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Minutes of the Heritage Committee 
for the Corporation of The Town of Tecumseh 

A meeting of the Heritage Committee for the Town of Tecumseh was scheduled to be 
held on July 15, 2019, in the Sandwich South Meeting Room at Town Hall, 917 
Lesperance Road, Tecumseh at 6:00 pm. 

1. Call to Order 

The meeting was adjourned at 6:15 pm due to a lack of quorum. No discussion 
was held and no decisions were made. 

2. Roll Call  

Present: 
Councillor  Bill Altenhof 
Chair  Chris Carpenter 
Vice-Chair  Marian Drouillard 
Member  Rita Ossington 
 
Also Present: 
Manager of Committee & Community Services  Christina Hebert 
 
Absent: 
Member  Rhonda Dupuis 
Member  Dwayne Ellis 
Member  Charles Gray 
Member  John Levesque 

3. Disclosure of Pecuniary Interest 

4. Delegations 

5. Communications 

a. Heritage Committee Minutes - June 17, 2019 

Motion: HC - 18/19 

That the minutes of the June 17, 2019 meeting of the Heritage Committee 
as were duplicated and delivered to the Committee members, are 
accepted. 

6. Reports 

7. Unfinished Business 

a. Heritage Property Listing  

1. 2725 Highway # 3 

2. St. Mark's Church 

3. Lakewood Golf Course 

b. Tecumseh Heritage Articles 

c. Municipal Heritage Committee Workshop 
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Heritage Committee Meeting Minutes, July 15, 2019 Page 2 

 

8. New Business 

9. Next Meeting 

The next meeting of the Youth Advisory Committee will be held on September 
16, 2019. 

10. Adjournment 

Motion: HC - 19/19 

That there being no further business, the July 15, 2019 meeting of the 
Heritage Committee now adjourn at _____ pm. 

 

_________________________ 

Chris Carpenter, Chair 

 

_________________________ 

Marian Drouillard, Vice-Chair 
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Minutes of the Heritage Committee 
for the Corporation of The Town of Tecumseh 

A meeting of the Heritage Committee for the Town of Tecumseh was scheduled to be 
held on June 17, 2019, in the Sandwich South Meeting Room at Town Hall, 917 
Lesperance Road, Tecumseh at 6:00 pm. 

1. Call to Order 

The Chairperson calls the meeting to order at 6:04 pm. 

2. Roll Call  

Present: 
Councillor  Bill Altenhof 
Chair  Chris Carpenter (6:15 pm) 
Vice-Chair  Marian Drouillard 
Member  Rhonda Dupuis 
Member  Charles Gray 
Member  Rita Ossington 
 
Also Present: 
Manager of Committee & Community Services  Christina Hebert 
 
Absent: 
Member  Dwayne Ellis 
Member  John Levesque 

3. Disclosure of Pecuniary Interest 

None reported. 

4. Delegations 

None. 

5. Communications 

a. Heritage Committee Minutes - May 27, 2019 

Motion: HC - 15/19 

Moved By Member Rita Ossington 
Seconded By Member Charles Gray 

That the minutes of the May 27, 2019 meeting of the Heritage Committee 
as were duplicated and delivered to the Committee members, are 
accepted. 

Carried 
 

6. Reports 

None. 
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7. Unfinished Business 

a. Heritage Property Listing 

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

Bill 108, More Homes, More Choice Act, 2019, which received Royal 
Assent on June 6, 2019 is reviewed by the Members. 

Member Rita Ossington shares information regarding the Walker Road 
Log Cabin. The Log Cabin is located at 6455 Walker Road at the former 
Dr. McCormick’s home. It was built by Moses Dufour in 1879 and the 
Dufour Family walked to church and school in McGregor. It is suggested 
the Log Cabin be considered for the Listing. 

Further to the Committee’s previous discussion, the Members review the 
selection of properties suggested to move forward to the Listing. 

The following Members undertake to research and summarize key 
attributes to the selected properties, together with photographs: 

 2725 Highway #3 – Vice Chair Marian Drouillard 

 St. Mark’s by the Lake Anglican Church – Member Charles Gray 

 Lakewood Golf Course – Member Rita Ossington 

b. Tecumseh Heritage Articles 

The Members review the draft article prepared by the Vice Chair for the 
next installment in the series. The Vice Chair will forward the draft article 
for Administration’s review prior to publication. 

8. New Business 

a. Municipal Heritage Committee Workshop 

The Manager Committee & Community Services advises retired Ministry 
Heritage Outreach Consultant, Bert Duclos, is offering heritage services 
including Heritage Committee Orientation sessions. 

The Orientation session would follow the same format as the session held 
in October 2015: a four hour workshop comprised of presentations relating 
to Municipal Heritage Committees, What is Cultural Heritage Value and 
Inventory, Evaluation and Designation. The workshop will also include 
relevant amendments to the Ontario Heritage Act as proposed by Bill 108. 

The proposed workshop date is Wednesday, July 24 from 5:00 pm – 9:00 
pm. The Orientation session, hosted by Tecumseh, would be cost shared 
with area municipalities who are also interested in attending. The 
workshop fee is approximately $300.00 plus $10.00 per person for 
handout material, as well as travel mileage. 

Discussion ensues regarding providing light refreshments and dinner for 
the attendees. 

Motion: HC - 16/19 

Moved By Member Rhonda Dupuis 
Seconded By Member Charles Gray 

That the Heritage Committee host the Heritage Committee Orientation on 
July 24, 2019 and provide light refreshments and dinner, at a cost no 
greater than $500.00, for the workshop attendees. 

Carried 
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9. Next Meeting 

The next meeting of the Heritage Committee will be held on July 15, 2019. 

10. Adjournment 

Motion: HC - 17/19 

Moved By Member Rita Ossington 
Seconded By Member Rhonda Dupuis 

That there being no further business, the June 17, 2019 meeting of the 
Heritage Committee now adjourn at 7:14 pm. 

Carried 
 

 

_________________________ 

Chris Carpenter, Chair 

 

_________________________ 

Marian Drouillard, Vice-Chair 
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Ministry of Tourism, 

Culture and Sport 

Director 

Programs and Services 

Branch 

401 Bay Street, Suite 

1700 

Toronto ON  M7A 0A7 

Tel.: 416 314-7620  

Email: 

sean.fraser@ontario.ca 

Ministère du Tourisme, 

de la Culture et du Sport  

Directeur 

Direction des 

programmes et des 

services  

401, rue Bay, bureau 

1700 

Toronto ON  M7A 0A7 

Tél. : 416 314-7620 

Courriel 

:  sean.fraser@ontario.ca 

 

Mr. Chris Carpenter 

Tecumseh Heritage Committee 

c/o Laura Moy, Clerk 

917 Lesperance Road 

Tecumseh  ON 

N8N 1W9 

lmoy@tecumseh.ca 

 

Thursday, August 29, 2019 

RE: Update on heritage advisory services 

Dear Mr. Carpenter, 

I am writing to provide an update on how to contact the Ministry of Tourism, Culture and Sport for 

questions related to the Ontario Heritage Act. 

