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The Architectural Conservancy, North Waterloo Region Branch (ACONWR) has 

intervened at Heritage Kitchener where the proposed development was considered (see 

Heritage Kitchener Minutes, December 3, 2019). 

When this development was  proposed, 19 and 25 Mill street properties were not 

considered (see Figures 1 and 2). A scoped study was all that was required.  However, 

the Statements of Significance in Appendix A clearly demonstrate the heritage value of 

the properties.  It is not just the ACO that is promoting their preservation, but detailed 

evaluations were prepared by City of Kitchener heritage staff.  So why are they not part 

of the development process? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2 25 Mill Street Figure 1 19 Mill Street 
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We oppose the demolition of the two heritage buildings at 19 and 25 Mill Street.  

These buildings were not added to the Municipal Heritage Registry, but they should still 

have been protected in accordance with municipal, regional and provincial policies. 

 The process of protecting these buildings has been flawed from the beginning.  

Let us explain the various ways by which these properties have been eliminated from 

consideration. 

In 1995 the Victoria Park Heritage Conservation District (VPHCD) was created.  19 

and 25 Mill were not included in the district even though a casual examination by an 

average citizen would have seen that they were old (please see Figure 3) 

 

Figure 3 Arial view of VPHCD showing orange area of heritage properties. 

This seems peculiar and we do not know why this decision was taken by the committee 

that drafted the plan for the heritage conservation district.  Had 19 and 25 Mill been 

included in the VPHCD, they would have been subject to a full Heritage Impact 

Assessment (HIA) when a development is proposed.  It seems trivial at the time that this 

omission was made, but the outcome has been significant.  We are about to lose two 
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very important properties which are not even considered in the HIA that was prepared 

for the city planners by the developer. 

Starting in 2007 heritage staff undertook an evaluation of about 1,000 buildings 

of interest.  Having been excluded from the HCD, staff recognized that they should be 

listed on the Heritage Registry.  At that time, they were determined to be of heritage 

value.  Appendix A contains the detailed Statements of Significance for both 19 and 25 

Mill Street.  Inclusion in the Heritage Register would also have required full HIA 

evaluation for a proposed development. 

Heritage staff recommended that they both be listed on the Heritage Register at 

a meeting of the Heritage Kitchener Advisory Committee.  It is instructive to read the 

minutes of this meeting:  

Messrs. Paul and Mike Puopolo, Polocorp Inc. were in attendance in opposition to 

the proposed listing of 19 and 25 Mill Street on the MHR. Mr. M. Puopolo 

highlighted their objections, as outlined in the circulated correspondence, noting 

that the statement of significance does not provide an adequate reflection of the 

actual condition of the buildings. The interior floors and walls of 25 Mill Street 

have been redone and the building itself provides no continuity to the 

streetscape. With respect to 19 Mill Street, it is not a particularly good example of 

either Queen Anne or Italianate architectural styles, adding that both properties 

were purchased with the intention of eventually being redeveloped. He stated 

that as of now, Polocorp Inc. has approximately 1.5 acres of land with which to 

develop along Mill Street; commencing with 19 Mill Street and ending at 37 Mill 

Street (Heritage Kitchener Minutes, January 5, 2010) 

 

Heritage staff pointed out that listing the subject property would not hinder its possible 

redevelopment. Staff added that regardless of the subject property being listed on the 

MHR, the City has the authority to request a Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) given its 

close proximity to the Victoria Park Heritage Conservation District. Following objections 
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from Polocorp, staff agreed not to list 19 Mill (ibid). Perhaps staff were hoping that 

listing of 25 Mill St would provide some protection to 19 Mill in the future? 

 

 At the February 1 2010 meeting of Council, heritage staff presented 

background information in respect to listing of properties on the Municipal Heritage 

Register. Staff noted that listing of a property provides up to 60 days for the City to 

consider the merits of listing the property on submission of a demolition application.  

