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Canadian Inventory of Historic Building - Historical Building Report 

His tor ian :Kel ly Crossman 

D a t e : j u l y 1977 

Geocodc: 06207000100203 

City: W a l k e r t o n 

Address: 203 Cay ley S t . 

Building Name: Bruce County 
(if important) C o u r t House 

Source of Ti t le Photo: 

C . I . H . B . Crossman 

Building Information 

Date of Construction: 1865-66 

Archi tect :David Murray (Guelph) 

Builder: John E l l i o t ( B r a n t f o r d ) 

Craftsmen (List Type) 

Name and occupation of or iginal owner: Bruce County 

Notable subsequent owners and reason ident i f ied: 

Notable type of occupants: C o u n t y , J u d i c i a l O f f i c i a l s 

Notable occupants and reason ident i f ied : County J u d g e , County C l e r k , 
Warden, S h e r i f f 

Building use: G o v e r n m e n t a l ; C o u r t House 

Major building material :B r i ck 

Al tera t ions : 
General Nature Date 

A d d i t i o n t o t h e f r o n t 
of t h e C o u r t House 1966 

Architect Builder 

Comments: Whi le most of t h e o r i g i n a l c o u r t house r e m a i n s , t h e e f f e c t 
of t h i s b u i l d i n g on i t s s i t e h a s been c o m p l e t e l y a l t e r e d by t h e 
c o n s t r u c t i o n of a new c o u r t house i m m e d i a t e l y t o t h e f r o n t . 
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203 Cayley Street Walkerton 

In the years from 1842 to 1852 the population of Upper 

Canada nearly doubled from 486,055 to 952,004. ' Most 

of this increase was the result of immigration, particularly 

from Ireland, and one effect which it had on the colony 

was a sudden increase in the demand for land available for 

settlement. By this time however, much of southern Ontario 

had already been colonized and so the colonial government 

turned to undeveloped tracts of land to ease the demand. 

On 19 April 1847, an Order-in-Council was passed 

directing that undeveloped lands in the Huron District 

2/ be surveyed and opened up to prospective farmers. ' 

The offer made by the government to the new settlers 

was a free grant of a fifty acre farm lot. The free grants 

were opened for location in August of 1848 and the lands 

were quickly taken up. One result of this rapid settlement 

was that the colonial government was faced with the 

necessity of organizing the region for purposes of municipal 

administration. At first the territory which is now known 

as Bruce County was simply referred to as the "Queen's 

Bush," a nick-name which served to distingish these lands 

from other undeveloped properties held in private hands. 

In 1846, just before the land was surveyed, an act of 

parliament decreed that "That portion of the province 
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lying to the northward of the District of Huron, bounded 

on the north by Lake Huron and the Georgian Bay, which 

is not included in either of the Districts of Wellington 

or Simcoe, is declared, for all purposes of and connected 

with the administration of justice, civil and criminal, 

3/ to form part of the District of Huron." ' 

Only three years later the County of Bruce was officially 

created by a second act of the provincial parliament. 

On the 30th of May 1849, the old District of Huron was 

divided into the three counties of Huron, Perth and Bruce. 

Bruce County was named in honour of the Governor-General 

of Canada at the time who was James Bruce, the Earl of 

Elgin. While the three counties were thus united with 

the capital at Goderich, the act provided that the union 

of the counties might be dissolved "so soon as it shall 

appear by the census that any junior county contains a 

population of fifteen thousand, on order of the Governor-

. . 4/ 

m-Council and upon petition of two-thirds of the reeves." ' 

Following the requirements of the act, Perth County was 

separated from the union in 1853 and by 1856 the population 

of Bruce was sufficient that application might be made 

for its independence as well. The application was accepted. 

On the 16th day of May 1856, the provisional county council 

of Bruce was legally authorized with the intention that 

complete independence might be realised as soon as the 

necessary county buildings had been constructed. 
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As it turned out, ten years were to pass before the 

court house at Walkerton was finally completed and the 

county of Bruce recognized as fully independent. The 

problem was the choice of a county town. The first meeting 

of the provisional council for Bruce met at the Peacock's 

Hotel in Southhampton on 19 March 1857 in order to select 

a capital town for the county. After a series of votes 

Walkerton was chosen and the Governor-in-Council was informed 

of the decision. In June of that year Walkerton was declared 

county town for Bruce by an official proclamation. 

Decisive as this action appeared to be, opposition 

to the selection of Walkerton was so strong that when 

the council met again on 8 July it was moved in amendment 

that "no by-law be at present published for raising money 

5/ to erecte county buildings at Walkerton." ' With this 

began a controversy that was to last until 1865, for it 

was not until the 15th of September 1865 that an act 

was passed by the provincial parliament declaring Walkerton 

county town. During the intervening years the county 

council fought among itself to such a degree that no decision 

was ever upheld for more than a few months. 

Although the issue was not finally settled until 

1865 some important decisions were made before that date. 

In July of 1859 a general referendum approved the issue 

of debentures to raise B6,000 for the cost of construction 

of the county buildings. In December of 1863 the building 

committee reported "that they had purchased a suitable 
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site from George Jackson, whereon to erect the county 

buildings, for the sum of $600. That David Murray of 

Guelph, had been appointed architect. That your committee 

had advertized for tenders. That the contract had been 

given to John Elliot, of Brantford, for the sum of 

$21,136.95."6/ 

Because of the delay in the authorization of the 

contract by the irresolute county council, $500 and $300 

was paid to the contractor and architect respectively 

for their troubles. In the end however, the site purchased 

from George Jackson in Walkerton was approved and construction 

of the buildings began late in 1865. The court house 

and gaol were reported as complete by the building committee 

on 1 November of the following year. The total cost of 

the buildings proved to be greater than expected and a 

second by-law was passed to raise a further $20,000 for 

7/ their construction. ' With the completion of the county 

buildings, the County of Bruce was formally separated from 

Huron County. 

In most instances when a decision was made to build 

the county buildings in a town other than Walkerton, arrange

ments were simply made to procure a suitable site and have 

John Elliot construct David Murray's design. Of course, these 

arrangements proved fruitless in the end, but there is 

one instance where a town may have commissioned its own 

design from William Thomas & Sons, Architects of Toronto. 
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According to local historian Norman Robertson, a plan 

was drawn up by William Thomas for a court house and jail 

to be erected in the town of Kinloss. The plans were 

dated the 21st of December, 1858 and they were submitted 

in response to a general advertisement. Robertson goes 

on to say that this is the only instance to his knowledge 

suggesting that "Kinloss was in the race for the county 

town, though possibly the fact of the warden's post-office 

address being "Kinloss" may have led to the architects 

8 / to suppose the county town was there." ' Whatever the 

circumstances actually were however, the story suggests 

that David Murray faced some stiff competition in his 

bid for the Bruce County project. 

Built of brick and simply ornamented, the Bruce County 

Court House is notable for its unusual plan. (Figure 1) 

Although not a true octagon, the central block of the court 

house is a square block with right angled cuts on each of the 

four corners to produce an octagonal shape. Four rectangular 

wings radiate from the central block to complete the building. 

The entire court house is two storeys high with the central 

portion, which contains the court room, somewhat higher 

than the wings. 

Except for stone sills, the court house is entirely 

brick. The building is trimmed with a heavy wooden 

cornice supported by brackets and each of the wings are 

finished with a gable end. The windows have round heads 
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with the exception of four segmental windows located on 

the ground floor of the four "octagonal" sides. 

Judging from a photograph of the court house which dates 

from the turn of the century, the building does not seem 

to have been radically altered. One wing is twice the 

length of the other three and it seems reasonable to suspect 

that the extra length represents a later addition. If 

there was an addition, every effort was made to make it 

as discreet as possible. The materials and style are 

identical to the rest of the building. Although the date 

of this addition is not known, it was already built by 

1906. 

In recent times the front facade of the court house 

has been defaced by the construction of a new county building 

immediately in front of the old one. Built in 1966, the 

new building connects directly with the old court room 

and this entailed the demoliton of the original facade. 

While almost all of the 1865 court house remains, the 

effect of the building on its site is completely altered. 

Nonetheless, the court house still functions as a court 

house for Bruce County. Besides the court house with 

its addition to the front, the collection of county buildings 

in Walkerton includes the jail located immediately behind 

the court house and a registry office and county building 

on either side. The old county building is particularly 

interesting, because it was constructed of the same white 

brick and in the same style as the court house, and thus 

represents similar elements put to another use. 
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Endnotes; 

1 Norman Robertson, History of the County of Bruce, 
(William Briggs, 1906, reprint Bruce County Historical 
Society, 1960), p. 11. 

2 Ibid., p. 11. 

3 Statutes of Upper Canada, 9 Vic, Chap. 47. 

4 Statutes of Upper Canada, 12 Vic, Chap. 96. 

5 Minutes of the Provisional Council of Bruce, 8 July, 
1957, quoted in Robertson, History of Bruce, p. 82. 

6 "Report of the Building Committee," Minutes of the 
Provisional Council of Bruce, January^ 1864 as quoted 
in Robertson, History of Bruce, p. 98. 

7 Robertson, History of Bruce, p. 103. 

8 Ibid., p. 85. 
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THE COURT HOUSE 

Figure 1: Bruce County Court House, Walkerton (1939). 
(Ontario Archives, Ace. 2785 L2053.) 
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Canadian Inventory of Historic Building - Historical Building Report 

Historian: K e l l y Crossman 

Date: May 1977 

Geocode: 06210000400102 

City: Wel land 

Address: 102 E a s t Main S t . 

Building Name: Wel land County 
(if important) C o u r t House 

Source of Ti t le Photo: 
C .X.H.B. 

Building Information 

Date of Construction: 1855-1856 

Architect : Kivas T u l l y 

Builder: John He lems , and W i l l i a m Bald 

Craftsmen (List Type) 

Name and occupation of or iginal owner: Wel land County 

Notable subsequent owners and reason ident i f ied : 

Notable type of occupants: County and J u d i c i a l o f f i c i a l s 

Notable occupants and reason ident i f ied : J u d g e , c o u n t y warden 

Building use: G o v e r n m e n t a l ; C o u r t House 

Major building mate r ia l : L i m e s t o n e 

Al tera t ions: 
General Nature Date Architect Builder 

f i r e and r e n o v a t i o n 1913 

a d d i t i o n 1952 N.A. Kearns R. Timms C o n s t . 
Co. 

Comments: Built in 1855-56 and designed by noted architect Kivas Tully, 
the Welland County Court House is a good example of the architectural 
type considered suitable for public buildings in mid-nineteenth 
century Ontario. 



- 428 -

102 East Main Street Weiland 

The history of the town of Welland and of the court house 

built for the County of the same name is intimately connected 

with the construction and development of the Welland Canal. 

This part of Ontario was first settled in the late 1780s 

by United Empire Loyalists, but it was not until construction 

of the Welland Canal in the 1820s that the town of Welland 

first came into being. 

At that time a feeder canal was built to carry water from 

a dam at Dunville on the Grand River. A wooden aqueduct was 

constructed where this canal crossed the Chippewa Creek 

and this was the origin of the town of Welland. At first 

the settlement was simply known as "The Aqueduct". It 

was best known as an Irish shantytown housing immigrants 

who had come to work on the Canal. Because of the opportunities 

for power and commerce provided by the fall in level between 

the water in the aqueduct and the river, the town became 

a local centre for river and canal navigation. Connections 

could be made along the feeder canal to the Grand River, 

to Lakes Erie and Ontario along the Welland Canal, and 

to Chippewa and the centre of the Niagara Peninsula by 

way of the Welland River. ' 

In 1842 the Canadian Government began the enlargement 

of the old Canal and the old wooden aqueduct was replaced 
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by a more substantial one constructed of stone. It was 

at this time as well, that the name of the town was changed to 

Merrittsville in honour of William Hamilton Merritt, entre

preneur and one of the original founders of the Welland Canal. 

With this the town began to grow at a steady pace. In 

an account of 1846 Merrittsville was described as "a small 

settlement....At this place an aqueduct has been constructed 

to convey the Welland Canal over the Welland or Chippawa 

River....Merrittsville contains about 100 inhabitants, 

2/ five stores, three taverns, two tailors, two shoemakers." 

Before 1841 municipal administration in Ontario had 

been the perogative of provincially appointed magistrates 

who met in quarter session during the year. This system 

was abolished in 1841 and locally elected bodies known 

as District Councils were created to govern on the local 

level. This reform proved to be a considerable improvement 

over the old system, and when further municipal reforms 

were introduced to Upper Canada in 1849, the locally-elected 

council was kept as the chief instrument of local government. 

One change that was introduced was the abolition of Districts 

and District Councils and their replaceent by County Councils. 