On topics connected to advising council on the municipal tools and powers under the act, as well as 

training, governance or procedure for municipal heritage committees, please contact: 

 For those in the western and northern regions, Graham Chernoff at 

graham.chernoff@ontario.ca or 416-314-7134. 

 For those in the central and eastern regions, Andrew Jeanes at andrew.jeanes@ontario.ca or 

416-314-7127. 
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On topics connected to archaeology, including archaeological assessments, the Ontario Public Register 

of Archaeological Reports, licensing, and hiring a licensed archaeologist, please contact 

archaeology@ontario.ca. 

Your municipal staff can also contact the ministry at these addresses. 

You may have questions about how certain procedures under the Ontario Heritage Act will be changing 

in the near future with the passing of the More Homes, More Choice Act, 2019 (Bill 108). 

Ministry staff will be reaching out to your committee as the ministry develops guidance on the 

amendments to the Ontario Heritage Act. 

Yours sincerely, 

Sean Fraser 

Director 
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Bill 108—Amendments to the Ontario Heritage Act
On Thursday June 6, 2019, the Ontario Legislature passed 
Bill 108.  Once the Bill is proclaimed, it will, among other 
matters, amend the Ontario Heritage Act (OHA) in ways 
which will have a considerable impact on the operations 
of municipalities and their heritage advisory committees 
(MHCs) under the OHA.  In the brief time that the public 
had to comment on the proposed legislation, CHO/PCO 
submitted a response suggesting constructive changes 

to the Bill – to no avail.  Our requested changes to the Legislature on Bill 108 can 
be found on the CHO/PCO website.

One of the most significant changes requires that all appeals under the OHA be 
made to the Local Planning Appeals Tribunal (LPAT) rather than the Conservation 
Review Board.  LPAT will hold a hearing reconsidering all evidence a municipal 
council considered in making its decision under appeal.  Matters that can be 
appealed to LPAT include designation by-laws, repeal of designation by-laws, 
amendment of designations by-laws and alterations to designated properties.  
These are in addition to appeals to remove or demolish structures on designated 
properties which have always been dealt with by LPAT (formerly the OMB).  
LPAT has the power to amend Council’s decision or to order Council to repeal 
its decision, including by-laws designating properties.  LPAT’s decisions are final; 
they cannot be appealed

Other significant changes include: 
�� notification of property owners after Council has listed a property within its 

Heritage Register; 
�� the right of owners to appeal to Council of their property’s listing in the 

Register; and 
�� a two-step appeal process for designations for property owners - first to 

Council on its intent to designate and then to LPAT following designation. 
Bill 108 also introduces a number of terms which must be addressed in the 

various processes under the OHA.  These include prescribed: principles, event, 
circumstance, modifications, information and material, and required steps and 
actions.

None of these terms is defined in the Legislation; rather they will be defined by 
OHA Regulation.  It is possible that Regulation 9/06 will be changed.  CHO/PCO  
has been advised by provincial staff that there will be an opportunity for public 
comment on the proposed Regulations.  Stay tuned as the definitions will have 
an important impact on municipal actions taken under the OHA.

Finally Bill 108 introduces new time limits to various OHA processes.  Adhering 
to these time limits is critical to ensuring that municipal actions taken under the 
OHA are legal.

In summary, passage of Bill 108 means that, under the OHA, heritage 
conservation is more prescriptive for municipalities.  It is essential that MHCs 
understand and conform to this new legislation.  All of this is on a ‘go-forward’ 
basis and will not affect existing listings and designations.

The Bluewater/Goderich Conference—Disaster Planning
One important take-away from our successful Ontario Heritage Conference 

is the impact of disaster planning on the conservation of heritage resources.  
This includes not only the event itself, such as the 2011 tornado in Goderich, but 
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The White House—265 St. David Street, Stratford
Paul R. King

municipal protocols dealing with the immediate aftermath (e.g., tarping buildings with damaged roofs to prevent  further 
damage from rain water), and the planning regime, such as heritage conservation district plans, that address reconstruction 
of severely damaged buildings. An interesting case study was presented by an owner whose one storey building was 
destroyed by the tornado but he was required to construct a two storey building.  The photographs below show a nearby 
building that was partially damaged but reconstructed. It is important that you examine your municipal disaster plan and 
protocols to ensure the best outcome for your heritage resources.   

Until next time,
Wayne Morgan

Partially damaged 50 West Street, Goderich
Photograph: Bob Davis, 2011

Reconstructed 50 West Street, Goderich
Photograph: Wayne Morgan, 2019

Remember going to the eye doctor and being asked by the doctor which image is better (“this?” spin the dial or 
“this?”).  Well, what about the heritage attributes of buildings?  

In Stratford, there is a large red brick heritage home referred to as the White House.  The red bricks have been, of course, 
painted white although the white paint has recently been partially removed making the house look derelict with fragments 
of the underlying red bricks exposed.  The home is a prominent structure on spacious grounds with a circular driveway 
fronting on St. David Street, a beautiful historic street flanked by a number of 19th century homes.  The original house on 
the property was a one-storey Regency cottage built in 1866 by John Holmes, a well-regarded Stratford contractor, who 
was responsible for building a number of important heritage buildings in Stratford.  The Regency cottage with an added 
second storey now sits behind the main portion of the White House which dates from the early to mid-1870s when Michael 
Hayes, City of Stratford Clerk and Attorney, owned the property.  In the early 1920s, a towering two-storey southern-styled 
portico supported by 18 - yes 18 - large concrete pillars was 
added to the front of the home.  [Note: I have not found 
any clear evidence of construction dates, but assessment 
records show a substantial jump in the value of the building 
between April 1871 and April 1876, and then again between 
September 1919 and September 1920.]  The impressive 
and overpowering portico with its Ionic pillars was unique 
and iconic in Stratford but it obscured the facade of the 
impressive Italianate home built in the 1870s.  