Heritage staff also stated that listing ensures that the City is consistent with the 

Provincial Policy Statement when processing Planning Act applications.  At this meeting 

Mike Puopolo asked that Council: 

 

…not support Heritage Kitchener's recommendation to list 25 Mill Street. He 

advised that the company is a strong supporter of heritage development, citing 

examples of past and current developments that they have been involved with. It 

was noted that the company has acquired approximately 1.5 acres of land, 

including 19 and 25 Mill Street, with the intention of future redevelopment. Mr. 

Puopolo offered the following reasons in support of not listing 25 Mill Street on 

the MHR: the property is not located in the Victoria Park Heritage Conservation 

District; the exterior is in medium condition and the interior walls /floors have 

been redone; the proposed redevelopment is in keeping with the intent of the 

Kitchener Growth Management Plan and complies with the Zoning By-law; 25 

Mill Street is an "orphan" building with surrounding buildings having no 

significant architectural or historical significance, resulting in a lack of continuity 

in the streetscape; and listing would hinder redevelopment as 25 Mill Street is 

central to the land assembly (Council Minutes, February 1, 2010).1 

 

At the time, Councillor Vrbanovic supported Mr Puopolo’s position: 

 
1  Mr Puopolo was on the committee that created the Victoria Park Heritage Conservation District.  He 
also owned the Barra Castle property which has been developed next to his own property at Buena Vista 
House. 
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Councillor B. Vrbanovic voiced concerns with the proposed listing of 25 Mill 

Street as this property is outside the Victoria Park Heritage Conservation District 

and is central to a number of properties to be redeveloped. He added that the 

developer has a demonstrated history of preserving the cultural and heritage 

attributes of properties throughout the community and suggested that it is 

important to be reasonable and work co-operatively with the property owner 

(Council Minutes, February 1, 2010). 

 

Because Council did not want to oppose the owner’s plans for the property, 25 Mill was 

not included in the registry despite the recommendation of staff.   

What is missing here?  Heritage staff are well versed in the requirements of the 

Heritage Act and yet their recommendations were not accepted.  An owner’s 

development plans are irrelevant in determining heritage value.  Plans do not change 

the heritage value.  Determining the heritage value should have been considered using 

Reg. 09/06.  Under that provincial regulation, these properties do have historical and 
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contextual value.  They deserve some protection.  The criterial under Regulation 09/06 

are clear: 

 

Furthermore, the City of Kitchener’s Official Plan has specific sections that deal 

with heritage.  The Official Plan states the following: 

 

 

Regulation 09/06 

 

(2)  A property may be designated under section 29 of the Act if it meets one or more of 
the following 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, 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 

 iii. is a landmark.  O. Reg. 9/06, s. 1 (2). 
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The key phrase here is bolded.  These properties had cultural heritage value but were 

not considered as such for this development. 

The Regional Official Plan also has some words on heritage conservation: 

City of Kitchener Official Plan 

 

12.C.1.3. The City will develop, prioritize and maintain a list of cultural heritage 

resources which will include the following: 

a) properties listed as non-designated properties of cultural heritage value or 

interest on the Municipal Heritage Register;  

 

b) properties designated under Part IV and V of the Ontario Heritage Act;  

 

c) cultural heritage landscapes; and,  

 

d) heritage corridors.  

 

The list may also include cultural heritage resources identified in Federal, 

Provincial and Regional inventories and properties listed on the Heritage 

Kitchener Inventory of Historic Buildings until such time as these properties are 

re-evaluated and considered for listing on the Municipal Heritage Register.  

12.C.1.4. The City acknowledges that not all of the city’s cultural heritage 

resources have been identified as a cultural heritage resource as in Policy 

12.C.1.3. Accordingly, a property does not have to be listed or designated to be 

considered as having cultural heritage value or interest.  