Despite the obvious merits of the Municipal Act of 

1849, there were some who felt that the Act had not gone 

far enough. Many of the counties were extremely large 

and cumbersone and there was a strong feeling that some 

of these larger counties might be sub-divided. Lincoln 
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County was one of these. The county seat for the region 

was at Niagara and for citizens living in what is now 

Welland County a trip to court in 1850 must have been 

a considerable inconvenience. On the 2nd of August, 1851, 

an Act was passed which erected the new counties of Elgin, 

Waterloo, Ontario, Brant, Grey, Lambton and Welland. The 

act specified that "so soon as the Court House and Jail in 

any of the said counties shall have been erected and completed 

at the county town of such county...it shall and may be lawful 

for the Governor-in-Council to issue a proclamation dissolving 

the union between such county and the county or counties 

with which it is united."3/ 

With the passage of the Act, a provisional municipal 

council for Welland Council was formed and steps were 

taken to erect the necessary county buildings. One of 

the first problems was selection of the county town. 

Besides Merrittsville, as Welland was known at that time, 

strong contenders in the county town sweepstakes included 

Fonthill, Cook's Mills, Thorold and Port Robinson. Port 

Robinson "with her docks and custom house, was a booming 

place in those days" and it would seem that a corner-stone 

4/ for the county builings was actually laid there. ' 

How legitimate this tradition is we do not know, but the 

story illustrates how controversial an issue selection 

of the county town was in mid-19th century Ontario. In 

the end the prize went to Merrittsville and in the words 

of one local historian writing in the 1880s, "the erection 
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of the county buildings in 1856 witnessed the beginning 

5/ of prosperity that has never departed." ' 

In June of 1854 a by-law was passed to raise by way 

of loan the sum of "Seven thousand pounds and interest, 

payable within fourteen years, for the erection of a Court 

House and Gaol in and for the County of Welland and Province 

of Canada." / Little more than a year later the corner 

stone for the court house was laid. A local newspaper 

of the day carried the following report: "Upon arriving 

at the county town, we found the Port Robinson Brass Band 

already on the spot, and a company of local artillery, 

under the direction of Sergeant Watson, stationed near 

the new buildings; also several hundred people gathered 

together from the surrounding countryside...At about 4 

o'clock, everything being ready Mr. Duncan McFarland, 

acting as marshal of the day, formed the company...and 

marched them to the building and up a temporary staircase 

to the floor over the basement." The stone was then raised 

to cover the cavity and over this was inserted a metal 

plate bearing an inscription of the names of the county 

7/ council and the architect and builder. / 

Architect for the court house was Kivas Tully. One 

of the most respected Canadian architects of his day, Tully 

was born in the British Isles, coming to Canada in 1844 at 

the age of 24. He seems to have been trained as both 

an architect and engineer and was for many years chief 
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architect for the Department of Public Works for the Province 

8/ 

of Ontario. ' Major works to his credit include the still-

standing Bank of Montreal building at the corner of Yonge 

and Front Streets in Toronto and Victoria Hall at Cobourg. 

Closer to Welland, Tully is remembered for his design 

for the Town Hall at St. Catherines in 1848. It is not 

unlikely that his commission at Welland was in recognition 

of his success at St. Catherines. 

Contractors for the court house were the local firm 

of John Helems and William A. Bald. Although we know 

little of their training as builders they were not entirely 

successful constructing the court house at Welland. 

The court house was begun before June of 1855 and the 

building was in use, although still unfinished in August 

of 1856. Still, as early as January 1855 Kivas Tully 

wrote in a letter to the Welland Council that "I consider 

it to be my duty to report that I am thoroughly satisfied, 

after four months trial, that the Contractors are quite 

incompetent to perform what they have undertaken" and 

"recommend the Council to place the Contract in the hands 

of their solicitor, so that the necessary steps may be 
9/ legally taken to prevent any loss from delay or otherwise." ' 

Tully's appraisal of Hellems and Bald, was justified by 

later events and the court house work dragged on for several 

years. The building was still not entirely finished in 

January of 1858. What is more, the total cost of the court 
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house came to about H20,000.; an extremely high figure given 

the date of construction and the size of the building. / 

As an interesting note, Foreman of works for the 

court house was John Latshaw who appeared about ten years 

later as architect of an addition to the St. Catharines 

Town Hall. 

In his design for a court house, Tully turned to the 

classical tradition, a mode that must have seemed particularly 

suitable for a building destined to house a court of law. 

Interestingly, Tully's plan for a court house at Welland is 

a markedly different organization of the same sort of 

Classical-Renaissance elements which Tully had used half a 

decade earlier for the town hall at St. Catharines. Rectangular 

in form, the court house functions, at least in the visual 

spelling of the main facade, as a central block flanked by 

wings. (Figures 1-2) The main focus of interest is 

a strongly detailed pediment which projects from the building 

and defines the building's centre. (Figure 3) The pediment 

is supported by four colossal columns in the ionic order, 

and this combination of projecting pediment and columns 

functions as a gigantic portico. Heavy coursing and window 

details give the rest of the structure a pleasing unity. 

The three storyed limestone building is topped by a stone 

and glass cupola. 

In 1913 the court house was badly damaged by fire, 

and the courts and council were forced to meet in rented 
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quarters. The decision was made to restore the building 

and by the end of 1914 it was back in use. Since that 

time there have been no major changes to the building's 

facade although the interior has been renovated over the 

years. In 1952 an addition was constructed to the north 

of the building at a cost of $700,000. Architect for 

the addition was N.A. Kearns of Welland and general contractor 

was R. Timms Construction Company, also of Welland. 

According to a geographical study of the City of 

Welland, the court house was built as part of a general 

development of downtown Welland in the years following 

construction of the stone aqueduct in the 1840s and conversion 

of the original feeder into a navigable canal. 

"The incipient core and the present main street 

of Welland (East Main Street) were to develop... 

along the road route to the east of...two bridges. 

This development included the construction in 

1855-56 of the County Offices and Courthouse 

in a classical style, on a site then next to 

the banks of the river and facing towards the 

canal and the aqueduct. Grist and carding mills 

were located to the north of the river and serviced 

by a mill race, and a rolling mill on the island 

was served with water power from the canal and 

a wharf."11/ 
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In terms of both its date of construction and its relation 

to the evolution of land use in Welland, the Welland County 

Court House dates from a formative period in Welland"s 

history. Preserved and well sited, it continues to exist 

as an integral element in the townscape of the city around 

it. 
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Endnotes; 

1 John N. Jackson, Welland and the Welland Canal (Belleville: 
Mika Publishing Company, 1975), p. 44. 

2 W.H. Smith, Smith's Canadian Gazeteer (Toronto: 
H.R.W. Rowsell, 1849), p. 113, as quoted in John 
N. Jackson, Welland and the Welland Canal, p. 44. 

3 History of the County of Welland (Welland: Welland 
Tribune Printing House, 1887), p. 139. 

4 Ibid., p. 140. 

5 Ibid., p. 391. 

6 "A B-Law to raise, by way of Loan, the sum of Seven 
thousand pounds and interest, payable within fourteen 
years for the erection of a Court House and Gaol 
in and for the County of Welland and Province of 
Canada," Provisional Municipal Council of the County 
of Welland, 26 June 1854. 

7 The Welland Herald, found in History of the County 
of Welland, pp. 408-410. 

8 E. Arthur, No Mean City (Toronto: University of 
Toronto Press, 1964), p. 252. 

9 "Letter from Kivas Tully to Welland County council," 
Welland County Council Proceedings (Fonthill: A. 
Dinsmore, 1856), Second Session, Appendix B, 8 January 
1855, p. 17. 

10 History of the County of Welland, p. 140. 

11 John N. Jackson, Welland, p. 50. 



Figure 1: Welland Court House, 1880. (Welland Public Library) 
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Figure 2: Welland County Court House, Welland 1977. (C.I.H.B.) 
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Canadian Inventory of Historic Building - Historical Building Report 

Historian: K e l l y Crossman 

D a t e r J u l y 1977 

Geocode: 06214002900441 

City :Woodstock 

Address: 441 Hunter S t . 

Building Name: Oxford County 
(if important) Cour t House 

Source of Tit le Photo: 

C . I . H . B . K. Crossman 

Building Information 

Date of Construction: 1890-1892 

Archi tec t :R .T . Brooks ( D e t r o i t ) , C u t h b e r t s o n (Woods tock) , Fowler 

Builder: W.C. Smi th & Co. ( D e t r o i t ) , + A . J . Brown (Toronto) ( T o r o n t ° ) 

Craftsmen (List Type) 

Name and occupation of or iginal owner: Oxford County 

Notable subsequent owners and reason ident i f ied: 

Notable type of occupants: L o c a l J u d i c a l and County O f f i c i a l s 

Notable occupants and reason identif ied ".Judges, C l e r k of t h e C o u r t 
S h e r i f f , B a r r i s t e r s 

Commentsifiuilt in a s t y l e u n u s u a l among t h e c o u r t h o u s e s of t h e 
P r o v i n c e , t h e Oxford County Cour t House i s w e l l m a i n t a i n e d and 
r e m a i n s v i r t u a l l y u n a l t e r e d . 

Building, u s e : G o v e r n m e n t a l ; C o u r t House 

Major building mate r ia l : S t o n e 

Altera t ions: 
General Nature Date Architect Builder 
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441 Hunter Street Woodstock 

During the winter of 1792-93 Lieutenant-Governor John 

Simcoe travelled west from Niagara to Detroit in the hope 

of finding a suitable inland site for the capital of Upper 

Canada, as well as to explore the possibilities of surveying 

a military road through the region. In the course of 

his travels he came upon the present day site of Woodstock, 

Ontario, and thinking it suitable for a garrison town 

the site was marked on the survey then carried out as 

"the Town Plot." As it turned out, Simcoe returned to 

England before many of his plans were carried out and 

"the Town Plot" was never established as a garrison town. ' 

While the first settler near what is now Woodstock 

arrived in 1800, the town of Woodstock was not really 

established until 1833. In that year a British Admiral 

by the name of Henry Vansittart sent out Captain Andrew 

Drew to secure land and make arrangements for him and 

his family. These arrangements included construction 

of a church. Vansittart and his family arrived in Woodstock 

in the summer of 1834 and while he eventually settled 

several miles east, he was followed by other settlers. 

The fist store in Woodstock was opened in 1833 and a post 

2/ office two years later in 1835. ' 
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At first Woodstock and the surrounding region of 

Oxford was included for judicial purposes within the London 

District. Before 1825 the courts had been held at Vittoria 

and after that date in London. Before 1841, the magistrates 

of the quarter sessions were responsible not only for 

the administration of justice but also for municipal government 

as well. To meet their responsibilities for a District 

which included the present counties of Brant, Norfolk 

Elgin and Middlesex as well as Oxford must have been a 

difficult task indeed, so in 1837 the District of Brock 

was established as a separate and independent district. 

According to law each District had to construct a 

suitable jail and court house in the District town. On 

the 24th of April, 1837 a public meeting was held to consider 

the erection of a court house and gaol. A building committee 

was appointed with authority to raise a loan of $12,000, 

and the court house was subsequently constructed. It 

3/ was in use by November of 1839. ' 

Although this, the first court house to be built 

in Woodstock was demolished in 1889, early photographs 

taken in the 1860s give us a good idea what it must have 

been like. ' (Figure 1) The court house seems to have 

been built of stone. It was two storeys high and an 1855 map 

suggests it was essentially a rectangle with a centre block 

which extended both to the back and front to form a cross. 

It had a pitched roof with four gable ends. In its proportion 
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and detailing this early court house reflected the tradition 

of British Classicism so common to early public buildings 

in Ontrio. A photograph has survived of the last trial 

held in the court house, and from this it seems that the 

interior was simply decorated. Aside from the ornamented 

Judge's dais the interior furnishings of wood are simple 

and straightforward. The ceiling seems to have been decorated 

with wooden mouldings. Unfortunately neither minutes of the 

quarters sessions of the peace nor contemporary newspapers seem 

to have survived and as yet the identity of the architect 

and builder of the court house is unknown. 

Located on a reserve of land set aside for county 

purposes in the heart of Woodstock, the court house served 

the county for half a century. By the 1880s it had outlived 

its usefulness. Woodstock was no longer the small pioneer 

village it was in 1837 and the court house itself seems 

to have suffered the passage of time. There were complaints 

that the court house was no longer sufficient for the 

needs of the county. Finally in May of 1888, a letter 

was received by the Oxford County Council from the Crown 

Council advising that "by direction of the presiding Judge 

at the last assizes, he was compelled to prefer an indictment 

against the Corporation of the County of Oxford, in consequence 

5/ of the state of the court House and public offices therein." 

