is more 
attractive for people to visit, live or invest in.” Importantly, “our heritage resources are 
assets that cannot be easily replicated, and they provide a unique living environment 
and quality of life. Further, “by conserving them for future generations, and 
incorporating, adapting, and managing them, London’s cultural heritage resources 
define London’s legacy and its future.” (552_) 
The cultural heritage policies of The London Plan are to:  

“1. Promote, celebrate, and raise awareness and appreciation of London’s 
cultural heritage resources.  
2. Conserve London’s cultural heritage resources so they can be passed onto 
our future generations.  
3. Ensure that new development and public works are undertaken to enhance 
and be sensitive to our cultural heritage resources. Generally, the policies of The 
London Plan support the conservation and retention of significant cultural 
heritage resources.” (554_)  

The policies of The London Plan support the conservation, maintenance, retention, and 
protection of London’s cultural heritage resources […] and Council approval for a 
demolition application is required as pursuant to the Ontario Heritage Act (Policy 590_).  
The conservation of whole buildings in-situ is encouraged, while the reasons for 
designation and identified attributes of the property shall not be adversely affected.  

• Policy 566_: Relocation of cultural heritage resources is discouraged. All options 
for on-site retention must be exhausted before relocation may be considered.  

• Policy 568_: Conservation of whole buildings on properties identified on the 
Register is encouraged and the retention of facades alone is discouraged. The 
portion of a cultural heritage resource to be conserved should reflect its 
significant attributes including its mass and volume.  

• Policy 587_: Where a property of cultural heritage value or interest is designated 
under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act, no alteration, removal or demolition 
shall be undertaken that would adversely affect the reasons for designation 
except in accordance with the Ontario Heritage Act. 

Where demolition or irrevocable damage has occurred, documentation may be required 
as well as interpretive techniques are encouraged where appropriate. 

• Policy 567_: In the event that demolition, salvage, dismantling, relocation or 
irrevocable damage to a cultural heritage resource is found necessary, as 



 

determined by City Council, archival documentation may be required to be 
undertaken by the proponent and made available for archival purposes.  

• Policy 569_: Where, through the process established in the Specific Policies for 
the Protection, Conservation and Stewardship of Cultural Heritage Resources 
section of this chapter and in accordance with the Ontario Heritage Act, it is 
determined that a building may be removed, the retention of architectural or 
landscape features and the use of other interpretive techniques will be 
encouraged where appropriate.  

• Policy 591_: Where a heritage designated property or a property listed on the 
Register is to be demolished or removed, the City will ensure the owner 
undertakes mitigation measures including a detailed documentation of the 
cultural heritage features to be lost and may require the salvage of materials 
exhibiting cultural heritage value for the purpose of re-use or incorporation into 
the proposed development. 

2.1.4 Designating By-Law – 850 Highbury Avenue North (No. L-S-P-3321-208) and 
Heritage Easement 

850 Highbury Avenue North was designated November 6, 2000, under Part IV of the 
Ontario Heritage Act by By-law No. L-S-P-3321-208. The by-law outlines historical and 
architectural reasons for its designation (Appendix F). Specific architectural heritage 
resources designated include the: 

• Tree-lined Avenue (entrance off Dundas Street) 
• Infirmary Building 
• Recreation Hall 
• Chapel 
• Horse Stable 

The heritage easement agreement registered between Old Oak Properties and the 
Ontario Heritage Trust further identifies that 850 Highbury Avenue North retains cultural 
heritage value or interest (CHVI) because of its physical or design values, historical or 
associative values, and its contextual values. Heritage attributes which support and 
contribute to the cultural heritage value or interest of 850 Highbury Avenue North 
include the: 

• Chapel of Hope 
• Horse Stable 
• Infirmary 
• Recreation Hall, 

along with additional zones/areas and landscape features: 
• Allee and Ring Road and Zone 
• Campus Zone 
• Horse Stable Zone 

The heritage easement agreement further describes in detail specific heritage features 
associated with identified attributes and zones (Appendix G). 