There have been major controversies about this property 
over recent years.  The house sits on a deep and wide lot (210 
feet/64 metres of frontage) spanning the block between 
two side streets, so the owner applied to sever 3 building lots.  
He faced protracted opposition from a vocal and organized 
neighbourhood group.  The issue ended up at the Ontario 

Stratford White House c.1890s
Photograph: Copy provided by Deb Koch
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Municipal Board on May 31, 2016 where 
the severance applications were 
denied.1  Prior to the OMB hearing, 
the owner threatened to demolish the 
entire home.  The owner never carried 
through with his threat but he did 
apply for a demolition permit in order 
to demolish the iconic portico and 
pillars.  The National Trust for Canada 
put this property on its 2018 list of 
the ten most endangered places in 
Canada.  The Stratford Planning and 
Heritage Committee advised the City 
Council to designate the property but 
the Council voted against designation 
in a 7 to 3 vote.2  One of the main 
reasons voiced by a councillor was 
that Stratford has an unwritten policy 
of not designating properties without 
the owner's consent.  This policy is, 
of course, not in keeping with the 
provisions of the Ontario Heritage 
Act as supported and confirmed by 
case law.3  Unfortunately, the matter 
was never sent to the Conservation 
Review Board for expert advice about 
the cultural heritage value or interest 
of the property.  Also, it is clear from 
Stratford Council minutes that the 
cultural heritage value or interest of 
the property was of little concern in 
the decision against designation.  The 

1	 Ontario Municipal Board, Case # PL150859; Decision # 20160025
2	 Stratford Council May 10, 2018 decision
3	 Tremblay v. Lakeshore (Town), Ontario Divisional Court, November 2003

minutes of the Stratford meetings 
reflect an appalling misunderstanding 
of designation implications and the 
designation process under the Ontario 
Heritage Act.  Given that the Stratford 
City Council voted against designation, 
the City was obligated to issue a 
demolition permit for the portico and 
the 18 pillars.

This is a critical issue which municipal 
heritage advisory committees 
sometimes have to consider.  Should 
later additions to a heritage building 
be preserved and perhaps be included 
in a designation statement or should 
such additions be removed?  Some 
restoration projects have a “terminal 
date” meaning that any additions 
after that date are removed.  It is one 
thing if later additions compliment 
the original structure but what if they 
do not?  Also, later additions are often 
heritage attributes which add to the 
cultural heritage value or interest of the 
property.  One example is the pillared 
portico at the front of Dundurn Castle in 
Hamilton.  It was a later addition in the 
mid-1850s and it was designed by the 
architect F.J. Rastrick to compliment 
the original 1835 building designed by 
a different architect, namely, Robert 
Charles Wetherell.  Even in that case, 

however, some people (e.g. apparently 
Anthony Adamson) disliked the portico 
and argued for its removal.  A decision 
was eventually made to keep the 
portico and set the terminal date for 
the Dundurn Castle restoration at 1855.

In the case of the White House, 
the southern-styled 18-pillared two-
storey portico did not compliment 
the main building but instead hid 
and overpowered the handsome 
Italianate home.  On the other hand, 
the original home lacks the eye-
popping impression created by the 
pillars and the portico. Generations of 
the Walsh family owned and lived in 
the White House for over one hundred  
years.  I spoke to two members of the 
family who confirmed that their aunt, 
Dorothy Walsh, lived in the house in the 

Dundurn Castle
Photograph: Rick Cordeiro, 2008 

Now that the portico has been demolished, the facade of the Italianate home is fully exposed.  The 
portico with its 18 large pillars may have been iconic but it overpowered and hid most of the home's 
facade.  In your opinion, which is better: (i) the home with the portico and pillars; or (ii) the original 
facade of the home?

Photograph: Paul R. King, 2019Photograph: Jessie B Gussack, 2017
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early 1920s when the portico and pillars were likely added.  
Dorothy was enamored by the large stately Southern homes 
when she visited family and friends in Georgia, hence the 
inspiration for the portico and pillars.  I have been searching 
but have not yet found any further information about the 
associative value of the pillars and portico.  If, as is likely the 
case, it was Dorothy who decided to build this addition, who 
were the architect and builder?  Was there any consideration 
of compatibility with the main house?  While the pillars and 
portico were iconic and created a well-known landmark 
in Stratford, should they have remained and blocked the 
handsome original facade?  After reviewing The Standards 
& Guidelines for the Conservation of Historic Places in 
Canada, available online, and the criteria for designation 
under Regulation 9/06 of the Ontario Heritage Act set out 
below, what do you think?

1.  The property has design value or physical value because 
it,
i.	 is a rare, unique, representative or early example of 

a style, type, expression, material or construction 
method,

ii.	 displays a high degree of craftsmanship or artistic 
merit, or

iii.	 demonstrates a high degree of technical or scientific 
achievement.

2. The property has historical value or associative value 
because it,

i.	 has direct associations with a theme, event, belief, 
person, activity, organization or institution that is 
significant to a community,

ii.	 yields, or has the potential to yield, information that 
contributes to an understanding of a community or 
culture, or 

iii.	 demonstrates or reflects the work or ideas of an 
architect, artist, builder, designer or theorist who is 
significant to a community.

3.  The property has contextual value because it,
i.	 is important in defining, maintaining or supporting 

the character of an area,
ii.	 is physically, functionally, visually or historically linked 

to its surroundings, or is a landmark.

Provincial Bill 108 (More Homes, More Choice Act, 2019), 
which amends a number of statutes including the Ontario 
Heritage Act, received Royal Accent on June 6, 2019 but 
only comes into force with respect to the heritage statute 
on a day to be named by proclamation of the Lieutenant 

4	 BILD Submission & Recommendations on How to Make Housing Happen – Provincial Consultation on Housing 
Supply Action Plan – Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing – January 25, 2019

5	 see www.ontario.ca/housingsupply

Governor.  Amendments to regulations are to follow so, at 
the moment, we do not know whether Regulation 9/06 will 
be amended.  We do know that the Conservation Review 
Board (CRB) will no longer deal with designation issues, 
which is unfortunate because the CRB was very effective 
in resolving thorny cultural heritage issues.  Any appeals 
of designation bylaws will be heard by the Local Planning 
Appeal Tribunal (LPAT) with a return to the same powers 
as the predecessor planning appeal body, the Ontario 
Municipal Board.  This may well be bad news for cultural 
heritage because municipal councils will no longer have 
the final say on individual property designations (as was 
the case prior to Bill 108) when an appeal to the CRB could 
only result in non-binding recommendations for municipal 
council's consideration.  To add to the bad news, members 
of LPAT are not experts in heritage matters, unlike 
members of the CRB.  This provincial paternalistic approach 
of overriding municipal council decisions is intended to 
benefit the development community (“more homes, more 
choice”) at the expense of cultural heritage values.  As 
stated in the Building and Land Development Association's 
(BILD's) recommendations for amendments to the Ontario 
Heritage Act: 

“A significant barrier to the timely 
delivery of new housing in the province 
is the current regime for designating and 
conserving cultural heritage resources, 
including various processes under the 
Ontario Heritage Act... Therefore, BILD 
recommends a more objective and 
rigorous process for determining cultural 
heritage value or interest.”4

The provincial government's consultation document titled 
“Increasing Housing Supply In Ontario” emphasizes quantity 
(not quality), a faster development process, reducing 
restrictions, and reducing development costs.5  There is, 
however, no analysis of how to pass any savings on from 
the development industry to the public.  In all likelihood the 
amendments to the Ontario Heritage Act will put a damper 
on heritage designations especially when property owners 
oppose designations.  Will cost-sensitive municipal councils 
want to incur potential appeal costs?

In the meantime, municipal heritage advisory committees 
still have a job to do.  Pondering the choices for the 
preservation of Stratford White House heritage attributes is 
a valuable exercise.