The letter continued on to say that it was necessary that 

some action be taken in the next session to be held in 

June. 
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In the report of a committee appointed to consider 

the question of the county buildings, it was recommended 

that while it had been previously thought prudent to delay 

construction of a new court house for a few years, "it 

would be better to commence at once the erection of a 

new Court House rather than have a lawsuit and perhaps 

put cost on the County." / The report was approved and 

during the autumn of 1888, the building committee visited 

county buildings at Stratford, Hamilton and Lockport, 

New York, all of which had been recently completed. In 

December of 1888, it was finally decided to go ahead with 

construction and the council advertised for plans for 

a new court house offering prizes of $250, $150, and $100 

to the three best proposals. The planned building was 

to be as fire proof as possible and the cost of the court 
7/ 

house was to be no more than $75,000. ' 

Advertisements were duly placed in the Toronto Globe, 

London Free Press, Buffalo Express and trade papers such 

as the American Architect and the Canadian Architect. 

Included in the notice was a provision that as the estimated 

costs of interior fittings was liable to be approximately 

$7,000, architects should deduct this amount from their 

estimates. The plans were to be submitted by the 1st of 

May, 1889. 

From the point of view of the county council, the 

competition was a success. No less than sixteen plans 
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were submitted. After considerable deliberation it was 

decided to accept the proposal of a Detroit architect 

by the name of R.T. Brooks. Brooks was also hired to 

superintend the construction for a fee of 4% the contract 

prize. Ads were then placed for construction tenders 

and required to be submitted by the 15th of October, 1889. 

A total of seven tenders were received being: 

Mcintosh and Griffiths, Woodstock $84,671.00 

A.J. Brown, Toronto 81,000.00 

W.C. Smith and Company, Detroit 68,350.00 

Thomas McClay, Woodstock 81,986.00 

Shultz Bros., Brantford 91,000.00 

W.H. Mayers and Son, Wyandotte 67,912.00 

M.A. Pigott, Hamilton 99,488.00 

As the lowest bidders, W.H. Myers of Wyandotte had failed 

to enter a marked cheque for 1% of the tender as was required 

according to the terms of competition, it was decided 

to tentatively accept the bid of W.C. Smith and Co. of 

Detroit. Inquiries were made as to the firm's stability. 

This being done to everyone's satisfaction, the contract 

8 / 
was then awarded to the Detroit contractors. 

Originally it had been the decision of the council 

that the new court house would be built immediately behind 

the old one. Thus the old court house could be used until 

the new one was ready for occupation. Once the contract 

had been signed however, the ocuncil changed its mind 
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and decided that in order to secure the best possible 

site for the building the old court house should first be 

removed. With this the old court house was demolished 

and during construction of the new building the county 

council and clerk's office were housed in rooms above 

the Black and White Drug Store. The courts during the 

interim period were held in the Town Hall. 

Construction on the new court house began following 

the demolition of the old building. In August of 1890, 

the county council hired two consulting firms to inspect 

the foundation and masonry work that had been completed 

up until that time. When the report of the firms was 

submitted the county council passed a resolution which 

dismissed architect Brooks from his position; the report 

tabled by the consultants stated that the external basement 

walls were so poorly constructed that they could not be 

expected to bear the load of the superstructure. With 

this the county council appointed architects Cuthbertson 

from Woodstock and Fowler from Toronto to supervise the 

9/ completion of the building. ' 

Because of the faulty character of the work that 

had been completed under Brooks, the new architects recommended 

that the basement walls be taken down and rebuilt. This 

was done, but an indirect result of the work was the dismissal 

of the contractors in April of 1891. In January of 1891, 

W.C. Smith entered substantial accounts for extra work 

done on the court house over and above the terms of the 
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contract. The accounts were disputed by the council, 

and after several months of negotiaton it was decided 

to settle with Smith and advertise for new tenders to 

complete the work. 

The contract for completion of the court house was 

awarded to the Toronto firm of A.J. Brown and the building 

was in use by December of 1892. The council also advertised 

for tenders for the interior furnishings and the contract 

was awarded to the Canadian Office and School Furniture 

Company of Preston, Ontario. The furnishings were to 

be of natural cherry at a total cost of $8,188. "A special 

committee was appointed to arrange for seating in the 

Council Chamber. A chart was prepared and each seat numbered. 

Each Municipality, as their name was drawn, selected the 

location of their chairs and desks. In 1892 there were 

thirty-six members of County Council." ' When completed 

in the spring of 1892 the total cost of the new court 

house including landscaping and interest charges had come 

to $125,086.00 

Some of the costs to June 8, 1893 were as follows: 

Contractor Smith $ 22,632.61 

Contractor Brown 72,945.00 

Architect Brooks 1,153.80 

Architects Cuthbertson and Fowler 2,364.02 

Clerk of the Works 1,201.28 
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Furniture - Canadian Office and School 

Furniture Co. 8,000.00 

Lighting - Keith and Fitsimons 1,525.00 

Work under Clerk of Works 1,386.96 

Expert Examination of building 303.18 

Sundry Furnishings 55.51 

$111,467.36 

The court house was formally dedicated by the Oxford County 

Council early in December of 1892. A newspaper account 

of the event described the new building as "most handsome and 

complete" and went on to give a detailed account of the interior. 

The council chamber was 

"located in the northeast corner of the building... 

the warden's chair is placed at the east end of 

the room on a raised dais, and on each side is 

an associate chair. In front of him extending 

the whole length of the dais is a desk. Back 

of the chair is an elaborately carved and 

ornamental background, in rear of which is a 

small retiring apartment...South of the chamber 

are two rooms for the use of the county clerk 

which may also be used as committee rooms when 

the council is in session. North of the chamber 

are two committee rooms. 

...Across the corridor from the council 

chamber are the rooms for the county treasurer. 
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On the north side of the same flat are two rooms 

for the master in chancery and a large room for 

the county library. At the west side are rooms 

for the county judge and the county attorney, 

while in the centre front are two rooms for the 

clerk of the surrogate court. Each of the rooms 

has handsome desks and book cases, a fire place, 

large vaults and all other conveniences. 

The building will be heated throughout by steam 

and lighted by both gas and electricity. There 

is a wash room and closet on each flat for the 

use of the officials...at every corner is a 

hose pipe and attachments so that a four inch 

stream could at once be turned on to a fire in 

any part of the building... 

On the second flat is the court room and 

a large number of rooms for the judge, juries, 

sheriff, attorneys etc. but these will not be 

completed til Feb. 1, but to all appearance every 

room in the building will be complete in every 

detail.12/ 

The official opening of the court house was celebrated 

by a grand ball in the court house on the night of 

13 February 1893.13// 

Judging from that description the interior arrangement 

of space in the court house has changed little since 1893. 
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The same can be said of the exterior. (Figure 2) Although 

Brooks employed a range of architectural elements, the build

ing as a whole functions as a carefully constructed unity 

of solids and voids. Fortunately this balance has never 

been disturbed by later alterations or additions. The 

court house is built on a massive scale and entirely of 

stone. Details include strongly moulded arches, round 

headed windows, carving and stone coursings. Brooks also 

used various kinds of stone for interest and effect. 

The building remains the court house for Oxford County, 

and it is well and proudly maintained. Since its construction 

the basement has been converted to office space. The 

jail for Oxford County is located in close proximity behind 

the court house. 
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Figure 1: 1839 Woodstock Court House. (Ontario Archives, Ace. 11772.) 
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Figure 2: Oxford County Court House, Woodstock, n.d. (Ontario Archives, 
Ace. 9258 S14358.) 
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Canadian Inventory of Historic Building - Historical Building Report 

Historian: K e l l y Crossman 

Date: November, 1976 

Geocode: 06228000400044 

City: P i c t o n 

Address: 44 union S t r e e t 

Building Name: Pr ince Edward 
(if Important) County Court 

House 
Source of Title Photo: 

C . I . H . B . 

Building Information 
Date of Construction: 1832-1841 

Architect: 

Builder: 

Craftsmen (List Type) Wi l l iam S c o t t , P a i n t e r ; James Wycote, t i n n e r 

Name and occupation of original owner: P r i n c e Edward D i s t r i c t 

Notable subsequent owners and reason identified: 

Notable type of occupants: 
Notable occupants and reason identified: A s a young man. S i r John A. Macdonald 

p r a c t i s e d law in t h e Court House. 

Building use: Governmental: Court House and J a i l 

Major building material: Kingston l i m e s t o n e 

Alterations: 
General Nature Date Architect Builder 

A d d i t i o n of Cupola 1861 

Comments: The Pr ince Edward County Court House i s one of the o l d e s t 
c o u r t houses s t i l l e x t a n t in t h e Prov ince of O n t a r i o . 
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44 Union Street Picton 

Although neither the identity of the architect nor original 

drawings of the Prince Edward County Court House seem to 

have survived to the present day, the Court House remains 

a good example of a domestic form of architecture used in 

a public building. ' To some researchers its form and proportion 

suggest that its design was based on a typical late-Georgian 

house style brought to Canada by Loyalists from the United 

States. We know for certain however, that the court house 

was begun in 1832 following the establishment of Prince 

Edward as a separate judicial district. Efforts toward 

separation had begun as early as 1826, and the division 

2/ bill was finally passed in 1831. ' 

Judging from letters written to the Hallowell Free 

Press, interest in both the separation of Prince Edward 

from Midland District and the construction of the new court 

house ran high. In a letter of January 4, 1831, one man 

submitted a letter justifying separation on the grounds 

that the population of Prince Edward was upwards of 10,000 

souls and could easily support independence; that the region 

already contributed 700 pounds annually to Midland District; 

and finally that the Midland District capital of Kingston 

3/ was far removed from much of Prince Edward. ' 

According to the bill of separation, the Governor of 

Upper Canada could proclaim Prince Edward a separate district 
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as soon as jail and court house facilities were available. 

The division bill also referred to a site "adopted at a 

public meeting on 1 May 1826, convened for fixing the site 

4/ of said Gaol and Court House." ' By 1831 when the bill 

was passed the citizens of Hallowell had changed their mind 

and there was a good deal of opposition to the originally 

proposed site. Numerous locations were considered but soon 

the choice was narrowed to two: a site "on lots 7, 8 & 9 

in the village of Hallowell, or on a plot of land donated 

by the Rev. William MacCaulay in Picton, a village directly 

5/ beside Hallowell. 

To understand the nature of this conflict it is necessary 

to know something of the early history of Hallowell. Named 

after Benjamin Hallowell, a Boston Loyalist, the village 

of Hallowell in 1815 possessed only "two brick houses, one 

carding and fulling mill, one Methodist chapel - and one 

Quaker meeting house". ' From these humble beginnings the 

town by 1831 had grown to a thriving mercantile centre and 

was destined to be the principle town of the county. 

On the other hand, Picton in 1830 was composed of little 

more than the homes of Hallowell's prosperous citizens. 

One Picton supporter suggested that the court house should 

be built there, simply because Picton was in a more primitive 

state and the county construction would do well for Picton 

7/ while Hallowell would get on rather well without it. / 

What Picton did have in its favour was the Rev. William 

MacCaulay. MacCaulay was a member of a well-known Kingston 
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family and was connected to the highest levels of Upper 

Canadian society. He owned a good deal of land in Picton 

by virtue of a crown grant and came to Picton to establish an 

Anglican parish. MacCaulay had given Picton its name, after 

a relative of the governor-general's wife, and had modest 

ambitions for it. These included the establishment of the 

county buildings. Thus MacCaulay offered to donate a site 

of two-and-a-half acres for the land as well as a considerable 

sum of money. In the end this munificence and, one might 

suspect, influence, had its effect and Picton was given the 

court house. 

By the beginning of 1832 the battle had been won. 

For in the Hallowell Free Press of March 13 we find the 

following notice: 

It is hereby given that scaled tenders will be 

received by the subscriber at his office in Hallowell, 

until the twentieth day of March, next, from 

such persons as may be willing to contract for 

the execution and completion of a Gaol and Court 

House to be built in Picton, in the County of 

Prince Edward. The building to be of cut stone, 

70 feet in length; and about 44 feet in breadth, 

and two storeys high, covered in tin. 

Persons tendering will be required to attain 

and give explanations to the Building Committee, 

at the Inn of David M. Hopkins, in Hallowell, 
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on the said 20th day of March at 2 o'clock P.M. 

when the tenders will be opened and sufficient 

security will be required for the due performance 

of the contract. The plan, elevation and speci

fications of the building may be seen, and all 

necessary information obtained in application 

9/ to the office of the subscriber. ' 

The notice was dated the 25th of February 1832. 

Construction began later that same year, and although 

the courtroom was open as early as April of 1834, the building 

was not finished for several years. As late as July of 

1840, instructions were given to a select committee 

to arrange for construction of a "suitable fence with a 

stone foundation and iron railing". / The records of the 

finance committee show payments authorized in October of 

that year to William Scott for painting in the court house 

and to James Wycote for tinning the court house roof. ' 

Since the days of its construction, the Prince Edward Court 

House has served both a judicial and administrative function 

and this continues to the present day. Located on an ample 

lot in a residential section of Picton the combination of 

court house and jail make a complementary ensemble of pleasing 

proportions. The court house itself is little changed from 

its original form. (Figures 1 and 2) The structure still 

exhibits a Georgian line and proportion that remind us of 

the Loyalist ancestry of Prince Edward County's first settlers. 
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The cupola on the roof however is a later addition, dating 

from 1861; added perhaps as much to increase the ventilation 

of the court room as to improve the building's grandeur. It 

has been suggested that the portico was an afterthought as 

well.12/ 

As a final note, the history of the Prince Edward County 

Court House provides us with a curious incident illustrating 

both the enthusiasm of nineteenth century Ontarians 

and the hazards of twentieth century historical investigations. 