2.2  Demolition Request and Documentation 
On April 5, 2022, a demolition request was submitted by Old Oak Properties, seeking 
approval to demolish (8) non-designated built resources on the heritage designated 
property at 850 Highbury Avenue North. The (8) non-designated built resources include 
the following and are identified on the site and project plans in Appendix B and C: 

• Building #1 (B12013) North Pavilion Building  
• Building #2 (B12150) Ontario Government Building  
• Building #3 T(B16182) Tractor Barn 
• Building #4 (B12016) Granary 
• Building #5 (B16183) Soccer Shed 
• Building #6 (B17057) Potting Shed 
• Building #7 (B12033) Laundry Building 
• Building #8 (B12034) Powerhouse 



 

These demolitions are being requested because redevelopment is proposed on the 
subject lands and a first phase of building removals is required to accommodate Official 
Plan Amendment application, Draft Plan of Subdivision application, and Zoning By-Law 
Amendment application. Buildings #1-B12013, #2-B12150, and #3-B16182 are within 
future municipal right-of-ways, and Buildings #4-B12016, #5-B16183, #6-B17057, #7-
B12033, and #8-B12034 are located within future development blocks. (See images in 
Appendix E). 
Under the Ontario Heritage Act (Section 34), Municipal Council must pass a decision on 
the demolition request within 90-days of formal receipt of the request, or the request is 
deemed consented. The statutory deadline for decision is July 4, 2022. In accordance 
with Section 34(4.2) of the Ontario Heritage Act, the Community Advisory Committee on 
Planning – CACP (formerly London Advisory Committee on Heritage – LACH), is being 
consulted at is meeting on May 26, 2022, and it is anticipated that CACP will have a 
recommendation available to present at the May 30, 2022 meeting of the Planning & 
Environment Committee. A decision by Municipal Council is expected at the June 14, 
2022, meeting. The 90-day statutory time frame for council decision will have been 
satisfied 
2.3  Heritage Impact Assessment and Demolition Documentation 
A heritage impact assessment (HIA) was not required as part of a complete application 
for this demolition request. However, Sections 5.2.1 and 7.1.2 of the HIA submitted for 
the current OP/ZBA application (OZ-9324) identify potential impacts from demolition and 
construction activity and recommend mitigative measures (Stantec, 2022 HIA). The 
following potential impacts were identified:  

• There are two non-heritage buildings within 20 metres of the Horse Stable that 
are proposed to be demolished. Given the proximity there may be potential for 
land disturbances related to demolition activities (HIA, p36). 

• There is a non-heritage building related to the 1964 complex within 35 metres of 
the Infirmary that is proposed to be demolished. Given the proximity there may 
be potential for land disturbances related to demolition activities (HIA, p 37). 

• The demolition and construction activities related to the proposed site plan has 
the potential for land disturbances related to vibration impacts (HIA, p41). 

Proposed mitigation measures include: 
• Buffer zones, site plan control, and other planning mechanisms: Proposed 

development is within 50 metres of heritage and cultural heritage landscape 
features, and they are at risk for indirect impacts resulting from demolition and 
construction-related ground vibration. To mitigate this risk, a strategy to carry out 
a pre-condition survey, vibration monitoring, and post-condition survey should be 
considered and developed by a licensed Engineer preferably with heritage 
experience (HIA, p45). 

• An engineer familiar with assessing vibration effects will review any demolition 
and construction activities that are to occur within 50 metres of heritage features 
(Infirmary, Chapel of Hope, Recreation Hall, and Horse Stable). If required, at the 
discretion of the Engineer, strategies to mitigate possible indirect vibration effects 
to a heritage feature will be taken (HIA, p I, p47). 

A pre-construction analysis for the purposes of vibration assessment/monitoring has 
also been prepared (EXP, 2022, Appendix D). Conclusions are as follows: 

“[…] the following buildings will require preconstruction and post-construction 
surveys: B12035 (Stables/Barn), B12019 (Chapel of Hope) and B12029 (Rec 
Hall). The demolition activity proposed is not anticipated to effect the super 
structure of the building, however EXP believes it would be prudent to document 
the pre-construction conditions prior to demolition activity, to establish the 
baseline conditions. 
It is EXP’s opinion that Building B12018 (Infirmary), based on its size and 
construction type, along with proximity to other buildings will require a pre-
construction survey and crack monitoring gauges installed, and a post-
construction survey. EXP believes that the demolition activity in relatively close 
proximity may affect finishes and/or façade components. A vibration monitor is 