 

12.C.1.5. Through the processing of applications submitted under the Planning 

Act, resources of potential cultural heritage value or interest will be identified, 

evaluated and considered for listing as a non-designated property of cultural 

heritage value or interest on the Municipal Heritage Register and/or designation 

under the Ontario Heritage Act.  
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You may ask, what do provincial Acts and policy statements require? 

 

So why did staff want 19 and 25 Mill to be listed?  They were following Provincial 

Regulation 09/06 to evaluate heritage and following numerous government provisions 

to preserve heritage.  Perhaps they wondered if Polocorp were to go ahead with their 

development plans that a full HIA should be required.  Without heritage listing, the best 

Planning Act 

Under Section 1.2.2 (d) municipalities must consider the conservation of features of 

significant architectural, cultural, historical, archaeological or scientific interest; 

Provincial Policy Statement (2020) 

2.6.1 Significant built heritage resources and significant cultural heritage landscapes shall 

be conserved. 

Conserved: means the identification, protection, management and use of built heritage 

resources, cultural heritage landscapes and archaeological resources in a manner that 

ensures their cultural heritage value or interest is retained. 

A Place to Growth: Growth Plan for the Golden Horshoe (2020) 

4.2.7 Cultural Heritage Resources 1. Cultural heritage resources will be conserved in order 

to foster a sense of place and benefit communities, particularly in strategic growth areas. 

Regional Official Plan 

 

G.1 The Region and Area Municipalities will ensure that cultural heritage resources 

are conserved using the provisions of the Heritage Act, the Planning Act, the 

Environmental Assessment Act, the Cemeteries Act and the Municipal Act. 
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that heritage staff could do was to request a scoped and thus limited HIA.  What is a 

scoped HIA?  Only very limited details are needed: 

Present owner contact information for property proposed for development 

and/or site alteration. 

What is omitted? 

• A detailed site history; 

• A written description of the buildings; 

• A clear statement of the conclusions regarding the cultural heritage value; 

• Documentation of the subject properties; 

• Proposed alterations and demolitions must be justified 

It is very disturbing that the original HIA stated: “No demolition of all or part of a 

significant or potentially significant cultural heritage resource is proposed.”  Since the 

owners were not required to look at the potential significance of the properties, we 

don’t actually know if a significant cultural heritage resource will be demolished.  

 

• What if 25 Mill had been on the Municipal Heritage Registry? 

• What if the HIA had not been scoped and the full significance had been 

understood by the Heritage Kitchener Advisory Committee?  

 

When Polocorp proposed the development plan, the hands of heritage staff were tied.  

They had no option but to state in staff reports that these properties have no heritage 

value because they have not been identified as such. Thus in the current Staff Report 

(DSD-21-005), the opinion of staff only evaluates the impacts on the Part IV property at 

45 Mill and the HCD.  The opinion of staff is: 
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Heritage Planning staff are of the opinion that the scoped Heritage Impact 

Assessment… has satisfied the subject scoped terms of reference (ibid., p. I- 72). 

 

So, in effect we have a situation where various decisions were made that overturned 

evaluations by the city’s heritage professionals.  They also fail to acknowledge, the City 

of Kitchener’s Official Plan, the Regional Official Plan and at least three Provincial 

regulations.  The initial de-listing of 25 Mill Street will result in the loss of significant 

cultural heritage should this development be approved.   

 

• Is there is nothing we can do about it?  

• What if these buildings were not going to be demolished? 

 

Before you decide to allow this development and demolition, you should know 

that the Ontario Heritage Act does not allow: 1) the condition of a property; 2) the 

future development potential; 3) whether redevelopment is in the best interests of the 

City’s mixed-use corridor study; 4) whether it fits the growth management plan to affect 

whether a property is evaluated to have cultural heritage value or not.  It simply asks the 

question whether there is design, historical or contextual value.  Any one of these means 

the property has cultural heritage value. 