One of the best sources available to modern-day researchers 

of Ontario history is the illustrated atlases and county 

maps which were once so popular. One explanation of their 

popularity could be that the publishers were not above indulging 

the ambitions of their public. On the Tremaine map of the 

County of Picton we see an illustration of the county buildings 

which shows not only the court house and gaol but a municipal 

and registry office as well. One might look forever about 

the grounds of the Picton Court House for remains of that 

third building for it was actually built not beside the 

court house but across the bridge on a site in what was 

13/ once the center of Hallowell. ' 
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Appendix; Definition of the site of the Prince Edward County 

14/ Court House. ' 

....being a part of a block of land composed 

of the South half of lots No. 20 and the whole 

of No. 21 and 22 in the first concession East 

of the carrying place, in the Township of Hallowell 

aforesaid, which is butted and bounded as follows: 

that is to say commencing at the North angle 

of a part of the above named block of land, commonly 

called "Block 0", at the intersection of Union 

and Pitt Streets, being part of a village plot 

called Picton, in the said Township, then South 

80 degrees, 20 minutes East 420 links more or 

less, to Portland Street; then South 0 degrees 

40 minutes West 558 links, more or less to York 

Street; then North 80 degrees, 20 minutes West 

420 links more or less, to Pitt Street; then 

North 9 degrees, 40 minutes East 558 links, more 

or less to Union Street, the place of beginning, 

containing two and a half acres.... 
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Figure 1: Prince Edward County Court House and Jail, Picton. 
(C.I.H.B.) 
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Figure 2: Prince Edward County Court House and Jail, Floor-Plan. (Ontario Archives D1682.) 
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Canadian Inventory of Historic Building - Historical Building Report 

Historian: K e l l y Crossman 

Date: November, 1976 

Geocode: 06235002300003 

City: Brampton 

Address: Main S t . a t 
W e l l i n g t o n S t . 

Building Name: p e e l County 
(if important) C o u r t House 

Source of Tit le Photo: 
C . I . H . B . 

Building Information 

Date of Construction: 1865-66 

Architect : W i l l i a m Kauffmann 

Builder: John K e s t e v e n 

Craftsmen (List Type) L o c a l 

Name and occupation of or iginal owner: p e e i County 

Notable subsequent owners and reason ident i f ied: 

Notable type of occupants: C o u n t y , J u d i c i a l o f f i c i a l s 

Notable occupants and reason ident i f ied : j u < 3 g e f County Warden 

Building use: o r i g i n a l - G o v e r n m e n t a l : C o u r t House ( s e p a r a t e ) 
p r e s e n t - Governmen ta l - M u n i c i p a l 

Major building material : 

Al tera t ions: 
General Nature Date Architect Builder 
r e n o v a t i o n s t o 
c o u r t room - b a l c o n y 
removed 

Comments: B u i l t i n 1866 , t h e P e e l County C o u r t House was d e s i g n e d 
a s a two s t o r e y s t r u c t u r e of w h i t e b r i c k , h o u s i n g c o u r t room, 
c o u n c i l chambers and m u n i c i p a l o f f i c e s . 
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3 Wellington St. Brampton 

On the 21st of March, 1865, a bill was passed by referendum 

establishing the county of Peel as an independent municipal 

jurisdiction and Brampton as the county town. ' Although 

approved by a good majority, the bill was the result of 

years of agitation and controversy. Before the establishment 

of the county system of government in Ontario, the area 

which is now known as Peel County was included in the Gore 

District. After 1850, Peel County was created as one of 

the three united counties of Ontario, York and Peel. 

In 1852 Ontario County decided to separate from its 

two sister counties; all that was needed was an application 

to the Ontario Legislature and the construction of a court 

house and gaol. Four years later the same sort of agitation 

in Peel County resulted in the passage of "An Act to Provide 

for the separation of the County of Peel from the County 

2/ of York". While there were a good many people who supported 

separation, there were others who did not. There was also 

a good deal of controversy over the selection of a county 

town for Peel; during the course of debate on the issue, 

more than fifteen different villages and towns were considered. 

When the issue was finally settled by the referendum 

of 1865, the Provisional Council for Peel County immediately 

began to take steps leading to construction of suitable 
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county buildings. There was little difficulty in securing 

a location for the new court house and gaol. Twelve potential 

sites were submitted by citizens who offered either to sell 

or donate land to the county. The council finally accepted 

an offer of a site located in the heart of Brampton by one 

3/ of the area's earliest settlers, John Elliot. ' 

The county already owned plans for county buildings 

which had been drawn up by architect William Sinclair for 

an earlier Provisional Council in 1860. County jails were 

required to meet government regulations in 1865 and so once 

separation had become a reality, the county council submitted 

the Sinclair plans to the board of prison inspectors in 

Quebec, only to have them rejected. New plans would have 

to be drawn and so the council established a select committee 

4/ to employ an architect. ' 

The availability of the commission must have been known 

in the architectural circles of the day, for the county 

received inquiries from various architects. In the end 

they decided upon Toronto architect William Kauffman: 

"that after much careful deliberation on the part of your 

committee who obtained every information within their reach, 

and believing that the interests would be adequately secured... 

by the employment of Mr. Kauffman - that gentleman was accordingly 

selected".57' 

Upon the approval of the new plans a notice of tender 

for the construction of the court house was advertized. 
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By the closing date of the competition 14 entries had been 

submitted. The names and locations of the 14 submissions 

6/ were: ' 

R. Grant Peterborough John Gibson Toronto 

J. Florin Belleville Perry & Clow Brampton 

J. Kestevin Toronto Manning & Toronto 
Walton 

J. Farquar n.p. Alexander & Toronto 
Co. 

Fergison & Brampton D. Allen Gait 

Mogridge 

John Moor Brampton G. Nelson Belleville 

J. Damp Toronto T. Storm Toronto 

The tenders were opened on 31 July. The contract was awarded 

to John Kesteven who submitted a figure of $18,385.00 to 

complete the Court House. A lower tender, that of Fergison 

and Mogridge of Brampton had been entered, but it was withdrawn 
7/ due to a lack of sureties. ' 

Kesteven began work immediately on the new court house 

under the supervision of the architect who submitted regular 

reports to the county council. It seemed that the contractor 

must have used local craftsmen for an advertisement appeared 

in the 6 July 1866 edition of the Brampton Times which 

read: "wanted - a number of stone cutters, masons, bricklayers, 

plasterers, and carpenters to work at the County of Peel 

8/ county buildings. Apply to Kesteven & Storey - contractor". ' 

The court house was virtually finished by the end of 1866 
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for a report of the building committee to the county council 

on January 12, 1867 noted that the committee had received 

a certificate of completion from the architect. The total 

cost of the court house came to $19,085.99 and this included 

$700.00 over the original tender granted for extra work 

9/ done by Kesteven and Storey. ' 

The court house itself was a two-storey structure of 

white brick with a simple rectangular floor-plan. (Figures 

1 - 3) A good deal of the building was devoted to municipal 

offices. The county council chamber was located on the 

second floor while the court room was in the centre of the 

east side of the main floor. The court room featured a 

balcony which has since been removed and one historian suggests 

that the courtroom was occasionally used for political 

meetings. / On either side of the courtroom there was a 

room for the presiding judge and jury rooms. 

The Peel County Court House was in continuous use as 

a judicial centre from the time of its construction until 

1967 when a new court house for Peel County was constructed. 

Municipal offices remained in the building until 1974. 
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Endnotes: 

1 Thomas Symons, A History of Peel County 1867-1967, 
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Figure 1: Peel County Court House, Brampton, 1971. (C.I.H.B.) 
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Figure 2: Peel County Court House, Brampton. Front Elevation. 
1971. (C.I.H.B.) 
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Canadian Inventory of Historic Building - Historical Building Report 

Building Information 

Date of Construction: 1923-1924 

Architect : F .R . Heakes ( O n t a r i o Depa r tmen t of P u b l i c Works) 
Builder: J . McDiarmid C o . , 

Craftsmen (List Type) 

Name and occupation of or iginal owner: P r o v i n c e of O n t a r i o 

Notable subsequent owners and reason ident i f ied: 

Notable type of occupants: D i s t r i c t and Government O f f i c i a l s 

Notable occupants and reason ident i f ied : D i s t r i c t J u d g e , Crown A t t o r n e y , C l e r k 
of t h e C o u r t , Crown Timber A g e n t , crown Lands A g e n t . 

Comments: B u i l t i n 1 9 2 3 - 2 4 , t h e Thunder Bay D i s t r i c t C o u r t House i s 
one of t h e l a s t of a s e r i e s of c o u r t h o u s e s b u i l t i n t h e n o r t h by 
t h e O n t a r i o Depa r tmen t of P u b l i c Works i n t h e f i r s t q u a r t e r of 
t h e t w e n t i e t h c e n t u r y . 

Historian: K e l l y Crossman 

Date: Sep tember 1 , 1977 

Geocodc: 06236000300277 

City: Thunder Bay 

Address :277 Cameron S t . 

Building Name: D i s t r i c t of 
(if important) Thunder Bay 

C o u r t House 
Source of Tit le Photo: 

C . l . H . B . 

Building use: G o v e r n m e n t a l : Cou r t House and Lock-up 

Major building material : B r i c k 

Altera t ions: 
General Nature Date Architect Builder 

G e n e r a l r e n o v a t i o n s 
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277 Cameron Avenue Thunder Bay 

The first court room and registry office at Thunder Bay 

was built by the Government of Ontario in 1871. ' The site 

chosen was the small village of Prince Arthur's Landing. 

While nearby Fort William had long been a fur trading post, 

it was this small landing that Simon Dawson had chosen in 

the late 1850s as a suitable beginning for his proposed 

2/ route to the west. ' The Thunder Bay District already had 

a long history of white settlement in 1871, dating back 

to the days when Fort William was the meeting place of the 

Canadian fur trade. It was here that the winterers would 

bring their furs and meet with the Montreal partners. After 

days of trade and banter, the winterers would return west 

and the furs would go east to Montreal and the markets of 

Europe. 

It is no accident that the Ontario Government chose 

the Year 1871 to establish their jurisdiction in this still 

wild part of the Northwest. In actual fact, Ontario had 

no legal authority in the area until the 1880s, but 

only a year before, the Wolseley expedition had travelled 

west from Ontario across this land to challenge the authority 

3/ of Riel at Red River. ' For the first time, the west and 

with it the wilderness north of Lake Superior was brought 

into the mainstream of the Canadian experience. In the 

words of historian Elizabeth Arthur, 
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It was the seizure of power by Louis Riel at 

Red River at the end of 1869 and the decision 

to send a military force westward in the spring 

of 1870 that made the question of an all-Canadian 

military route more than academic. It was this 

series of events, rather than Confederation itself, 

that marked the real dividing line in Thunder 

Bay history between a virtually abandoned and 

4/ vitally important transport line. ' 

According to the report of Chief Architect Kivas Tully 

to his minister in 1871, the Province had severe difficulties 

in "procuring contractors to undertake the work required 

for the construction of the Registry Office and Court Room, 

at Thunder Bay." / As an alternative the materials were 

purchased by the Department of Public Works and workmen 

hired as day labourers. The total cost of the building 

was about $994.00, but unforseen expenses pushed the cost 

to $1,994,85; because of a nearby forest fire, twenty-five 

acres of timbered land around the registry office and court 

room had to be cleared to afford protection, adding a cost 

of $1,000.6/ 

The site for the new building was part of a 12 acre 

reserve set aside by the Crown Land's Department for a registry 

office, court house and jail. The following year, in 1872, 

plans and specifications were prepared for a lock-up to 

be built of stone. The estimated cost of the lock-up proved 
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to be too expensive and so a log building lined with oak 

plank was substituted. Materials were brought to Prince 

Arthur's Landing by steamer and Kivas Tully makes a note 

that the high cost of shipment, together with the generally 

7/ high wages made construction unexpectedly expensive. ' 

In 1868 silver was discovered at Silver Islet. By 

the early 1870s the Thunder Bay District was enjoying a 

minor mining boom. This together with growing traffic on 

the Dawson route and an influx of settlers raised the population 

8/ of Prince Arthur's Landing to about 1500. As a result 

the lock-up built in 1872 was soon too small. In 1873 the 

Department of Public works reported that a larger gaol would 

soon be needed. 

The plans for a new gaol were shelved for several years. 