 

recommended to be installed at a strategic location to verify the level of 
movement may potentially be induced. Vibration monitoring should also occur 
specifically during backfilling and/or compaction activities after demolition has 
been carried out. 
The opinions above are based on proximity to adjacent buildings, building 
construction and conditions observed. Typically, any structure within 100ft of any 
demolition, vibration and/or construction activity, below grade, should be 
monitored. EXP recommends obtaining baseline vibration profiles to ensure that 
local roadway traffic is accounted for. This should be done prior to demolition 
activities commence. Attached is the Standard Operating Procedure for vibration 
level monitoring.” (EXP, 2022) 

Adequate buffering measures have been noted around the Horse Stable and Infirmary 
to limit impacts of adjacent demolition activity. Construction fencing will be placed 
around the horse stable to ensure no equipment will transverse within the established 
boundary. 
Finally defined construction access/route(s) and working areas are identified on a 
Project Site Plan to ensure that heritage resources (specifically allee trees) are well 
separated from ingress/egress access during demolition activity. Use of roadways within 
the treed allee will be restricted.  

2.2.1 Consultation 
Pursuant to Council Policy for demolition on heritage designated properties, notification 
of the demolition request was sent to 114 residents and property owners within 120m of 
the subject property, as well as community stakeholders including the Architectural 
Conservancy Ontario – London Region, London & Middlesex Historical Society, and the 
Urban League. Notice was also be published in The Londoner on May 12, 2022. It is a 
policy and practice of Municipal Council that the demolition of heritage designated 
properties shall be considered at a public participation meeting before the Planning and 
Environment Committee. This item will be heard at the May 30, 2022 PPM of the 
Planning and Environment Committee. 
At its meeting on April 27,2022, the Stewardship Sub-Committee of the LACH, received 
a brief verbal presentation from heritage planning staff regarding the demolition request 
and did not object to the demolition of the eight non-heritage buildings at 850 Highbury 
Avenue North – noting that it excludes the horse stables, Chapel of Hope, recreation 
hall, Infirmary building, and tree allée. 
Heritage planning staff accessed the subject lands on May 5, 2022 for the purposes of 
photo-documenting building exteriors, the site landscape and surrounding context. 

3.0 Financial Impact/Considerations 

None 

4.0 Key Issues and Considerations  
This demolition request considers the removal of (8) non-designated built resources on 
the heritage designated property at 850 Highbury Avenue North. These resources do 
not contribute to the cultural heritage value or interest of the property and are not 
identified in the designating bylaw or heritage easement registered on the property. 
Their removal will not negatively impact the cultural heritage value or interest of the 
property. Further, potential impacts to the remaining designated heritage resources 
have been identified (specifically land related disturbances due to demolition activity on 
the Horse Stable and Infirmary). To mitigate this risk, a strategy to carry out a pre-
condition survey, vibration monitoring, and post-condition survey is proposed.  A pre-
construction analysis for the purposes of vibration assessment/monitoring has already 
been prepared and clear follow-up monitoring measures have been identified (Appendix 
G). 
Through construction buffering/fencing, restricting construction routes to areas outside 
the treed allee and monitoring demolition vibration impacts through pre- during, and 
post- assessments, potential impacts on built and landscape heritage designated 
resources will be sufficiently mitigated.  



 

Conclusion 

This demolition request considers the removal of (8) non-designated built resources on 
the heritage designated property at 850 Highbury Avenue North. These resources do 
not contribute to the cultural heritage value or interest of the property and are not 
identified in the heritage designating by-law (By-Law L-S-P-3321-208) or heritage 
easement registered on the property (dated January 16, 2019). Their removal will not 
negatively impact the cultural heritage value or interest of the property. Further, 
potential impacts to the remaining designated heritage resources (i.e. Chapel of Hope, 
Horse Stable, Infirmary, Recreation Hall, Treed Allee and Landscape Zones) will be 
sufficiently mitigated through construction buffering/fencing, restricting construction 
routes to areas outside the treed allee, and monitoring demolition vibration impacts. The 
demolition of these (8) non-designated built resources should be permitted with terms 
and conditions. 