The ACO strongly recommends against demolition.  If we continue to demolish 

buildings and because of some quirk in the process, then we cannot live up to our 

obligations to protect heritage.  As stated in the Provincial Policy Statement: 

Significant built heritage resources and significant cultural heritage landscapes shall be 

conserved. 
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Statement of Significance 

19 MILL STREET 

 

Municipal Address:  

19 Mill Street, Kitchener 

Legal Description:  

RP 58R-8441 Parts 1 and 2 

Year Built: 1897 

Architectural Style:  

Queen Anne 

Original Owner:Moses Unger 

Original Use: Residential 

Condition: Good 

Description of Historic Place 

 

19 Mill Street is two storey late 19th century brick building built in the Queen Anne 

architectural style. The building is situated on a 0.37 acre parcel of land located on the 

south side of Mill Street between Queen Street South and Lansdowne Boulevard in the 

Mill Courtland Woodside Park Planning Community of the City of Kitchener within the 

Region of Waterloo. The principal resource that contributes to the heritage value is the 

residential building.  

 

Heritage Value 

19 Mill Street is recognized for its design, physical, and contextual values.  

 

The design and physical values relate to the Queen Anne architectural style that is in good 

condition with many intact original elements. The building features: yellow brick 
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construction; cross gabled roof; brackets; 1/1 hung windows; picture windows and 

transoms with brick voussoirs; 2 storey front verandah; and, 1 storey rear verandah. 

 

The contextual value relates to the buildings contribution to the character of the street.  

 

Heritage Attributes 

The heritage value of 19 Mill Street resides in the following heritage attributes: 

 

▪ All elements related to the construction and Queen Anne architectural style of the 

building, including:  

o yellow brick construction;  

o cross gabled roof;  

o brackets;  

o windows and window openings, including: 

▪ 1/1 hung windows;  

▪ picture windows and transoms with brick voussoirs; and,  

▪ stained glass windows;  

o 2 storey front verandah; and,  

o 1 storey rear verandah. 

 

Photos 
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19 Mill Street 
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19 Mill Street 
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City of Kitchener  

Cultural Heritage Resource Evaluation Form  

 

Address: 19 Mill Street Period: 1897 Recorder Name: YWC/MW 

Description: Queen Anne 

Photographs

: 

Front Façade  Left Façade 

 

Right Façade  Rear Façade  Details  Setting  Date: July 22, 2009 

 

 

Design or Physical Value                                                                       RECORDER                                   EVALUATION SUBCOMMITTEE 

  

Style                   Is this a notable, rare or unique example of a                  N/A  □    Unknown  □    No   □    Yes            N/A  □    Unknown  □   No   □    Yes    

                      particular architectural style or type? 

 

Construction     Is this a notable, rare, unique or early example              N/A  □    Unknown  □    No       Yes  □           N/A  □    Unknown  □    No      Yes   □ 

                           of a particular material or method of construction? 

  

Design                Is this a particularly attractive or unique                        N/A  □   Unknown  □    No   □    Yes              N/A  □    Unknown  □    No   □    Yes   

                            structure because of the merits of its design,  

                            composition, craftsmanship or details? 

 

          Does this structure demonstrate a high degree               N/A  □   Unknown  □    No       Yes   □           N/A  □    Unknown  □    No      Yes   □ 

          of technical or scientific achievement? 

 

Interior              Is the interior arrangement, finish, craftsmanship         N/A  □    Unknown     No   □    Yes  □            N/A  □    Unknown     No   □    Yes   □                              
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 and/or detail noteworthy?             

 

Notes – 

 Field Team:    

 

Contextual Value                                                  RECORDER                     EVALUATION SUBCOMMITTEE 

  

Continuity         Does this structure contribute to the continuity         N/A  □    Unknown  □    No   □    Yes             N/A  □    Unknown  □    No    □  Yes    

            or  character of the street,neighbourhood or area? 

  

Setting            Is the setting or orientation of the structure    N/A   □   Unknown  □    No      Yes    □           N/A  □    Unknown  □    No     Yes   □ 

                            or landscaping noteworthy? 