In 1876 it was decided to replace the old buildings altogether 

and plans for a new gaol and registry office, with a court 

room on the second storey were prepared by the Department 

of Public Works. Again the province had difficulties in 

tendering the work and was forced to construct the buildings 

by day labour hired and directed by an appointed superintendent. 

The new building was constructed of stone and it was completed 

in the Spring of 1877. The registry office occupied the 

ground floor with the court room above. The gaol was located 

at the back of the building. The old lock-up was converted 

for use as a female detention center and was connected to 

9/ the Gaoler's apartments by a small covered passage. 
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In 1884 the facilities at Prince Arthur's Landing, 

which was now known as Port Arthur in deference to the wishes 

of the CPR, were again too small. In June, Chief Architect 

Kivas Tully together with the Inspector of Prisons travelled 

to Port Arthur to estimate the size of the additions which 

would be required. At the same time it was decided to erect 

a lock-up at Fort William. When Tully returned to Toronto, 

plans were drawn up for the additions and advertisements 

placed for tender. The contract was awarded to the Hamilton 

firm of J. & E. Dickinson who began construction early in 

1885. Most of the stoves, furniture and furnishings for 

the addition were shipped from Toronto because of high prices 

at Port Arthur. Also in the interests of economy, the iron 

work for the cell doors and windows in the new building 

was formed from old cell gates taken from the Provincial 

penetentiary at Penetanguishene. ' The cost of the addition 

was approximately $15,294.00. ' 

An elevation drawing and floor plan of the 1884 addition 

has survived and is currently held in the picture collection 

of the Ontario Archives. (Figure 1) The work of 1884 was 

substantial and more than doubled the size of the building. 

Two separate additions were constructed to the 1876-77 

building, one at the rear and one at the front. At the back 

of the building where the jail had been located, a new two-

storey block was extended to increase cell accommodation. 

(Figure 2) The front addition was a square block added to 
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the left side of the old facade. Also two stories, this wing 

greatly increased the office facilities. The ground floor 

housed new offices fcr the sheriff, the district court clerk 

and the crown attorney as well as a barristers' room. The 

second floor consisted of two petit jury rooms, a grand 

jury room and an office for the clerk of the court. 

During the first quarter of the twentieth century, 

the Ontario Department of Public works replaced most of 

their early court houses in the northern Districts. Between 

1900 and 1925, new court houses were built at Kenora, Fort 

Frances, Haileybury, and Sault Ste. Marie. A new court 

house was also built at Port Arthur. It is true that in 

most cases the new buildings replaced older ones that were 

simply inadequate, but it is also true that in the short 

space of one generation, from 1870 to 1900, an industrial 

civilisation had emerged from the wilderness. These new 

court houses were designed to recognise that achievement. 

As early as 1919, plans and specifications were prepared 

12/ in Toronto for a new court house at Port Arthur. / Tenders 

were called for the excavation and foundation, but then 

the project was dropped. No reason is given in the report 

of the Ontario Department of Public Works, but a possible 

explanation is lack of funds; the province was already committed 

to build a new court house at Sault Ste. Marie in 1919. 

In 1923 the project was on again and tenders recalled. 

The contracts were awarded to J. McDiarmid Co. of Winnipeg 



- 481 -

for general trades; H.R. Sime of Port Arthur for heating 

and ventilation; plumbing to Purdy, Mansell Limited of 

Toronto; and electric wiring to the Mahon Electric Co. of 

Port Arthur. The old court house and gaol of 1884 was 

demolished and construction began on the new building. 

(Figure 3) According to the report of Chief Architect 

F.R. Heakes, 

This building has been planned on much the same 

lines as the Court House built at Sault Ste. Marie, 

is four storeys in height, including the basement, 

which is extended high above the ground to give 

adequate light. The foundations are built of 

concrete and brick to the grade line, above the 

grade line of red tapestry brick manufactured 

in Fort William. The building is being erected 

on the site of the old Court House and Gaol, 

has a frontage of 140 feet and a depth of 48 

feet.13/ 

The main entrance to the building is in the centre 

of the front, with a vestibule leading to the main corridor. 

This corridor runs the full width of the building, at each 

end is an entrance and stairs leading to the basement and 

the upper floors. When built, the ground floor housed the 

court room, a Judges' retiring room, a Barristers' room 

with witness room adjoining and offices for the Sheriff, 

Crown Attorney, Clerk of the Court and the Mining Recorder. ' 
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A grand staircase in the center of the building leads 

to the upper floors. The second floor contains offices 

which were originally intended for Ontario Government officials. 

These included the Crown Timber Agent, Crown Lands Agent, 

offices for the Agricultural Department, and the License 

Inspector. The second floor also housed a Grand Jury room. 

For the most part, the top floor was devoted to the needs 

of the Judge. Besides the Judges' chambers, private rooms 

and library offices, the third floor also contained apartments 

for the caretaker. 

In the basement were offices for the Bureau of Labour 

and the Ontario Provincial Police. Near these were detention 

cells for prisoners awaiting trial. The court house was 

fitted with a steam heating plant, installed under the super

vision of R.B. Chandler who was also Clerk of Works. The 

building was finished in the late summer of 1924 and it still 

functions as court house for the District. The cost of 
It:/ 

construction was $256,057.06. ' 
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Endnotes: 

1 "Ontario Department of Public Works Reports", Provincial 
Archives of Ontario, 1871. p. 27. 

2 Elizabeth Arthur, Thunder Bay District, (Toronto: 
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Figure 1: Elevation of Addition to Court House at Prince 
Arthur's Landing. (1884) (Ontario Archives, R.G. 15, 
Folder 14) 



Figure 2: Elevation of Addition to Court House at Prince 
Arthur's Landing. (1884) (Ontario Archives. R.G. 15, 
Folder 14) 
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Figure 3: Thunder Bay District Court House, Thunder Bay 
(1924) (Ontario Archives, R.G. 15, E-7, Vol. 21) 
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Canadian Inventory of Historic Building - Histor ical Building Report 

Historian: K e l l y J . Crossman 

Date: November , 1 9 7 6 . 

Geocode: 0 6 2 4 8 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 4 3 

City: M i l t o n 

Address: 43 Brown S t r e e t 

Building Name: H a l t o n C o u n t y 
( i f important) Cour t House 

Source of T i t l e Photo: 

C . I . H . B . , K. Crossman 

Building Information 

Date of Construction: 1 8 5 4 - 5 5 

Architect : C l a r k & Murray 

Builder: M i c h e a l Kenney 

Craftsmen (List Type) 

Name and occupation of or ig ina l owner : H a l t o n County 

Notable subsequent owners and reason i d e n t i f i e d : 

Notable type of occupants: County and p r o v i n c i a l c o u r t s 

Notable occupants and reason i d e n t i f i e d : J u d g e , County Warden, C l e r k 

Building use: G o v e r n m e n t a l : C o u r t House 

Major building material : L i m e s t o n e 

Al terat ions: 
General Nature 

A d d i t i o n 

Date 

1877 

Architect Builder 

Comments: C o n s t r u c t e d i n 1 8 5 4 , t h e H a l t o n County C o u r t House i s o n e 
o f t h r e e C o u r t H o u s e s o f c a s t e l l a t e d d e s i g n i n t h e P r o v i n c e . 
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43 Brown Street Milton 

On 12 July 1853, under the provisions of an act to separate 

the County of Halton from Wentworth County, the first Provincial 

Council of Halton County met to begin preparations for the 

construction of a court house and gaol. ' As was the case 

in many parts of Canada West in the 1850s, the move for 

separation in Halton County began in the years following 

the passage of the Municipal Act of 1849. Under the terms 

of that act, the old District of Gore became the United 

Counties of Wentworth and Halton. 

Although Oakville had her own ambitions, Milton was 

designated County Town. According to the Illustrated 

Historical Atlas of the County of Halton "The struggle over 

the site for the County Town was fierce and strong, especially 

from those who favoured Oakville, but finally, through the 

influence of Sir Francis Hinks, Mr. John White and others, 

2/ Milton was chosen." ' Like a good many Ontario towns, Milton 

originated as the site of grist mill. Jasper Martin had 

acquired 200 acres of land through a Crown grant and purchase 

and his settlement and mill was known first as Martin's Mill 

and then Milltown. It could not have been much of a County 

Town in 1853, for as late as 1871 it could only boast 

3/ a population of something under 1,000 people. ' 

At the council meeting of 27 October 1853 the council 
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examined three offers of land for the new Court House which 

it had received. The first was an offer by Mr. Hugh Foster 

of a donation of four acres in Milton and an option to buy 

more at the rate of fifty pounds an acre. The second was 

a grant of one acre with a further option to buy at 100 

pounds per acre. The final communication was from John Martin 

who offered three acres of land and any extra land needed 

at fifty pounds per acre. The offer of Mr. Foster was accepted. 

Early in the New Year the council requested that an 

engineer by the name of Mr. Winter survey the proposed site 

of the county buildings and make a presentation thereon 

at the next meeting. The council also authorized the Warden 

to employ an architect "to prepare plans and specifications 

for the erection of the county buildings, such plans and 

4/ specifications not to exceed 2,500 pounds. ' This he did, 

and on 7 February 1854 the county council resolved to instruct 

the architects Clark & Murray to advertise for tender in 

Toronto and Hamilton papers. On 11 March 1854, Michael Kenney 

was awarded the contract. 

Despite a general concensus among the councillors, there 

was some disagreement over the location of the county buildings. 

On 9 October 1854, the county council received a delegation 

of citizens who opposed the construction of the gaol and 

court house at its site in Milton. The architect came to 

5/ defend his proposals and the matter was dropped. / 

It also seems that the County changed part of its 

architectural team during the course of construction. Early 
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references to the architects for the building refer to the 

partnership of Clark and Murray, while after December of 

1854, the architects are mentioned as Murray & Smith. It 

would seem reasonable to infer that Clark and Murray were 

resonsible for the design of the court house as they were in 

communication with the council before construction began, and 

this is what some historians have presumed. / 

In any case the final design of the Halton County Court 

House is one of the more interesting treatments of County 

Buildings in the Province. (Figures 1 and 2) Essentially 

a rectangular building, the facade of the structure was 

decorated in a castellated style reminiscent of the court 

houses at London (06108002600399) and Guelph (06104001300074). 

To modern eyes, the Halton County Court House seems a good 

example of Victorian architecture as representation of ideal. 

"In an age in which allusion and association were greatly 

valued, the fortified appearance of such designs was undoubt

edly intended to suggest the strength of the law and the 

8 / endurance of the principles on which it was founded." ' 

Throughout the course of construction the council kept 

a close watch on the building's progress. On 30 December 

1854 the council resolved the "the architects be instructed 

to erect a ventilating and heating apparatus for the prison, 

also for the court room, a judge's chair, desk and lamps, 

and stoves and pipes for offices and for each jury room, 

9 / 1 pine table and two benches and to install water closets." ' 
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According to the advertisement for tender the court house 

was to be completed by 1 December 1854. Construction was 

still continuing in January of 1855 and it is apparent that 

the council was eager to occupy its new quarters. On 

22 January it was resolved that the Warden should be 

instructed to notify the architect to the effect that if 

the county buildings were not completed at once, a new contractor 

would be hired. ' 

Although it is not clear when the Halton Court House 

was formally opened we known that the council was meeting 

in the new building by March of 1855. The total amount 

paid to the contractor for construction of the Gaol and 

Court House was 2,975 pounds. Murray and Smith received 

140 pounds for their services while the engineer, Mr. Winter 

was paid 4 pounds, 13 shillings and 9 pence for his survey 

and site plan. ' 

Since that time the Halton County Court House has 

remained a judicial centre for the County. In 1877 an 

addition was made to the court house which included construction 

of a high-walled courtyard, and in 1915 a registry office 

was built adjoining the Court House. In 1957 a more modern 

registry office was opened. The present Court House Square 

was first developed as a park in 1889. Before that time 

the land was sown as grain and harvested by the prisoners 

• • 12/ from the jail. ' In recent years a new county court building 

for Halton County has been built, but the old court house 

still houses the provincial courts of the region. 
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1 Minutes of the Municipal Council of the County of Halton 
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Figure 1: Halton County Court House, Milton. (C.I.H.B.) 
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Figure 2: Halton County Court House, Milton, showing 1877 
addition. (C.I.H.B.) 
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Canadian Inventory of Historic Building - Historical Building Report 

Historian: K e l l y Crossman 

Date: j u l y H , 3.977 

Geocode: 06321000800051 

City: O r a n g e v i l l e 

Address: 53. Zina S t . 

Building Name: Duffer in County 
(if important) Court House 

Source of Title Photo: 
C . I . H . B . , K. Crossman 

Building Information 

Date of Construction: 1880-1881 

Architect: C.J . S o u l e 

Builder: Dobbie & Gr ier son 

Craftsmen (List Type) 

Name and occupation of original owner: County of Duffer in 
Notable subsequent owners and reason identified: 

Notable type of occupants: J u d i c i a l and County o f f i c i a l s 

Notable occupants and reason identified: Judge , Clerk of the Court , 
S h e r i f f . 