 
Prepared by:  Laura E. Dent, M.Arch, PhD, MCIP, RPP 

Heritage Planner 

Reviewed by: Jana Kelemen, M.Sc.Arch., MUDS, MCIP RPP 
Manager, Urban Design, and Heritage 

Recommended by:  Gregg Barrett, AICP 
Director, Planning and Development 

Submitted by:   Scott Mathers, MPA, P. Eng. 
Deputy City Manager, Planning and Economic 
Development 
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Appendix A – Property Location 

 



 

Appendix B – Demolition Plan Illustrating Adjacencies and Buffering 

 



 

Appendix C – Demolition Site – Project Plan 

 

 



 

Appendix D – EXP Services Inc. (May 2, 2022). Pre-construction 
Analysis – 850-890 Highbury Avenue North 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

Appendix E – Images 

 

 
 
Figure 1. Building #1 (B12013) North Pavilion Building, facing east – Zelinka, Mar 2022 
 

 
 
Figure 2. Building #1 (B12013) North Pavilion Building, facing east – L Dent, May 2022 



 

 
 
Figure 3. Building #1 (B12013) North Pavilion Building, facing south-east – Zelinka, Mar 
2022 
 

 
 
Figure 4. Building #1 (B12013) North Pavilion Building, facing east – L Dent, May 2022 
 
 
 
 



 

 
Figure 5. Building #1 (B12013) North Pavilion Building, facing north-west – L Dent, May 
2022 

 
Figure 6. Building #1 (B12013) North Pavilion Building, facing north-west – L Dent, May 
2022 



 

 
 
Figure 7. Building #2 (B12150) Ontario Government Building, facing west – L Dent, May 
2022 
 

 
 
Figure 8. Building #2 (B12150) Ontario Government Building, facing south – L Dent, 
May 2022 
 
 
 



 

 

 
 
Figure 9. Building #2 (B12150) Ontario Government Building, facing north-east – 
Zelinka, Mar 2022 

 
 
Figure 10. Building #2 (B12150) Ontario Government Building, facing north-east – 
Zelinka, Mar 2022 
 
 
 



 

 
 

 
 
Figure 11. Building #3 (B16182) Tractor Barn, facing north – Zelinka, Mar 2022 
 

 
 
Figure 12. Building #3 (B16182) Tractor Barn, facing east – Zelinka, Mar 2022 
 
 
 



 

 

 
 
Figure 13. Building #3 (B16182) Tractor Barn, facing south-east – Zelinka, Mar 2022 

 
 
Figure 14. Building #3 (B16182) Tractor Barn, facing west – Zelinka, Mar 2022 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
Figure 15. Building #4 (B12016) Granary, facing north – Zelinka, Mar 2022 
 

 
 
Figure 16. Building #4 (B12016) Granary, facing east – Zelinka, Mar 2022 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
Figure 17. Building #4 (B12016) Granary, facing south – Zelinka, Mar 2022 
 

 
 
Figure 18. Building #4 (B12016) Granary, facing south-west – Zelinka, Mar 2022 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
Figure 19. Building #5 (B16183) Soccer Shed, facing north-east – L Dent, May 2022 
 
 

 
 
Figure 20. Building #5 (B16183) Soccer Shed, facing south-west – L Dent, May 2022 
 
 
 



 

 
 
Figure 21. Building #6 (B17057) Potting Shed, facing south-west – M. Greguol, May 
2022 
 

 
 
Figure 22. Building #6 (B17057) Potting Shed, facing south – M. Greguol, May 2022 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
Figure 23. Building #6 (B17057) Potting Shed, facing north – M. Greguol, May 2022 
 

 
 
Figure 24. Building #6 (B17057) Potting Shed, facing north-east – M. Greguol, May 
2022 
 
 
 



 

 
 
Figure 25. Building #7 (B12033) Laundry Building, facing east – Zelinka, Mar 2022 
 

 
 
Figure 26. Building #7 (B12033) Laundry Building, facing north – Zelinka, Mar 2022 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
Figure 27. Building #8 (B12034) Powerhouse, facing south – L Dent, May 2022 
 

 
 
Figure 28. Building #8 (B12034) Powerhouse, facing north-east – L Dent, May 2022



 

Appendix F – 850 Highbury Avenue North, By-law - L-S-P-3321-208 

 
 



  

 



 

Appendix G – Heritage Easement Agreement – London Psychiatric 
Hospital, North Parcel (Jan 16, 2019); Schedule B1, B2 and B3 
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