 

          Does it provide a physical, historical, functional    N/A  □    Unknown  □    No       Yes   □          N/A  □    Unknown  □    No       Yes  □   

                      or  visual link to its surroundings? 

 

Landmark         Is this a particularly important visual landmark     □ R  N/A  □    Unknown  □    No    Yes   □        N/A  □     Unknown  □    No      Yes  □    

                            within the region, city or neighbourhood?             □  C  

                            (indicate degree of importance)                             □  N 

             

Completeness    Does this structure have other original outbuildings,      N/A  □    Unknown  □    No      Yes   □          N/A  □    Unknown  □    No      Yes □   

                            notable landscaping or external features that  

          complete the site? 
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Notes –  

Field Team:  

 

 

Integrity                                                       RECORDER                      EVALUATION SUBCOMMITTEE 

  

Site        Does the structure occupy its original site?                   N/A  □    Unknown  □    No   □    Yes                N/A  □    Unknown  □    No   □    Yes   

      Note: if relocated, i.e. relocated on its   

                         original site, moved from another site, etc. 

 

Alterations     Does this building retain most of its original materials   N/A  □    Unknown  □    No   □    Yes               N/A  □    Unknown  □    No   □    Yes   

                   and design features? 

 

      Is this a notable structure due to sympathetic                 N/A   □   Unknown  □    No      Yes   □              N/A   □  Unknown  □    No       Yes   □ 

                        alterations that have taken place over time? 

  

Condition       Is this building in good condition?                                 N/A  □    Unknown  □    No   □    Yes                N/A  □    Unknown  □    No   □   Yes    

 

 

Notes –  

Field Team: aluminum storms; fire escape stairs; porch  
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Historical or Associative Value & Significance                                   RECORDER                                  EVALUATION SUBCOMMITTEE 

  

Does this property or structure have strong associations with and/or             Unknown     No   □    Yes   □                            Unknown       No   □     Yes   □ 

contribute to the understanding of a belief, person, activity, organization  

or institution that is significant or unique within the City? 

 

Is the original, previous or existing use significant?                                       N/A □   Unknown  □   No       Yes   □                Unknown  □    No          Yes   □ 

  

Does this property meet the definition of a significant built heritage               Unknown  □   No   □    Yes           Unknown  □    No   □        Yes       

resource or cultural heritage landscape, as identified in the  

Provincial Policy Statement under the Ontario Planning Act?  

A  property or structure valued for the important contribution it  

makes to our understanding of the history of a place, an event,  

or a people? 

 

Notes –  

 

Sub-Committee:  
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Statement of Significance 

25 MILL STREET 

 

Municipal Address:  

25 Mill Street, Kitchener 

Legal Description:  

RP 58R-8441 Parts 3 and 4 

Year Built: 1886 

Architectural Style:  

Italianate 

Original Owner: Jacob Baetz 

Original Use: Residential 

Condition: Good 

Description of Historic Place 

 

25 Mill Street is two storey late 19th century brick building built in the Italianate 

architectural style. The building is situated on a 0.36 acre parcel of land located on the 

south side of Mill Street between Queen Street South and Lansdowne Boulevard in the 

Mill Courtland Woodside Park Planning Community of the City of Kitchener within the 

Region of Waterloo. The principal resource that contributes to the heritage value is the 

residential building.  

 

Heritage Value 

25 Mill Street is recognized for its design, physical, contextual, historical and associative 

values.  

 

The design and physical values relate to the Italianate architectural style that is in good 

condition with many intact original elements. The building features: yellow brick 
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construction; fieldstone foundation; low pitched hip and gable roofline; woodwork 

including brackets, frieze and soffits; wrap around verandah with paired Tuscan columns 

on limestone pillars, low pediment over entrance, and plain frieze board and dentillated 

trim; gable roof addition above verandah; segmentally arched windows with alternate 

radiating brick voussoirs; and, half round windows in the gable ends. 