Paul R. King is the Chair of Finance for CHO/PCO. 
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A s a student currently enrolled in the Heritage 
Carpentry program at Algonquin College in Perth, 

Ontario, the opportunity to travel to Goderich, Ontario 
for a heritage conference was a chance to learn from 
experienced heritage consultants, contractors, architects 
and various community representatives.  Before touching 
on the highlights of the conference, I would like to briefly 
share a bit about the Heritage Carpentry program.

I am often asked what the difference is between a 
carpenter and a heritage carpenter.  In the Heritage 
Carpentry program, we learn basically the same skills as a 
carpenter, and then some.  In the first year we learned to 
prepare foundations, build walls, construct different types 
of roofs, and install windows and doors, all according to 
building code standards.  In joinery we recreated heritage 
architectural details like casings, baseboards, crowns, 
and other decorative moldings.  One main difference in 
heritage carpentry is the focus on heritage structures, 
their components and how to recreate them using both 
traditional hand tools and modern machinery.  Downtown 
Perth is a Heritage Conservation District and class 
walkabouts introduce students to different architectural 
styles and materials used in heritage buildings.  Standards 
and Guidelines For the Conservation of Historic Places In 
Canada is an important document  used  in the learning 
process.1  Second year students learn traditional timber 
frame, log building and proceed to larger, more complex 
joinery skills to produce staircases, windows, doors and 
columns.  So, travel to Goderich was a chance to compare 
what I had learned in the past ten months with what the 
conference had to offer.

As I drove along highway 8 toward Huron County, the 
first regional differences I noticed were the larger farmers’ 
fields and the variety of coloured stones used to build some 
homes.  Upon registration conference attendees were each 
given a copy of The Beauty and the Bounty (2103), a picture 
book authored by Telfer Wegg, David Bishop and Bonnie 
Sitter.  The book further illustrated regional differences in 
agriculture, flora, fauna and the community in general. 

The conference opened Thursday with a reception at 
the historic Hensell Heritage Hall.  Unfortunately, I arrived 
too late to attend and instead I took the time to tour 
downtown Goderich and area.  The downtown is unique 
with its octagonal shape and centrally located courthouse, 
with streets radiating from the core.  According to one local 
historian, Walt Disney visited Goderich and later based his 
design for Disneyland on the downtown Goderich plan.

1	 see https://www.historicplaces.ca/en/pages/standards-normes.aspx
2	 see https://hillstrategies.com/resource/measuring-the-economic-impacts-of-heritage/

Friday morning the plenary session opened with a brief 
welcome from the Mayor of Goderich, John Grace, and was 
followed by Kelly Hill of Hill Strategies Research Inc. Hill’s 
topic was on the research his company has completed 
on 'Measuring the Economic Impacts of Heritage'.  The 
statistical data he presented was very easy to understand. 
What makes Hill’s research useful is that it can readily be 
accessed on his website.2  In addition to presenting the 
economic impacts of heritage activity, Hill also touched on 
the positive impacts to health as a result of participating in 
heritage activities and the arts. 

The next session I attended was 'Disaster Strikes: Lessons 
Learned from Post-Tornado Goderich'.  A lead into the panel 
speakers was a film clip, which depicted the devastation 
that resulted from the 2011 tornado in Goderich.  This clip 
seemed to set an emotional charge in the room.  Not only did 
this session raise the issues faced directly after the disaster, 
but the panel also told of the coordination that took place to 
ensure a speedy recovery.  One of the main issues that arose 
immediately after the tornado was community members 
not having access to their properties.  The question of who 
has control of a disaster site as clean up efforts ensue is one 
to consider in Emergency Preparedness planning. 

Friday’s lunch was served at The Livery in downtown 
Goderich.  The Livery, as its name implies, was once a 
livery stable and is now a designated heritage building 
owned and operated by the Goderich Little Theatre.  The 
space is used for theatre, film, music, and can be rented for 
special occasions. The buffet lunch was a pleasant mix of 
sandwiches and salads.  There was enough time after eating 

Conference Highlights from a Student’s Perspective 
Carol-Ann Cheff

The Livery
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to view the surrounding area before boarding the buses.
Friday’s first afternoon session, 'Blowing in the Wind: 

Designations Versus Industrial Wind Turbines', focused on 
how a heritage designated property could be impacted by 
wind turbines, and how communities can petition based on 
heritage status.  Heritage status can extend to landscape 
views and vistas that can be deemed heritage significant.  
The presenters pointed out that the Green Energy Act could 
pose a threat to heritage communities.

Next topic, 'The Who, What, Where, When, Why, and How 
of Heritage Contracting', was presented by a panel from the 
Ontario Association of Heritage Professionals.  One presenter 
posed the question “Who thinks you are an expert aside 
from yourself?”.  Since Parks Canada no longer has in-house 
designers, Federal public tenders can be contracted out to 
companies that have neither knowledge nor experience 
in following heritage principles.  The results are evident in 
poorly designed additions or changes to buildings that are 
not in keeping with heritage principles.

Bon Vivant, a local catering company, provided Friday 
evening’s gala dinner. The highlight of the evening was the 
guest speaker Anthony Wilson-Smith, the President and 
CEO of Historica Canada.  He talked about the making of 
Heritage Minutes and presented some film clips. Heritage 
Minutes are the bite size pieces of Canadian history that 
document snippets of our country’s change through time.  

Saturday morning I was able to attend the Community 
Heritage Ontario Annual General Meeting.  There, I was 
introduced to members and was able to get a sense of its 
mandate as an umbrella organization.  This led into the 
first session of the morning presented by CHO, entitled 
'Orientation for New Members of a Municipal Heritage 
Committee (MHC)'.   The session covered the role of 
MHCs, issues to be aware of, developing council and staff 
relationships, public outreach, listing properties in the 
Heritage Register and the relevance of Bill 108.

In the following session, John Rutledge presented 'Grist, 
Rails and Crystals'.  He focused on industrial and agricultural 
buildings in and around Huron County. Although his focus 
was regional, the mills, railway lines and stations, and crystal 
palaces that were built in other parts of the province have 
some of the same identifying characteristics.  For example, 
heritage mills were always located by a water source that 
provided power.  He also talked about how some of these 
structures have been converted for modern day use.  One 
example given was the Cow Bell Brewery in Blyth, Ontario 
that was once a leather factory and tannery.

For lunch that day we were bussed to The Coach House 
at the Hessenland Country Inn in St. Joseph, Ontario.  St. 
Joseph is noted for being the only community in the region 
that was settled by French-Canadians.  The names of the 
founding settlers proudly live on within the community.  

Following lunch, the afternoon was spent visiting heritage 
sites of interest. 