Building use: Governmental: Court House and j a i l ( shares a c o n n e c t i n g 
w a l l ) 

Major building material: Brick 

Alterations: 
General Nature Date Architect Builder 
Convers ion of g a o l e r ' s 
r e s i d e n c e t o o f f i c e s 

a d d i t i o n 1973 D.E. Skinner Weren Brothers 
Co. Ltd. 

Comments:Built in 1880-1881 this was the first court house in 
Orangeville. Its general style and polychromatic brickwork 
influenced the design of the second Perth County Court House 
of 1885-86. 
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51 Zina Street Oranqeville 

Although the County of Dufferin was not officially established 

by the Ontario Legislature until 1881, the beginnings of 

white settlement in the region date from at least seventy 

years earlier. About the year 1810, William Franks built 

the first log cabin near the spot where the future town 

of Mono Mills would one day stand. Franks was an American 

from Pennsylvannia, and in the next few years he was followed 

by others of the so-called Pennsylvania Dutch. ' 

Despite their early establishment, the Dutch-Americans 

were not to be an important influence in the County for 

they were soon out-numbered by settlers from the British 

Isles, particularly Irish Protestants. The Irish first 

arrived in Dufferin about 1820 and it was at this time that 

the site of the future town of Orangeville was first purchased. 

But while the land where Orangeville now stands was purchased 

in 1820, the town itself was not founded until Orange Lawrence 

2/ established a sawmill there in 1843. 

This pattern of development at Orangeville is typical 

of the County of Dufferin as a whole. While the region 

was located relatively close to the earliest regions of 

settlement, particularly along the shore of Lake Ontario, 

development was slow and haphazard. Some parts of Southern 

Ontario which were located much farther inland were settled 
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before Dufferin County. The reasons for this were two. 

The first was that much of the terrain of the county was 

irregular and broken by swamps and the Niagara Escarpment, 

and secondly, roads through the region were not adequately 
3/ 

established mid-century. 

During the course of these years of foundation and 

settlement the townships which now incorporate the County 

of Dufferin were included in the jurisdictions of three 

separate counties; the counties of Wellington, Grey and 

Simcoe. The people living in what is now Dufferin were 

required to travel to Guelph, Barrie or Owen Sound, and 

the inconvenience of this arrangement led to agitation for 

erection of a new and fully independent county consisting 

of the "townships of Mono, Mulmur, Amarath, Lelancthon, 

Caledon and the east halves of Luther and Proton...and the 

4/ west half of Garafaz". / A resolution to that effect was 

passed during the summer of 1862, by a group of businessmen 

gathered in Orangeville. 

As is usual in the early history of the County, develop

ments did not occur overnight, but in 1874 an act which 

provided for the establishment of a Provisional County Council 

for Dufferin County was passed. The preamble to the act 

stated that such consideration was granted on the grounds 

that the present arrangement was cause of considerable incon

venience, that various petitions suggested it was the popular 

will, and that given a population of 18,386, the new county 
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could well afford its independence. ' In addition to these 

more obvious arguments, one local historian has suggested 

that shrewd politicians saw the chance for creation of a 

new and safe Conservative seat and so backed the establish

ment of the new county. ' 

Solid as all these reasons were, the people of Dufferin 

County did not rush to secure themselves as an independent 

county. Conflicting interests and disagreements stalled 

any further progress until 1879. By this time the whole 

issue of independence for the county was in question, and 

so finally the matter was put to a popular vote on the 12th 

of August 1879. The outcome of the referendum was in favour 

of separation with Orangeville chosen as the County Town. 

The first meeting of the Provisional Council of Dufferin 

County was held on 15 July 1879 in Orangeville. First 

on the list of priorities was construction of a court house, 

jail and registry office. During the summer of 1879, a 

group of county officials which included the warden of the 

county as well as the deputy reeve of Orangeville travelled 

to Milton, Ontario to see the county buildings which had 

been originally constructed there in 1854 and enlarged in 

1877. The Warden and his companions were impressed with 

what they saw and went back to Orangeville with the opinion 

that a court house and jail of similar size and proportion 

would be suitable for Dufferin County. A speech to this 

effect was made by the Warden to his assembled council on 
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7/ the 4th of September. At the same time a special committee 

was formed and charged with the task of finding a suitable 

site for the new county buildings and of hiring an architect. 

Almost three weeks later on the 24th of September, 

the special committee met to review proposed plans and 

elevations for the new court house. It is not clear whether 

architects were invited to enter proposals or whether an 

open competition was held, but when the committee met they 

found two sets of plans before them. The first was that 

of a Hamilton architect by the name of C.W. Mulligan who 

submitted a proposal for a building completely of stone 

at a cost of $29,000. The second was the work of C.J. Soule 

of Guelph who proposed a brick building with stone facings. 

The estimated cost was $26,500. According to the report 

of the committee which was presented to the general county 

council in November of 1879, "the plans were well-prepared, 

both showing a very handsome front elevation, and somewhat 

similar in design, particularly the internal arrangement, 

as both gentlemen to some extent followed the design of the 

County of Halton buildings". ' The committee was unable 

to make a decision and so sent the plans to the prison 

inspector with the intention that he might voice a preference. 

This he did, choosing the plans of Mr. Soule on the grounds 

that it was more complete in its arrangement of the jail 

and so Mr. Soule was awarded the commission. 

In the meantime the town of Orangeville had offered 

the use of its town hall as a court house for five or 
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ten years if the county council did not wish to erect county 

buildings immediately. Failing that, the town also offered 

the county of Dufferin a free site for the county buildings 

9/ anywhere "where a suitable block can be procured". ' After 

considering the various offers of the town, the county council 

decided to proceed with construction of the county buildings 

and accept the offer of a free site. In due course the 

present site of the Dufferin County buildings on Zina St. 

was provided by the town of Orangeville. 

With the selection of architect Soule's plans for the 

court house, the Warden was instructed to advertise for 

tenders for erection of the county buildings in the local 

press and in the Toronto Globe and Mail. Deadline for 

submission of tender was 23 December 1879, and when they 

were opened, the contract for construction of the court 

house and jail was awarded to the Guelph firm of Dobbie 

and Grierson at a price of $23,000. ' At the same time 

Mr. Soule was hired to superintend construction of the 

buildings, agreeing to inspect the work in progress once 

a week. Work on the court house and jail began in the 

spring of 1880 and the court house was in use by November of 

1881. 

When completed the court house was very much as it 

looks today. Rectangular in plan the court house occupies 

the front of the site with a connecting gaoler's residence 

and gaol behind. (Figure 1) There are two main doors to 
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the building and entering these one passes through a vestibule 

and arrives at either end of a long corridor which serves the 

ground floor of the building. Off the hall are located various 

offices occupied by county officials. Also on the ground 

floor is an open door which leads to what was once the gaoler's 

residence and the jail behind. The old gaoler's residence 

is now used as offices. The second floor of the court house 

is reached by way of two stairs located at either end of 

the ground corridor and just inside the two entrances. 

Most of the second floor is used as a court room with the 

remainder of the space occupied by the Judge's office and 

chamber and a Barrister's room. 

The court room itself is a large and spacious room 

with a high ceiling. One end of the room is dominated by 

the Judge's chair which sits in an apse set into the wall. 

Opposite the Judge and across the room is public seating. 

Above these seats is a gallery supported by pillars of turned 

wood with a protective railing of wrought iron. The room 

is well-lit by natural light with a painted ceiling, decorated 

with heavy mouldings. 

Although the court house is essentially a two-storey 

rectangular block, Soule disguised the predictable interior 

arrangement with an inventive facade. Upon the regular 

brick plane of the building, Soule superimposed three "towers" 

which project slightly from the main facade and which are 

further distinguished by an irregular roof treatment and 

fenestration. (Figure 2) As we have seen, these "tower" 
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forms have no corresponding interior space, but they are central 

to the general massing and effect of the facade. 

The ornamentation is equally flamboyant. Although 

the court house is mainly constructed of red brick, Soule 

used white brick for polychromatic effect, employing it 

for decorative purposes in window heads, ornamental bands 

and in such places as "capitals" of red brick "pilasters". 

Soule also used some stone for decoration, albeit sparingly. 

The main use of stone is about the two front doors and the 

large round headed window of the central "tower". 

Although the court house itself has changed little 

since construction in 1880, there have been some changes 

to the general complex of county buildings. Contemporary 

with the gaol and court house is the old registry office. 

Located just to the side of the court house this one-storey 

brick building was constructed in 1880-81 by James Hewitt 

to plans provided by the Department of Public Works. In 

the 1950s these three buildings were joined by a small one-

storey brick building constructed to house the Children's 

Aid Society. More noticeable was the construction of a 

new county building immediately adjacent to the court house 

and behind the registry office in 1973. This structure 

was built to alleviate demands on the original court house. 

The original court house still houses the courts of the 

County. 
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Figure 1: Duffer in County Court House, Orangeville. Rear 
View (1976) (C.I.H.B.) 
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Figure 2 : Dufferin County Court House, Orangeville (1976) 
(C.I.H.B.) 



- 507 -

Canadian Inventory of Historic Building - Histor ical Building Report 

Historian: K e l l y Crossman 

Date: J u n e 1 1 , 1977 

Geocode: 06329000100333 

City: F o r t F r a n c e s 

Address: 333 Church S t . 

Building Name: R a i n y R i v e r 
(if important) D i s t r i c t C o u r t House 

Source of Ti t le Photo: 

A r c h i v e s of Mani toba 

Building Information 

Date of Construction: 1913-1914 

Architect : P r o v i n c e of O n t a r i o , Depar tmen t of P u b l i c Works; F .R . H e a k e s , 
Builder- Ch ie f A r c h i t e c t 

A l l a n G. Seaman and E.G. Penniman ( F o r t Wi l l i am) 
Craftsmen (List Type) W i l l i a m J . Hynes - P l a s t e r e r 

B e r l i n I n t e r i o r Hardware C o . , - I n t e r i o r F u r n i s h i n g s 
O n t a r i o A r t B r a s s C o . , (Toron to ) - E l e c t r i c F i x t u r e s 

Name and occupation of or iginal owner: O n t a r i o Depa r tmen t of P u b l i c Works 
Notable subsequent owners and reason iden t i f i ed : 

Notable type of occupants: j u d g e , C l e r k , S h e r i f f , M a g i s t r a t e 

Notable occupants and reason iden t i f i ed : L o c a l J u d i c i a r y and v a r i o u s 
Government o f f i c i a l s . 

Building use: G o v e r n m e n t a l : C o u r t House 

Major building mate r ia l : B r i c k and S t o n e 

Al tera t ions: 
General Nature Date Architect Builder 

a l t e r a t i o n s t o a t t i c s p a c e 1929 
c o m p l e t e r e n o v a t i o n 1951 
s k y l i g h t f i l l e d and b l o c k e d 1947 

Comments: 
T h i s c o u r t house r e p r e s e n t s a s t a n d a r d app roach t o c o u r t house 
d e s i g n and i s s i m i l a r i n form and s t y l e t o t h e Kenora D i s t r i c t 
C o u r t House and t h e Timiskaminq C o u r t House of 1 9 1 3 . 
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333 Church Street Fort Frances 

Long regarded as one of the most beautiful regions of 

Northwestern Ontario, the Rainy River District was first 

seen by European explorers in 1688. Jacques de Noyon is 

thought to have reached Rainy Lake by way of Lake Superior 

and the Kaministiquia River. The first settlement in the 

area was by another Frenchman, the sieur de la Jemeraye 

in 1731. La Jemeraye was the nephew of La Verendrye and 

member of his party of exploration. To honour his uncle 

La Jemeraye named the new post Fort St. Pierre and surviving 

documents suggest that the post stood on the north bank 

of the Rainy River about two miles east of Fort Frances. 

With the defeat of the French in the Seven Years War, 

their place in the fur trade of the west was quickly taken 

by the English. The present day site of the Town of Fort 

Frances was first established as a Hudson's Bay Company 

post in 1816, but there had been numerous English settlements 

in the region long before that. John McKay established 

the first H.B.C. post as early as 1793 but in the face of 

already entrenched North West Company competition this post 

2/ was abandoned by 1800. 