 

The contextual value relates to the buildings contribution to the character of the street.  

 

The associative and historic values relates to the original property owner: Jacob Baetz 

Senior (Jakob Batz). Jacob Baetz Senior was born in 1851 and came to Canada in 1868. He 

was a stone mason, bricklayer and plasterer. He was employed by Casper Braun, a Twin 

City builder, before he established his own contracting business. As a contracter, he built 

the former market building on Frederick Street, Trinity United Church, St. Andrew’s 

Presbyterian Church, St. Matthew’s Lutheran Church, the Alma Street United Brethren 

Church, the original section of Victoria Public School, and hundreds of homes. He became 

interested in the furniture business when he built the Anthes Furniture Co. plant on King 

Street East and became president of the firm. On the sale of the company, he returned to 

his contracting business and along with Reinhold Boehmer he established the Berlin Brick 

Co. and engaged in road building.  His son, Charles, a cabinet maker, became associated 

with Louis Pommer and Mr. Pommer’s brother-in-law, Charles Cowan, an architect, in the 

Pommer-Cowan Furniture Co., when the firm was established in 1906. Jacob Baetz Senior 

purchased the Pommer and Cowan company and his son, Jacob H. Baetz, joined his 

brother Charles in the furniture business in 1908 under the name Baetz Furniture 

Company. Charles and Jacob organized the Baetz Brothers Specialty Co. Ltd. in 1916 and 

later bought half interest in the Anthes Furniture Co. (later known as the Anthes-Baetz 

Furniture Co. Ltd.) in 1920. The Anthes-Baetz Furniture Co. Ltd. operated for 50 years while 

the Baetz Furniture Company operated until 1973.  

 

Jacob Baetz Senior built the original portion of the house at 25 Mill Street as well as a 

shed for $2100 in 1886. He installed heating in the house for $200 in 1898 and he built 

the front verandah and second storey addition with gable roof c. 1910. He resided in the 

house until his death in 1920. His wife, Katherine Hoelscher, continued to reside in the 

house until her death in 1940.  
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Jacob Baetz Senior served for many years as the treasurer of St. Matthew’s Church. He 

was a town councilor in the 1890s. He served on the board of works.  

 

Heritage Attributes 

The heritage value of 25 Mill Street resides in the following heritage attributes: 

 

▪ All elements related to the construction and Italianate architectural style of the 

building, including:  

o yellow brick construction;  

o fieldstone foundation;  

o low pitched hip and gable roofline;  

o woodwork including brackets, frieze and soffits;  

o wrap around verandah with paired Tuscan columns on limestone pillars, low 

pediment over entrance, and plain frieze board and dentillated trim;  

o gable roof addition above verandah;  

o doors and door openings; and, 

o windows and window openings, including: 

▪ segmentally arched windows with alternate radiating brick voussoirs; 

and,  

▪ half round windows in the gable ends. 
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Photos 

 

 
25 Mill Street 

 

 
25 Mill Street 
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City of Kitchener  

Cultural Heritage Resource Evaluation Form  

 

Address: 25 Mill Street Period: 1886 Recorder Name: YWC/MW 

Description: Italianate 

Photographs

: 

Front Façade  Left Façade 

 

Right Façade  Rear Façade  Details  Setting  Date: July 22, 2009 

 

 

Design or Physical Value                                                                       RECORDER                                   EVALUATION SUBCOMMITTEE 

  

Style                   Is this a notable, rare or unique example of a                  N/A  □    Unknown  □    No   □    Yes            N/A  □    Unknown  □   No   □    Yes    

                      particular architectural style or type? 

 

Construction     Is this a notable, rare, unique or early example              N/A  □    Unknown  □    No       Yes  □           N/A  □    Unknown  □    No      Yes   □ 

                           of a particular material or method of construction? 