At the St. Joseph Settlement Memorial we were able to 
walk the grounds. In Zurich, Ontario we visited St. Peter’s 
Lutheran Church, the Lutheran Pioneer Cemetery and Hay 
Hall. St Peter’s Lutheran Church houses the Hess Clock—a 
three-sided clock in the church tower that is wound once 
a week and still chimes hourly.  There are only three such 
clocks in Canada that still operate as they were originally 

The Coach House (above) and St. Peter’s (below)
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designed to operate.
The last stop was the downtown Bayfield Conservation 

District. Due to rain we could only view the area from the 
bus, but Bayfield is definitely a destination place for heritage 
buffs.  There were so many buildings that looked interesting. 
From the downtown we proceeded to a small park on Lake 
Huron.  Despite the rain, the bus driver relented and allowed 
us ten minutes to dismount from the bus. According to the 
bus driver some of the best sunsets can be viewed from the 
park.

Overall the conference was informative, provided an 
opportunity to meet people with a passion for heritage, 
provided meals that were well presented and a pleasure to 
eat.  Although a lot of information was presented in two and 
a half days, each session I attended was interesting and left 

me wanting more. The speakers were knowledgeable with 
lots to share and the sessions were kept within the allotted 
time frames. 

In closing I would like to thank CHO/PCO for their 
sponsorship which enabled me to attend the conference 
and learn more about heritage affairs in Canada. Reading 
about an area gives a limited understanding of a place. 
Experiencing a place firsthand is so much more memorable 
because of the people that are met along the way, the 
distinct energies that surround a district and the land that 
lies silent, waiting to be explored.

Carol-Ann Cheff is a student at Algonquin College. 
Images taken by the author.

On June 22, the Rideau Lakes Municipal Heritage 
Advisory Committee hosted an informative day of 

speakers, to highlight their work on municipal cemeteries. 
Attendees gathered at Forfar Community Hall to learn 
about the Royal Sappers and Miners Cemetery in Newboro, 
the care of older headstones, and the responsibilities of 
the Bereavement Authority of Ontario. The day included a 
headstone cleaning demonstration at the Forfar Cemetery 
adjacent to the hall, and a delicious lunch. 

After introductions by former CHO/PCO board member 
Neil Patterson, Alan Fleming gave a presentation on the work 
taking place at the Royal Sappers and Miners Cemetery. This 
particular cemetery has a connection with the Rideau Canal 
since some of the 7th Company Royal Sappers and Miners 
who helped construct the canal, are buried there. It also 
contains an ordnance stone used in the canal’s survey. 

Dedicated volunteers have worked hard since 2014 to 
repair and maintain this cemetery. Allan highlighted some 
of the completed work and outlined plans to conserve 
headstones, wall work and decorative fencing. They have 
done extensive work to repair many of the headstones 
and Allan discussed the equipment they have come to rely 
on for the conservation and preservation work. They have 
sourced local companies to make braces that reconstruct 
pieces of broken headstones, as well as to buy pins, epoxies 
and cleaners. Queen’s University made a geophysical survey 
of the cemetery using ground-penetrating radar and other 
techniques, to expand knowledge of the original cemetery. 
A heritage plaque and information about the cemetery can 
be found on site.

Kim Proud presented an enlightening discussion on 
the topic of cleaning headstones, followed by a hands-on 
demonstration at the cemetery. With help from her Mother 

1	 see https://thebao.ca/

and a member of the workshop, they worked on a marble 
slab headstone and demonstrated the steps involved to 
remove lichen and moss with plastic painter spatulas, 
remove grit and environmental stains with Orvus® soap, and 
plastic scrub brushes to restore the beauty of the headstone. 
Orvus soap paste has other uses, from washing livestock to 
cleaning vintage fabrics and quilts! It’s a detergent that does 
not contain additives such as phosphates, perfumes and 
whiteners. The process can be time-consuming depending 
on the size and condition of the headstone but the efforts 
are worth the elbow grease. An important point made in 
Kim’s talk, was to take before and after photos;  photographs 
track accomplishments while also serving as a record of 
activity if questions arise afterward.

In 2016, the Ministry of Government and Consumer 
Services delegated administrative authority of cemeteries 
to the Bereavement Authority of Ontario (BAO).1 Michael 
D’Mello, the Manager of Licensing, Education and Outreach, 
gave an overview of the BAO’s responsibilities as well as 
some interesting reflections on his job. Ontario has 386 
municipalities licensed to oversee a total of 2,565 sites. 
Of those sites, 869 are active and 1696 are inactive. There 
are 1,205 religious organizations caring for a total of 1,752 
sites, for which 1,461 of those sites are active and 291 are 
inactive. That is a lot of cemeteries that need care and 
a lot of volunteers assist in their care! Michael explained 
licensing, maintenance and care criteria, and internment 
and scattering rights, among other responsibilities of the 
organization. The attendees had many questions and 
remarks as the presentation progressed! 

Tracy Gayda is a Vice-President of CHO/PCO. Images 
taken by the author.

A Cemetery Symposium in Rideau Lakes
Tracy Gayda
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Advertise in CHOnews!

Reach a province-wide readership 
composed of all Municipal Heri-
tage Committee members, heritage 
societies, municipal officials, and 
heritage conscious individuals!

DISPLAY ADS must be supplied in 
camera-ready tiff or pdf format.

CLASSIFIED ADS are $12.00 per 
column inch.

Location of ads is at the discretion 
of the Editor. Cost is per issue:

Full Page $300

Half Page $150

Third Page $100

Quarter Page $75

One Sixth Page $50

Business Card $25

Special! Two business card 
supplements in CHOnews with 
a 6 months paid banner ad on 
the website for $250.00.

An advertiser request form can 
be found on our website:

w w w . c o m m u n i t y h e r i t a g e o n t a r i o . c a /

advertise-with-us

or contact Rick Schofield
416.282.2710

schofield@communityheritageontario.ca

The headstone before cleaning (above)
 and after (below)
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More Ontario Heritage Conference 2019

Mary Smith receiving the MHC AwardBill Smith receiving the CHO/PCO Award

Ginette being thanked for her conference work

Photographs: Paul R. King

Pioneer Cemetery, Zurich
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The CHO/PCO Board of Directors meets quarterly to 
discuss the business of the corporation.  Following 

a successful Ontario Heritage Conference in Goderich, the 
Board met at the Scarborough Archives on Sunday, June 
23rd.

First order of business was to welcome Regan Hutcheson 
from Markham as a new Board member. Regan will join 
Ginette Guy in the planning and organization of the 2020 
Annual Ontario Heritage Conference which will be held 
in Markham, tentatively set for May 28-30, 2020. Regan 
brings a wealth of heritage knowledge and a long-standing 
background in Markham planning.

Following approval of the minutes of the last Board 
meeting, the Corporate Secretary called for nominations 
for CHO/PCO President and Vice President.  Wayne Morgan 
was unanimously chosen to continue as President and Tracy 

Gayda was elected for a second term as Vice-President.  
Committee Chairs and members were drafted with Tracy 
continuing as Communication Committee Chair, Ginette 
chairing the Conference Committee and Ian MacLean taking 
over the Education Committee Chair.  Other committee 
Chairs include Wayne Morgan (Membership), Paul King 
(Finance & Policy/Liaison), Rick Schofield (Nominating) and 
Matthew Gregor (Awards).