After the amalgamation of the two rival fur companies 

in 1821, the post at Fort Frances became a major stop on 

the route which led east from the great lakes to Red River 
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and the West. One visitor was artist-traveller Paul Kane 

who stopped on his way west and wrote that the Fort has 

"usually about 250 Indians in its neighbourhood, who have 

a half-breed missionary of the Methodist church resident 

3/ among them." / 

The modern history of Fort Frances really begins with the 

expedition of Colonel Wolseley and his men in 1870. Hoping 

to end the troubles at Red River, the Wolseley expedition 

travelled west during the summer of 1870, following the 

routes of the old fur-traders. The effect of their march, 

aside from the momentary excitement of their stay at Fort 

Frances, was to emphasize the need for a quick route to the 

west and to re-establish the so-called Dawson Route as the 

legitimate western passage. In the decade that followed, 

immigrants streamed west along the Dawson Route, a multitude 

that included the Rev. George M. Grant in 1873 and Lord 

4/ and Lady Dufferin in 1877. ' 

Following the settlement of an Indian treaty in 1873 

which ceded the land between Lake Superior and the Lake 

of the Woods to the Canadian Government, farms began to 

appear along the Canadian side of the Rainy River. The 

arrival of the CPR rail line at Kenora in 1879 and the 

subsequent closing of the Dawson route brought a quick end 

to the rapid growth which Fort Frances had experienced during 

the 1870s. Nonetheless, the demand for lumber and timber 

rails induced by railway construction across the west soon 



- 510 -

proved to be an even greater boon to the region's economy 

and the production of forest products has been the basis 

of economic activity in the area ever since. 

By the early years of the twentieth century the Rainy 

River-Lake of the Woods region was the center of logging 

and sawmill activities that affected much of the Rainy River 

basin on both sides of the Canadian-American border. The 

Canadian Northern Railway reached Fort Frances in 1901 and 

this proved to be a great inducement to settlement in the 

years that followed. 

The increased population and economic importance of 

the region was recognised by the Ontario Government and 

in 1907-1908 a jail was constructed at Fort Frances. At 

the same time a temporary court room and Judge's chamber 

was set up in the Fort Frances Town Hall. This arrangement 

served the District for several years until 1913 when it 

was decided to construct a permanent court house for the 

District. Plans and specifications for the new court house 

were prepared by Chief Architect F.R. Heakes, tenders were 

called and on the 30th of July, 1913 a contract was signed 

5/ for the building's construction. / The contract for general 

trades was awarded to the Fort William firm of Seaman and 

Penniman and Mr. A.F. Scott of Fort Frances was appointed 

superintendent of works. Contract price for the building 

was fixed at $54,719.6^ 

In plan and design, the court house built at Fort Frances 
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represents what might be termed a standard plan for court 

houses in the Northern Ontario Districts. It closely 

ressembled the court house built at Kenora in 1910-11 

(06425000800216) and was identical to a court house built 

at Haileybury in the Timiskaming District. This court house 

at Haileybury was also constructed during the years 1913-1914 

but it was destroyed by fire in 1922, and replaced by a 

7/ building of different and larger design. / 

Built on the plan of a T, the court house at Fort Frances 

was of two storeys constructed in brick and resting on a 

plinth of stone and sub-grade basement and foundation of 

cement. (Figure 1) The roof features two attic dormers 

on each side of the building and a central cupola which lit 

the court room below. The main entrance was located in the 

centre of the front of the building and ornamented by a stone 

portico and steps. The stone was used elsewhere in the building 

for added interest and decoration, specifically in a simple 

belt course which serves to delineate the first and second 

storeys and in the sills and heads of the windows and doors. 

The design of these window heads is identical to that employed 

at both Kenora and Haileybury. 

Inside the court house is a corridor which runs the 

width of the building and gives access to various offices 

and rooms. The court room is also located on the ground 

floor at the rear of the building, in what might be termed 

the tail of the T. When constructed the court room was 
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a full two storeys high with a glass domed ceiling, similar 

to that at Kenora and with a plaster coat of arms executed 

by the Toronto firm of William J. Hynes, plasterer. ' The 

reaminder of the space was given over to a Jury room, library 

and offices for the court recorder and crown attorney. 

The records of the Department of Public Works contain 

an interesting series of letters which concern the construction 

of the court house at Fort Frances and suggest that the 

office of the Chief Architect in 1913 was surprisingly 

receptive to the suggestions of future clients. In June 

of 1913 Mr. G.R. Fitch, Judge at Fort Frances wrote a note 

to the Department of Public Works asking for a copy of the 

plans of the proposed court house on the ground that "In the 

Kenora building the Architect not being conversant with some 

of the uses to which a Court House must be put designed some 

of the interior less convenient than if certain changes 

9/ had been made in the design without extra expense." ' In due 

time the request reached the desk of architect F.R. Heakes, 

under whom plans for the Kenora Court House were also prepared, 

and plans were sent to Mr. Fitch. 

Upon viewing the plans Mr. Justice wrote to the architect 

suggesting that "the plans for Court House be reversed, 

that is, the east elevation changed to west elevation, making 

the plan exactly the same as the Court House at Kenora." / 

This would facilitate delivery of coal from the town, and 

more importantly one suspects, mean that the view from the 
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Judge's room would be to lawn and trees rather than the 

jail. Mr. Fitch also recommended that the platform for 

the Judges dias be wider than at Kenora as well as several 

other suggestions including construction of a small glass 

house where garden plants could be preserved over the winter. 

In the end many of the Judge's suggestions were adopted 

and incorporated into the new building, including the reversal 

of the east and west elevations. In his reply to Justice 

Fitch, the Chief Architect also included plans for the 

new court house at Haileybury which he noted "is identically 

the same building", and ended his correspondence with the 

polite but revealing remark "I am very glad to know that 

there is someone in Fort Frances who takes an interest in 

the building."11/ 

The court house was completed in the autumn of 1914 

and survives as an example of the sort of public building 

constructed by the Department of Public Works in the early 

years of the twentieth century. In many ways it is typical 

of court houses built in the Northern Districts. Constructed 

to a standard design, much of the detailing in the building 

was the work of firms such as the Berlin Interior Hardware Co. 

and William J. Hynes who were awarded contracts elsewhere 

in the north. Although the court house has undergone numerous 

interior repairs and renovations, both the interior arrangement 

of space and the building's exterior remain essentially 

similar to the intent of the architect. The building still 

houses the courts of the region. 
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Figure 1: Fort Frances Court House. (Manitoba Archives, 
file "Fort Frances-Buildings".) 
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His to r ian :Rel ly Crossman 

Date : june 1 1 , 1977 

Geocode: 063320001000013 

City: Gore Bay 

Address: P h i p p s S t . 

Building Name: M a n i t o u l i n 
(if important) D i s t r i c t 

Cour t House 
Source of Tit le Photo: 

C . I . H . B . 

Building Information 

Date of Construction: 1889 

Architect: Kivas T u l l y P r o v i n c e of O n t a r i o , Depar tmen t of P u b l i c 
n..<iaDr- Works; Kivas T u l l y , Ch ie f A r c h i t e c t Buiioer. G e o r g e B a l l 

Craftsmen (List Type) 

Name and occupation of or iginal owner: Government of O n t a r i o 

Notable subsequent owners and reason ident i f ied: 

Notable type of occupants: L e g a l and County o f f i c i a l s 

Notable occupants and reason ident i f ied : J u d g e , C l e r k of t h e C o u r t , 
Crown A t t o r n e y , S h e r i f f 

Uuildtnc U 8 e : o r i g i n a l - G o v e r n m e n t a l ; C o u r t House 
p r e s e n t - G o v e r n m e n t a l ; C o u r t House and R e g i s t r y O f f i c e 

Major building material : S t o n e 

Al tera t ions: 
General Nature Date Architect Builder 
a d d i t i o n 1901 On t . DPW, F .R. H e a k e s , O n t a r i o 

C.A. D e p t . 
Public Works 

addition (registry 1924 Ont. DPW, F.R. Heakes, E.T. 
office) C.A. Charters 
Comments: The Manitoulin District Court House represents architectural 
work carried out by the Ontario Department of Public Works over 
a span of 35 years. 
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Phipps Street Gore Bay 

Long before the advent of French explorers and missionaries 

to Manitoulin in the seventeenth century, the island was 

the home of the Ottawa Indians. Champlain first visited 

the area in 1615 and he was followed by Jesuit missionaries 

who came to work among the Indians. In 1652 an Iroquois 

war party reached the island, made some captures and slaughtered 

many of the natives. As a result the Ottawa left the island 

and fled to the north and west, many of them settling in 

Michigan. ' 

In an indirect sense, it was the War of 1812 that brought 

the Ottawa back to the island. During the war the Ottawa 

Indians had been allies of the British and when the war was 

over they found themselves unable to return to Michigan. 

"The matter was brought to the attention of Sir Peregrine 

Maitland, Governor of Upper Canada, who discussed the advisability 

of segregating the Indians on Manitoulin Island", and in 

due time the Crown gave up its claim to the island. With 

the return of the Indians came the reappearance of the missionaires. 

A permanent Anglican mission was established at Manitowaning 

in 1838, and by 1843 it was reported that the village "contains 

55 buildings; 37 Indian houses, three shops, blacksmiths, 

carpenters and coopers, an excellent frame store of 60 by 

30 feet and two stories in height built by contract in 1839. 
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All the buildings are of wood". ' 

By the 1860s it was found that a good deal of land on 

Manitoulin Island was suitable for farming and the Government 

approached the Indians for permission to re-establish Crown 

control of the island and sell the land to white settlers. 

The Manitoulin treaty was signed on 6th of October, 1862, 

but the Indians living on the Wikwemikong Peninsula located 

at the eastern end of the island refused to sign and they 

3/ retain rights to this land to the present day. ' 

With the certification of the treaty, Government surveyors 

were sent to survey the island and divide it into townships. 

Land near the older settlements of Manitowaning and Little 

Current were settled first, but within a decade a number 

of new villages had been established, specifically those 

of Kagawong, Providence Bay, Michael's Bay and Gore Bay. 

During the years of early settlement, Manitoulin Island 

was included with the Algoma District for administrative 

and judicial matters. The District capital of Sault St. 

Marie was a good distance away however, and by 1879 the Ontario 

Government had already erected lock-up buildings at Manitowaning 

and Little Current and was in the process of constructing 

a similar one at Gore Bay. They must have been solid buildings 

for the annual report of the Minister of the Department of 

Public Works states that "an appropriation has been made 

for the erection of a lock-up at Gore Bay, Manitoulin Island, 
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plans and specifications for a stone building similar to 

4/ that erected at Manitowaning and Little Current were prepared". 

By the middle 1880s agitation had begun for the separation 

of Manitoulin as a separate district, independent of Algoma, 

and in 1889 the Provincial Judicial District of Manitoulin 

was duly created. By provision of the provincial legislature, 

selection of a district town was to be done through a popular 

referendum: the three candidates competing for the honour 

were Gore Bay, Manitowaning and Little Current. The vote 

5/ was held and Gore Bay was chosen. / 

With the establishment of Manitoulin as an independent 

judicial district, plans and specifications were prepared 

under Chief Architect Kivas Tully for a court house to be 

erected at Gore Bay. The plans, which still exist and are 

held by the Department of Government Services for Ontario 

in Toronto, are dated May 25th, 1889. / Tenders were received 

for construction of the court house almost immediately, in 

June of 1889, and the contract was signed with George Ball 

of Barrie on the 18th of the same month. Contract price 

was set at $5,680. ' 

A site for the court house was purchased from the Department 

of Indian Affairs on a corner lot, XI, bounded by Phipps 

and Dawson Streets. The court house itself was a two storey 

structure built of stone with a pitched roof and gable to 

the front. Rectangular in form the building had three bays 

across the front with the main entrance in the center. Given 
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the period, it is surprising that the building was so simply 

decorated that it was almost austere. The flat surface of 

stone is unrelieved except by the openings for windows and 

quoins. The most highly decorated part of the building was 

the main entrance itself, and here Tully used such elements 

as a fanlight and pilasters of wood for effect. The ground 

floor of the court house contained a jury room and rooms 

for the lock-up keeper. On the second floor was a court 

room and judge's chamber. 

This arrangement was sufficient for the needs of the 

district until 1901 when an addition was added to the rear 

of the court house. Although designed under F.R. Heakes, 

who had replaced Kivas Tully as Chief Architect, this addition 

of 1901 was constructed of the same materials and in the 

same style as the original building. The report of the architect 

to his minister in 1901 states that: 

"an addition 18 x 49 feet, two stories in height 

has been erected to the Court House in Gore Bay... 

The outer walls are built of stone similar to 

the Main Building. A private entrance leads 

to the judge's chambers on the ground floor, 

and a private staircase to Court room and Petite 

Jury room on the upper floor. An office for 

the clerk of works and two vaults of ample size 

and of fire-proof construction, are located on 

the ground floor, and a re-arrangement has been 
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made of the offices on this floor. The extension 

of the Court room necessitated the altering of 

the Judge's Bench, which has been enlarged, and 

additional furniture supplied as required. A 

hot air heating apparatus has been installed 

by the Gurney Foundry Company, the building having 

formerly been heated by stoves which were expensive 

and inefficient." ' 

The report continues on to say that the addition is nearly 

complete and should be finished early in 1901, and that 

the work was being carried out by men employed by the Department 

of Public Works under the direction of a Clerk of Works. 

