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Thank you for hearing my delegation tonight. 

I am here as part of SORE – a residents group that supports the responsible development of the 
Randwood Estate respecting the significant historical and cultural heritage of the buildings, structures 
and landscape and respecting the peace and privacy of the current and future residents of the 
residential areas that surround the site on three sides. 

My delegation to the Municipal Heritage Committee addresses the urgent need to document and 
responsibly manage the heritage assets of the Rand Properties. While my focus is on 144 & 176 John 
Street, my comments should be applied equally to the adjoining properties of 200 John St. and 588 
Charlotte which, as part of the Rand Properties in the past, share much of the cultural and architectural 
history. 

As set out in Ontario Regulation 9/06 a property has cultural heritage value or interest if it meets any of 
three criteria. The Rand Properties are particularly special because they meet all three criteria: 

(1) The property has design value or physical value based on such factors as architecture, 
construction method, artistic merit or technical or scientific achievement. 

As noted in the Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) the buildings on 144 & 176 John St are significant. The 
Rand Estate may have been partially build on 18th century foundations after the burning of Niagara in 
1813. It was modified over the years but maintained its Second Empire characteristics from the 1870’s 
and 1880’s. The Sheets house is a fine example of the Colonial Revival in style built in 1922. The Coach 
House was constructed in the Gothic Revival style, probably by the Dicksons the 1860’s or 1870’s. These 
buildings are set in a park setting surrounded by unique walls. A good portion of the landscape was 
designed by the premier Canadian landscape architects of the time Dunington-Grubbs. The precise 
extent of the Dunington-Grubbs design is not clearly identified but the HIA does acknowledge that it is 
evident at 144 & 176 John St, and 200 John St. The extent of the Dunington-Grubb landscape should 
fully documented as part of a heritage designation of the Rand Properties. 

(2) The property has either historical or associative value because of its direct association with a 
significant person or event, contributes to an understanding of a community or culture, or 
demonstrates the work or ideas of a significant architect or other artisan significant to the 
community. 

The land occupied by the Rand Properties tells the story of the who’s who in the history in Niagara-on-
the-Lake. From the first decades the of the first European settlers, to the capital of Upper Canada, with 
references to Simcoe and Russell, the burning and reconstruction of Niagara, the beginning of the 
summer visitors in the mid-19th century and the birth of the Shaw Festival in the 20th century. 

Is there more to the story? The completion of the Archeological Assessment could reveal more heritage 
assets and stories of Niagara-on-the-Lake’s past. 

(3) The property has contextual value, in defining, maintaining or supporting the character of an 
area, and vitally linked to its surroundings, or as a landmark. 

The external features of the property, dominated by the wall and the natural landscape canopy, tie the 
property into the Common and local streetscape. The wall is a reference point for all who visit the 
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John/Charlotte area. The canopy reveals little and preserves the views from the Common consistent 
with the views from the National Historic Site at Fort George. 

How is it possible to design a responsible development without a full assessment of the cultural heritage 
and archaeologic assets that are in play?  

The Official Plan and the Ontario Planning act recognize the importance of heritage assets and require 
the appropriate Heritage designations be done prior to site plan approval. 

Yet here we are considering an application before the applicant has completed the heritage designation. 

In the meantime, we must protect our heritage assets. While there is a tree assessment, there is no 
preservation plan, not one provided in the application anyway. Healthy trees have been removed, dead 
trees remain standing. 

I appreciate the good work that staff has put into the drafting of the report MHC-18-008, and the 
commitment of the MHC to address the heritage issues associated with this proposal, and while 
generally I support the Staff report, I submit to the MHC that it is not possible to properly assess this 
application until it is complete. The application should be rejected and not considered in the future until 
the following staff recommendations (as amended) are completed: 

1.3  a standard Ontario Regulation 9/06 assessment, as per the Ontario Heritage Act, be undertaken 
completed for the identified cultural heritage landscape; The heritage assets to include all the 
buildings, structure and landscape on the property 144 & 176 John St, and if justified from a 
heritage resource perspective the properties on 200 John St. and 588 Charlotte St. 

1.4 an analysis be provided with respect to the interior heritage attributes at the Sheets (Devonian) 
House, the Rand Estate and the Coach House. 

1.6 Council adopt the properties at 588 Charlotte Street and 200 John Street to the Town's Municipal 
Register of Properties of Cultural Heritage Value and Interest as per the recommendations in the 
Heritage Impact Assessment and if not currently in place adopt the structures, including 
fences, and landscape of 144 & 176 John St. E to the Town's Municipal Register of Properties 
of Cultural Heritage Value. 

As well, to protect the heritage landscape from further damage through the proposal, assessment and 
design stage I suggest the MHC should recommend: 

a) That a tree preservation plan conforming to paragraph 1.36 of the Regional Municipality of 
Niagara By-law no. 30-2008, a by-law to prohibit or regulate the harvesting, destruction or 
injuring of trees in woodlands in the Regional Municipality of Niagara. 
  

b) Council designate all trees and significant shrubs on all the Rand Properties as Heritage Trees or 
Significant Community Trees under the terms of the Regional Municipality of Niagara By-law no. 
30-2008.  
 

Thank you 