The Corporate Secretary reported that membership 
stands at 898 individuals, representing 107 MHCs/Groups.  
A few MHC are awaiting their municipal budget approvals 
so they can renew as well.  The auditor has submitted his 
report outlining 2018 revenue of $28,122 and disbursements 
of $25,673, leaving a surplus of $2,449 to cover outstanding 
obligations.   The Board also approved the annual application 
for the Provincial Heritage Organization Grant for which 

News from the Board of Directors
Rick Schofield 

Understanding the Role of Municipal Heritage Committees
Tracy Gayda

The Municipal Heritage Committee’s role is advisory and consultative. Like other advisory committees, it assists 

municipal councils in gathering and communicating community input for local issues. Committees also assist 

municipal councillors and staff in understanding the challenges and needs for meeting community goals. Its role is to 

advise and make recommendations as defined by the terms of reference approved by municipal councils.

Committee members are volunteers drawn from the community, representing a cross-section of interests and 

perspectives. The advisory committee is recognized as a vehicle for conveying community interests in local heritage.

The role of an Municipal Heritage Committee may be summarized as follows:

To advise and recommend;

To provide knowledge and expertise;

To facilitate community awareness, support and education about issues at hand;

To assist in the work of the municipality by ensuring open dialogue on specific issues;

To create a climate of consensus;

To enable and share best practices;

To be sensitive to the range of views in the community it represents;

To promote goodwill and trust within the community; and

To act as a liaison between politicians, organizational staff, members of the public and 
other stakeholders.

Tracy Gayda is a Vice-President of CHO/PCO. 
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2018-2019 Board of Directors

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

President
Wayne Morgan

Sutton West   905.722.5398
waynemorgan@communityheritageontario.ca

Vice-Presidents
Tracy Gayda

Toledo   613.275.2117
tracygayda@communityheritageontario.ca

Ginette Guy
Cornwall   613.363.5312

ginetteguy@communityheritageontario.ca

Chair of Finance
Paul R. King

St. Marys   416.274.4686
paulking@communityheritageontario.ca

DIRECTORS

Matthew Gregor
Scarborough   647.204.7719

matthewgregor@communityheritageontario.ca

Regan Hutcheson
Markham   905.477.000 Ext. 2080

reganhutcheson@communityheritageontario.ca

Ian MacLean
Almonte   613.406.2356

ianmaclean@communityheritageontario.ca

Dennis Warrilow
Barrie   705.797.1410

denniswarrilow@communityheritageontario.ca

CORPORATE SECRETARY/TREASURER

Rick Schofield
Scarborough   416.282.2710

schofield@communityheritageontario.ca

Program Officer   Ginette Guy   ginetteguy@communityheritageontario.ca

CHO/PCO is grateful since it represents a major part of the 
revenue and enables CHO/PCO to hire a part-time Program 
Officer.  The Board also reviewed and approved the general 
operating policies governing the Board.

Committee reports were then discussed and relevant 
information from the Chairs will appear elsewhere in this 
and future issues of CHOnews.  The Conference Committee 
did mention that ACO has agreed to return as a Conference 
partner, joining OHAP who has worked with CHO/PCO 
during the past several annual heritage conferences.

Under new business, the Board reviewed the applications 
to fill the vacant Program Officer position.  The Board 
agreed to hire Ginette Guy to take over this role based on 
her experience with the organization.

Finally, with a look back at various reports, it was noted 
that the current strategic and business plans are due to 
be reassessed for the next five years. Board members will 
review the basic plans over the coming months.

Rick Schofield is the Corporate Secretary/Treasurer 
of CHO/PCO.

Board Meetings
CHO/PCO Board of Directors meetings are open to any MHC member. Please contact the Corporate Secretary to 
confirm each date before attending. Scheduled meetings will be held at 6282 Kingston Road, Scarborough.

CHO/PCO Mission Statement

To encourage the development of municipally appointed heritage advisory committees and to 
further the identification, preservation, interpretation, and wise use of community heritage locally, 
provincially, and nationally.
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It's time to renew your membership
Continue to enjoy great benefits and
show your support for historic places 
by renewing your membership today! 

Thank you for being part of it. 

National Trust 
for Canada 

The Corporation of the Town of Tecumseh 
917 Lesperance Rd 
Tecumseh, Ontario N8N 1W9 

NEW:Get five issues of Locale magazine per year - one beautiful 
print issue and four digital issues delivered to your inbox! 

Current_Membership .- _ _ , _ , 1·. ; · · .•. , ! ,• , ·., \ •' ... .__...G_ · 

Membership Type: Individual / individuel 

Membership # : ----------------__
2006 !=amily Member Names (if applicable): 

t;_xpiry Date: Jul 1, ....__.....;.2019 ____________ Partner: 

Children 
--------------

t:mail: 
under 16: 

(up to 3 living at-------------­
Tel. #: same address) 

Enter your email address above to receive the latest news from the National Trust. 
-------------
You can unsubscribe at any time. 

'=== -----~---Wi_e_c=a=re= a=bo=u=taaaya.ao=u_r ;..pr_iv_a-"cy._~~~-www.nationaltrustcanada.ca_{i~p_ri_va-c,,;;;y___= === =~= 

1 
embership Renewal 

$40.00 Make a tax-deductible 
donation today and help save 

Tax: $5.20 places that matter. 

We like to publicly recognize our 
Subtotal: $45.20 donors. May we acknowledge your 

donation? O Yes D No 
Add Donation Amount: -------------- Please specify how you would like your name 

to appear (for example, "John A. Smith" or "John 
Smith, in memory of Jane Doe"): 

Total: --------------
Payment Information Need your

membership in a hurry? 

D Cheque (payable to the National Trust for Canada) 0 Credit Card Jo in o nline. 

Card number: I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I t:xpiry (mm/yy): I 

Name on Card: Security Number: ---------- -------

0 Check here to make your gift monthly. Donation amount will be charged on the first of every month. 

OTl-lrn WAYS TO R[N!;:W *nationaltrustcanada.ca/join *1-866-964-1066 ext. 1 

Preferez-vous recevoir des communications en Fran~ais? □ 
Charity#: 119237477RT0001 Cochez ici pour mettre ajour vos preferences linguistiques. 

1-866-964-1066 ext. l I190 Bronson Avenue, Ottawa, ON K1R 61-l4 I membership@nationaltrustcanada.ca 
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Continue to enjoy great benefits of membership. Renew today! 
Simply complete the form on the back of this page. 

OTl-l~R WAYS TO Rt;N~W fl nationaltrustcanada.ca/join ft 1-866-964-1066 ext. 1 
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Tecumseh Munidpal Heritage Committee 

Congratulations! 