  

Design                Is this a particularly attractive or unique                        N/A  □   Unknown  □    No   □    Yes              N/A  □    Unknown  □    No   □    Yes   

                            structure because of the merits of its design,  

                            composition, craftsmanship or details? 

 

          Does this structure demonstrate a high degree               N/A  □   Unknown  □    No       Yes   □           N/A  □    Unknown  □    No      Yes   □ 

          of technical or scientific achievement? 

 

Interior              Is the interior arrangement, finish, craftsmanship         N/A  □    Unknown     No   □    Yes  □            N/A  □    Unknown     No   □    Yes   □                              
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 and/or detail noteworthy?             

 

Notes – 

 Field Team: wood soffits, frieze, brackets, wrap around verandah with double columns on stone pillars, segmentally arched windows, brick voussoirs, pediment   

 

Contextual Value                                                  RECORDER                     EVALUATION SUBCOMMITTEE 

  

Continuity         Does this structure contribute to the continuity         N/A  □    Unknown  □    No   □    Yes             N/A  □    Unknown  □    No    □  Yes    

            or  character of the street,neighbourhood or area? 

  

Setting            Is the setting or orientation of the structure    N/A   □   Unknown  □    No      Yes    □           N/A  □    Unknown  □    No     Yes   □ 

                            or landscaping noteworthy? 

 

          Does it provide a physical, historical, functional    N/A  □    Unknown  □    No       Yes   □          N/A  □    Unknown  □    No       Yes  □   

                      or  visual link to its surroundings? 

 

Landmark         Is this a particularly important visual landmark     □ R  N/A  □    Unknown  □    No    Yes   □        N/A  □     Unknown  □    No      Yes  □    

                            within the region, city or neighbourhood?             □  C  

                            (indicate degree of importance)                             □  N 

             

Completeness    Does this structure have other original outbuildings,      N/A  □    Unknown  □    No      Yes   □          N/A  □    Unknown  □    No      Yes □   

                            notable landscaping or external features that  

          complete the site? 
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Notes –  

Field Team:  

 

 

Integrity                                                       RECORDER                      EVALUATION SUBCOMMITTEE 

  

Site        Does the structure occupy its original site?                   N/A  □    Unknown  □    No   □    Yes                N/A  □    Unknown  □    No   □    Yes   

      Note: if relocated, i.e. relocated on its   

                         original site, moved from another site, etc. 

 

Alterations     Does this building retain most of its original materials   N/A  □    Unknown  □    No   □    Yes               N/A  □    Unknown  □    No   □    Yes   

                   and design features? 

 

      Is this a notable structure due to sympathetic                 N/A   □   Unknown  □    No      Yes   □              N/A   □  Unknown  □    No       Yes   □ 

                        alterations that have taken place over time? 

  

Condition       Is this building in good condition?                                 N/A  □    Unknown  □    No   □    Yes                N/A  □    Unknown  □    No   □   Yes    

 

 

Notes –  

Field Team: metal railings on verandah, some new windows, new front addition, vestibule?  
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Historical or Associative Value & Significance                                   RECORDER                                  EVALUATION SUBCOMMITTEE 

  

Does this property or structure have strong associations with and/or             Unknown  □   No   □    Yes                               Unknown  □     No   □     Yes    

contribute to the understanding of a belief, person, activity, organization  

or institution that is significant or unique within the City? 

 

Is the original, previous or existing use significant?                                       N/A □   Unknown  □   No       Yes   □                Unknown  □    No          Yes   □ 

  

Does this property meet the definition of a significant built heritage               Unknown  □   No   □    Yes           Unknown  □    No   □        Yes       

resource or cultural heritage landscape, as identified in the  

Provincial Policy Statement under the Ontario Planning Act?  

A  property or structure valued for the important contribution it  

makes to our understanding of the history of a place, an event,  

or a people? 

 

Notes –  

 

Sub-Committee: association with Jacob Baetz Senior 

  

  

 

 