Your property has been identified as beinghistorlcally and culturally important to our community! 

The Tecumseh. Municipal Heritage Committee is currentlyworking on expanding the Munidpa! Register 
of Heritage Properties and would like to include yours. 

Th is package con ta ins information aboutwhat this means, and some b.ackgrou nd on what to expect 
going_forward. 

We wouid Hke to assure you that this does not mean Designation, which is a much more involved 

process. The Municipal Register merely provided recognition to Council and the communitythatyour 

property is of historical and cultural interest. 

For presentation·toTo\Nn.Coundl, any historical information, photographs orany background 

information oh your property would be greatly appreciated. 

Please feel free to contact me atthe below ifyou have any other questions; 

Charlie Gray 

Te.cu.mseh. Mu Ii icipaI Heritage Committee 

·················-·······-·-···-·----------------
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Tecumseh Municipal Heritage Committee 

Name of Building, Property or Site: ' 

--···. ' 
Municipal Address: 

Assessment Roll No.: 
' 

--·--··1 

Location Description: ' 

Date of Construction: Date of Additions: 
I 

- -i 
Date of Evaluation: i 

! 

Approval by Committee: Level: 
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Town of Tecumseh Municipal Register of Cultural Heritage Properties 
Designated Property 

Street Name Street# Name of 
Prooertv 

Year Architecture/ 
Sivie 

Sector History By-law 

Banwell Road, Banwell 2013 Sandwich South Smith Cemetery May 14, 2013 
Plan 85 South Cemetery By-law No. 2013-20 
Half of Lot 10 

Listing 
Properties of Cultural Heritage Value or Interest 

Street Name Street# Name of 
Prooertv 

Year Architecture/ 
Stvle 

Sector History By-law 

Tecumseh 12233 St. Anne's Tecumseh Aug 28107 RCM 
Road Church 293107 
Tecumseh 12320 Baillargeon Tecumseh Aug 28107 RCM 
Road House 293107 
Lacasse 
Boulevard 

590 Lacasse Park 1947 Tecumseh Clapp property 
acquired in 1923 
by the Town, 
Baseball Diamond 

October 9, 2018 
RCM 296118 

and grand stands 
(1949) feature 

Lesperance 1521 St. Anne's 1830s Tecumseh Original cemetery October 9, 2018 
Road Cemetery in Tecumseh RCM 296/18 

Tecumseh 
Road 

12350 Tecumseh 
Area 
Historical 

Tecumseh Site of the original 
railroad yard and 
current location of 

October 9, 2018 
RCM 296/18 

Society 
[including 
Log Cabin & 
Shedsl 

Lesperance Log 
Cabin (circa 1799) 

26



i/:"'!/'\ 

inGhl.d ir;,g hC'ltit<1g$iptc;ip~ftilii§ ;it)
the mu6icipal:fi3gisl~r(.> 5 ·•...•.•.......... 

. < __ ;/·Y,}'./;:/'.-.>/}j/\i{i/·)/·"'-·,,.-,c-·· 
--,~:-- -, __.,,__,;: -:~-:_::;:<'_-: ':,::_,:·::·;::·;·;_::· ::':;:'.",/'-'.'._;;_·;c/;~~·::;; 

.·< lf;,5•,]\lf~ 
.... i, .............. ·...•... ···· ··. 

.· .·•...· ···••·\······•·········•· ··•········ .•••• ···•· .·.....• ·•.·..... 

~ .:I.~~"i"J.•~0,registei·s, ··pleBs¢-·confactthe·- Min"!i:itiy.-}.'_.-
of Toiirl_sri·l;_lLr~_ure· ·anf.sPO_it--af:' .. 
(•116) 314-7265 orToll•Freeat. • 

1-86645.4•0049 .or ··•·· ·· 
gener·~.Unft;-@n-,.t¢.9bV;d,;-:ca":;···· 

•.. ·. Fa112016 · 

Disporiibie -en -lranfafs 

What is the municipal register of cultural heritage properties? 

Section 27 of the Ontario Heritage Act requires the clerk of every municipality 
to keep a publicly accessible register of properties that are of cultural heritage 

value or interest sttuated in the municipality. 

The municipal register of heritage properties must list all properties in the 
municipality that are designated under Part IV (individual property designation) 
and Part V (within a designated heritage conservation district) of the Ontario 
Heritage Act. 

For properties designated under Part JV, the municipal register must include: 
a) a legal description of the property; 
b) the name and address of the owner; and 
c) a statement explaining the cultural heritage value or interest of the 

property and a description of its heritage attributes . 

For districts designated under Part V, the municipal register must include a 
map or description of the area of each district . 

The Ontario Heritage Act (subsection 27(1 ."2)) also allows a municipality to 
include properties of cultural heritage value or interest that have not been 
designated in its municipal register. 

Why should a municipality include properties that have not been 
desigriated in its municipal register? 

Including non~designated properties in the municipal register is a means to 
identify properties that have cultural heritage value or interest to the 
community. The municipal register is an important tool in planning for the 
conservation .of heritage properties and provides interim protection from 
demolition. 

A comprehensive register of cultural heritag·e properties: 
• .Re_cognizes properties of cultural heritage value or inter.est in the 

community. 
• D"emonstrates a municipal council's commitment to conserve cultural 

heritage resources. 
• Enhances knowledge and understanding of the community's cultural 

heritage. · 
Provides a database of properties of cultural heritage value or interest for 
J.and use planners, property owners, developers, the tourism industry, 
educators and the general public. 

• Should be _consulted by mun"icip31 decision makers when reviewing 
development proposals or permit applications. 
Provides interim protection from demolition (see below). 

27

mailto:gener�~.Unft;-@n-,.t�.9bV;d,;-:ca


Discussion with the broader community may also be helpful. The Ctty of 
Kenora, for example, held a public forum to help decide which properties of 
heritage value or interest should be included in its municipal register. 

Requests to include a property in the municipal register may come from 
anyone, including property owners, a municipal heritage c'ommittee, municipal 
staff, local historical societies or residents' associations. 

What about existing heritage inventories? 

In addition to the required municipal register of designated cultural heritage 
properties, many municipalities have existing inventories or lists of properties 
of potential cultural heritage value or interest. This practice is sometimes 
referred to as "listing". 

If your municipality has an existing inventory of properties of cultural heritage 
value or interest, you may wish to consider the following questions when 
determining whether to incll!de all or part of the inventOry in the municipal 
register: 
• Was the inventory previously adopted by the municipal heritage committee 

and/or municipal council? 
• Is the inventory recognized in planning policy, such as the municipal 

Official Plan? 
• Was the public consulted as part of the development of the inventory? 
• Does the list consider the full range of properties that may have cultural 

heritage value or interest? For example, does the inventory include cultural 
heritage landscapes? 

There are examples of municipal councils who have elected to "rolln all or part 
of an· existing inventory into the municipal register, while others have 
undertaken a new process to identify properties. This would be an appropriate 
time to consider whether older inventories were compiled using criteria that 
are consistent with curtent heritage Conservation best practice. 

Can provincially owned heritage properties be included in the municipal 
register? 

The Ontario Heritage Act allows a municipality to include provincially owned 
heritage properties in the municipal register. Provincially owned heritage 
properties.are exempt from the pro.visions of Part IV of the Act, including the 
requirement to provide nbtice of intention to demolish or remove a building or 
structurl;l on the property. Provincially owned heritage properties are not 
subject to designation by municipalities. 

Provincially owned herit~ge properties are protected under Part 111.1 of the 
Ontario Heritage Act, which gives the-Minister of Tourism, Culture and Sport 
the authority to prepare standards and guidelines that set out the criteria and 
the process fpr the identification of properties that have cultural heritage value 
or interest, and set standards for the protection, maintenance, use and 
disposal of these properties. These standards and guidelines are known as 
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--- ------ -- -------------------------------- -- ---------------------- -- -- - --

ONTARIO REGULATION 9/06 
MADE UNDER THE 

ONTARIO HERll-AGE ACT 

CRITERIA FOR DETERMll\!11\!G 
CULTURAL HERITAGE VALUE 
OR INTEREST 

Criteria 

1 . ( 1) The criteria set out in subsec­
tion (2) are prescribed for the 
purposes of clause 29 [1) [a) 
of the Act. 

[2] A property may be designated 
under section 29 of the Act if it 
meets one or more of the follow­
ing criteria for determining 
whether it is of cultural heritage 
value or interest: 

1 . The property has design value 
or physical value because it, 
i. is a rare, unique, representa­
tive or early example of a style, 
type, expression, material or 
construction method, 
ii. displays a high degree of 
craftsmanship or artistic merit, 
or 
iii. demonstrates a high degree 
of technical or scientific 

achievement. 

2. The property has historical 
value or associative value 
because it, 

i. has direct associations with 
a theme, event, belief, person, 
activity, organization or institu­
tion that is significant to a 
community, 

ii. yields, or has the potentlal 
to yield, information that con­

tributes to an understanding 

of a community or culture, or 
iii. demonstrates or reflects 
the work or ideas of an archi­
tect, artist, builder, designer 
or theorist who is significant 
to a community. 

3. The property has contextual 
value because it, 
i. is important in defining, 
maintaining or supporting 
the character of an area, 
ii. is physically, functionally, 
visually or historically linked 
to its surroundings, or 
iii. is a landmark. 

Transition 

2. This Regulation does not apply in 
respect of a property if notice of 
intention to designate it was given 
under subsection 29 (1.1) of the 
Act on or before January 24, 
2006. 
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THE PROPERTY EVALUATION PROCESS 

Community Context 

o Knowledge of the history. achievements and aspirations of the community 
gives perspective to what cultural heritage value or interest may be held by 
the property. 

o Learn about community history and activities that may hold cultural 
value or interest 

Visit the Property 

o A preliminary site visit will give some context and raise questions to be 
addressed by the historical research. 

o The historical research findings may reveal use of the property, key 
dates or associations not previously known 

..-- o Record the property using photographs and notes __,._.._ ..,_,.,.• 
-:_~;:-?){' :,::-,:;;::~ Historical Research 

u Historical research involves consulting records and other documentation to 
learn the history and cultural associations of the property. 

o Search pre-patent land records for early properties 
o Search Land Registry Office property Abstracts and registered 

documents 
o Review property tax assessment rolls 
o Review sources such as census records. directories, photographs, maps. 

newspapers, insurance plans, business records, family materials. 
publications, archival materials 

• A second site visit will be an opportunity to look for physical evidence of these 
findings.

Site Analysis and Physica~------·--------~-·-----··--·..···· 

• A site analysis can involve photographs, measurements, observation and 
analysis of the physical characteristics of the property. The historical research 
findings compared with the physical evidence should ensure collaboration in 
the known information about the property. 

o Develop knowl_edge of construction, materials, architectural style and 
other related topics 

....-- o A~~lyse and record the phys.ic_al.£haracteristics of the prope!!L.,____, .... 
,.,_,.__ ··'!::'" Evaluation and Report 

• Within the context of the heritage of the community, the findings of the 
historical research and site analysis are used to evaluate the prope1iy for 
Design/Physical Value, Histotical/Associative Value and Contextual Value. 

c Merge the historical research information with the physical evidence 
c Make conclusions and deductions based on the supporting 

documentation 
c Identify any cultural heritage value or interest of the property 

__2_Pescribe the heritage attributes that sup~-~~~ or inter_e..s..t ......... 

30



'l . Designation by Municipal Bylaw 
[Section 29 of the Ontario Heritage Act] 

Dss\gnatian prcposed ) 

Council oonsulto '/llth MHO 

NOcaunc!I Decision: Propm.y nat daslgnatud J 
~-

VEiS-"-

Notice of Intention to □ eliigmlte: 
1. Berwd on propercy ll'Mlllf' 
2. SiiNIJd·on OHT 
S. Published In ll8W!lpapHI' 

YES 

I Notice of-Hearing 
~- CAB for hearing lJlibllGhlid in nl!wSpi,i,.r 

NO 

CRB hearing end raport 

ObjeotiOO referred to 

C!luncU Declalan; Council cuns!ders CAB Report 

~ 

Nntice ot.lJiS)~ioir. 
UnNlid _(lf(prii~ll(ty'Q\'lnl;II' 
2. S'llfWd tll1 DI-ff' 
3. Fubli!iheifin ri!IW!IP5Pill' Propillty not designated ) 

Property listed pn municipal -
end J)l'QVJroil!il registers 

Prop;firfy H6tllifon 
Cani1d1~)lP.gl'sl.!ir ) 

Designs.ting Herit.age Properties • Appendix: Flowcharts 
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Run Date: Sep 11 , 2019 

Town of Tecumseh 
Year-to-Date Variance 

Heritage Committee 7705 

2019 December 2019 2019 

Approved YTD Year-to-Date Year-to-Date 

Budget Actuals Variance % Committed 

REVENUES 
Transfers from Reserves 

4-9580 Transfer from Reserves 1,484 -1,484 

Total Transfers from Reserves 1,484 -1,484 

TOTAL REVENUES 1,484 -1,484 

EXPENDITURES 
Memberships 

5-5300 Memberships 150 75 -75 50 

Total Memberships 150 75 -75 50 

Other 

5-2250 Miscellaneous Service 850 219 -631 26 

5-5070 Meetings (meals) 418 418 

5-561 O Advertising 2,484 -2,484 

Total Other 3,334 637 -2,697 19 

Expenditures Before Transfers 3,484 712 -2,772 20 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 

NET EXPENDITURES 

3,484 712 -2,772 20 

2,000 712 -1,288 36 

Report: 279a YT □ Actuals to Budget 
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