The effect of the addition was to enlarge the court 

room on the second floor and install offices on the ground 

floor, which now housed not only the Judge, but the clerk 

of the court, the Crown Attorney and the Sheriff. Although 

it is not mentioned in the architect's report, the excavation 

or at least the finishing of the basement of the court house 

also appears to date from this work of 1901. It was at 

this time that the two basement windows were introduced 

to the front facade, and it is with the addition of 1901 

that basement plans are first included among the collection 

of architectural drawings of the Gore Bay Court House held 

at Queen's Park. 

Except for minor repairs, no changes were made to the 

court house at Gore Bay from 1901 until 1924. In that year 
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it was decided to construct another addition, this time 

to house a registry office: 

"The addition to the Court House has been erected 

for a Registry Office to give accommodation for 

the Registry and Land Titles Offices, including 

a large vault and office for the Registrar, to 

take the place of the former offices which have 

been found to be too small for their requirements. 

The general trades contract was awarded to E.T. 

Charters, Sault Ste. Marie, and the heating and 

plumbing to Dunseath & McClary, of Sault Ste. 

Marie. A steam heating plant has been installed, 

9/ heating both Court House and Registry Office." ' 

This new registry office was a small rectangular building 

30 by 23 feet, and was added to the south of the 1901 addition 

in such a way that the complete court house complex of original 

building plus two additions now composed the shape of a 

somewhat off-centered "U". Constructed of stone, the building 

is rather severely cast, a mood calculated no doubt to suggest 

the vault-like role of the building. The main facade of 

the building features a flat stone wall broken only by the 

main entrance, decorated, like the rest of the building, 

with classical elements. 

Since 1924 there have been no further additions to 

the court house at Gore Bay. The building has, however, 

been renovated, and it continues to serve as the judicial 
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centre for the Manitoulin District. In the historical sense, 

it is a good example of the sort of public building constructed 

by the Ontario Department of Public Works in the Northern 

Districts. This is particularly true in that the three 

components which go to make up the court house as it stands 

today represent a span of thirty-five years from construction 

of the original building to the completion of the Registry 

Office in 1924. 
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Figure 1: Manitoulin District Court House, Gore Bay (1977). 
(C.I.H.B.) 
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Canadian Inventory of Historic Building - Historical Building Report 

Historian:*:. Crossman 

Date: January 1 , 1977 . 

Geocode: 06335000101023 

City :L'Orignal 

Address: 1023 Queen S t . 

Building Name: Ottawa D i s t r i c t 
(if important) Court House 

Source of Title Phoco: 

C.X.H.B. 

Building Information 

Date of Construction: 1824 

Architect: Undetermined 

Builder: Donald MacDonald and Walter Beckworth 

Craftsmen (List Type) 

Name and occupation of original owner: Ottawa D i s t r i c t 

Notable subsequent owners and reason identified :Uni ted Count i e s of P r e s c o t t 
and R u s s e l l 

Notable type of occupants: J u d i c i a r y , County o f f i c i a l s 

Notable occupants and reason identified: Judge of Court , County Clerk 

Building use: Governmental: Court House and J a i l 

Major building material : Limestone/Browns tone 

Alterations: 
General Nature Date Architect Builder 
A d d i t i o n and a l t e r a t i o n s 1861 Wil l iam Lundrum Matthews 
A d d i t i o n 1962-63 Leblanc & Martin Bertrand 

& F r e r e . 

Comments: Built of stone and designed in the Loyalist manner this is 
the oldest surviving court house in the Province of Ontario. 
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1023 Queen Street L'Orignal 

In July of 1788 four new judicial districts were created 

by royal proclamation in that part of the Quebec colony 

which is now Ontario. This proclamation was an acknowledge

ment of the growing importance of western Quebec which 

had been settled by United Empire Loyalists following 

the American Revolutionary War. Three years later, the 

Constitutional Act was passed and Quebec was divided into 

the two provinces of Upper and Lower Canada. 

Following the British tradition, municipal government 

in Upper Canada was the perogative of magistrates who met 

in session four times a year in each district. This 

system of local government was to continue until 1842, 

but as the province became more heavily populated, the 

four original districts were gradually subdivided to better 

meet the needs of the colonists. In 1816, the two counties 

of Prescott and Russell, which were originally part of 

the Eastern District, were separated to form the new District 

of Ottawa. 

According to law, each district was required to erect 

a court house and jail. In 1816 at the June session of 

court, the magistrates proceeded to choose a site for 

the necessary district buildings. Although in later years 

there was considerable agitation to move the district 
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seat, in 1816 the logical site for the court house was 

in the vicinity of the village of L'Orignal. 

Local tradition has it that the village of L'Orignal 

was so called because at this point moose used to cross 

from one bank of the Ottawa River to the other. The name 

L'Orignal was given to the region when it was first estab

lished as a seigneury in 1674. The original seigneur was 

Francois Prevost, but through time it came into the hands 

of the chevalier de Longueuil, a name still found in the 

region. ' 

Following the passage of the Constitutional Act in 

1791, the seigneury became part of the new province of 

Upper Canada. With the adoption of English laws a certainty, 

it seemed that the seigneurial system would be abolished 

in the new Province. Consequently, Longueuil's son, 

J.- D. Emmanuel de Longueuil, put the seigneury up for sale 

in 1792. Four years later in 1796, an American by the 

name of Nathaniel Treadwell bought the land for 1,000 

guineas. 

In the meantime, settlement had already begun in the 

area around L'Orignal. In the journal of Alexander Henry, 

there is a record of a settlement as early as 1761, but 

its precise location is unknown. By February 1761, a 

concession of land had already been sold to Joseph La 

Rocque-Brune. Other early settlers were Jacob Marston 

and Joseph-Pomercy Cass. After the acquisition of the 
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Treadwell, settlement was actively encouraged. 

By 1825 the village, although small, could boast twelve 

houses, a store, a tannery and a public house. The popu-

2/ lation of the area was almost completely English-speaking. ' 

Before the erection of a court house and jail at 

L'Orignal, prisoners were kept at the house of the Sheriff 

and the Court of Quarter Session met at the schoolhouse. 

It was in the schoolhouse that plans were made for the 

construction of a court house. On 25 June 1816, it was agreed 

that a court house would be built on a plot of land donated 

by Philemon H a l l . 3 / / 

For whatever reason, there was strong opposition 

to the site. In January a proposal was passed that the site 

of the court house should be re-examined. Curiously, after 

this there was little discussion about the court house for 

the next six years. In January 1823 the question of the 

location of the county buildings was raised once again. The 

present site is first mentioned in the minutes of Quarter 

Sessions at this time. It was decided that the location 

agreed upon in 1816 would be altered and 

whereas Jacob Marston of Longueuil has made 

an offer of two acres of land for the erection 

of a court house and gaol in the said village, 

the court appoint John Chefser, Alexander 

Grant and Donald MacDonald, Esquires, to 

a be a committee for the purpose of devising 
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the best means of erecting the said building 

- and the court also appoints Donald MacDonald, 

Charles Waters and John Chefser Esquires, a 

committee to collect by subscription a fund 

for the above purposes; Alexander Grant Esq. 

4/ to act as Treasurers in that behalf. ' 

Jacob Marston was one of the earliest settlers in what 

is today Prescott County. He was born in Manchester, 

England in 1774, and raised by his uncle in Vermont. 

He was seventeen when he came to L'Orignal in 1791. 

He became a prominent citizen of the district and died 

in 1873 at the age of 99. The court house was built on 

the land donated by Jacob Marston and it stands to this 

day.5/ 

One year later, in January of 1824, the construction 

of the court house had still not begun. However, two 

local men, Donald MacDonald and Walter Beckworth had "under

taken to erect the said court house and gaol" and were 

ordered to "execute a bond to our sovereign Lord the King 

in the sum of B1,000, conditioned for the completion of 

the said buildings by the 10th day of January next". 

Unfortunately there is some confusion over the identity 

of the building's architect. The minutes of Quarter Session 

indicate that it might have been a certain William Moody. On 

15 April 1824, it was ordered that "the treasurer do pay to 

William Moody the sum of ten shillings for drawing plans of the 

7/ gaol and court house, under the direction of the court". ' 
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But it is not clear whether William Moody actually designed 

the plans or was simply hired to draft them. Local tradition 

on the other hand, suggests that the plans were drawn up 

by either Charles or William Lundrum, Engineers, who lived 

8 / in the nearby village of Riceville. ' William Lundrum is 

also known to have designed and constructed a quay at L'Orignal 

in 1856. 

Whoever the architect was, the design of the court 

house was simple, and resembles the domestic architecture of 

9/ the period. ' (Figures 1 and 2) Built of brownstone, the 

building was square, with five bays and a tin roof. The gaol 

occupied the ground floor with the court room above. It was 

probably finished in the spring of 1825, for the minutes of 

April of that year contain a resolution ordering the 

treasurer to pay "Walter Beckworth the sum of two pounds 

four shillings and five pence for the benches which he has 

procured for the court house". / An interesting entry in 

the minutes is the appropriation of thirty shillings to 

Almstead Gates, Deputy Sheriff, for the construction of a 

pair of stocks adjacent to the court house. / This original 

court house and gaol still stands and is the oldest surviving 

] 2/ court house in Ontario. / 

Since its construction in 1824, several additions 

have been made which have altered the interior of the 

building and to a lesser extent the exterior. Extensive 

additions were made in 1861. The architect seems to have 

been William Lundrum and the contractor a Mr. Matthews 
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13/ of Ottawa. ' This addition included construction on 

both sides of the original building. To the left of the 

original facade extra space for the gaol and a gaoler's 

residence was built. The wing on the right included offices 

for county administration. 

Today admission to the second storey court room is 

by way of a door and staircase located in the right wing 

built in 1861. Looking at the original court house 

and gaol we can see that what must have been the main 

entrance on the ground floor has been altered to form 

a window. It is likely that this alteration occurred 

with construction of the addition of 1861. While the 

original floor plan of the court house and gaol is undeter

mined, it is reasonable to suppose that a staircase leading 

to the court room was located just inside the front entrance. 

This arrangement would have left the rest of the main 

floor free to be used as a jail. The problem of this 

arrangement, as can also be seen in the court house at 

Cornwall, Ontario, was that the staircase by necessity 

arrived in the middle of the court room. This is because 

the court room had to be located along the main facade 

to make use of the natural light provided by the second 

floor windows. At Cornwall, a screen was erected to separate 

the stair from the court room from the rear. It would 

seem that at L'Orignal the same problem was realized 

and solved by the later addition of a wing immediately 
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adjacent to the original building. According to this 

hypothetical reconstruction, the original entrance to 

the court house would no longer have been needed, and 

was therefore altered to form a window. 

In recent years there have been further additions 

to the rear of the court house to provide needed office 

space for administration. Wisely, the main facade of 

the building has been preserved and one can clearly see 

the original court house and the additions of 1861. 

The court house is admirably situated on a slight 

hill at the top of a street which runs to the bank of 

the Ottawa. Built in a simple yet handsome manner popular 

among the Loyalist population of Upper Canada, its design is 

something of an anomaly in this part of the province which 

is now heavily francophone. The village of L'Orignal 

itself is a reminder of a different age and a different 

order of things. It was long ago surpassed in population 

by rival centres and remains little more than a village. 

As a result the court house still dominates L'Orignal 

as it did when first constructed more than a century ago. 

It has been designated an historic site by the Province 

of Ontario. 
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Figure 1: Ottawa District Court House, L'Orignal. (C.I.H.B.) 
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Figure 2: Ottawa District Court House, L'Orignal. (C.I.H.B.) 
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Canadian Inventory of Historic Building - Historical Building Report 

Historian: K e l l y Crossman 

Date: J a n u a r y l f 1977 . 

Geocode:06346003700130 

City: B a r r i e 

Address: 130 Wors ley S t . 

Building Name: Simcoe County 
(if important) C o u r t House 

Source of Ti t le Photo: 

C . I . H . B . 

Building Information 

Date of Construction: 1842/1877 

Architect: Horace K e a t i n g 

Builder: C h a r l e s Thompson 

Craftsmen (List Type) 

Name and occupation of original owner: D i s t r i c t of Simcoe 

Notable subsequent owners and reason ident i f ied: Simcoe County 

Notable type of occupants: J u d i c i a r y , County O f f i c i a l s 

Notable occupants and reason ident i f ied : Judge of t h e C o u r t , Warden of t h e 
County C o u n c i l . 

Comments: A l though f i r s t c o n s t r u c t e d i n 1842 , t h e main p o r t i o n 
of t h e c o u r t house d a t e s from a r e n o v a t i o n and a d d i t i o n of 1877 . 
The b u i l d i n g i s t o be d e m o l i s h e d i n t h e nea r f u t u r e . 

Building use: G o v e r n m e n t a l : C o u r t House 

Major building material :Br i ck 

Alterat ions: 
General Nature Date Architect Builder 
a d d i t i o n 1877 George Brown George B a l l 

a l t e r a t i o n t o roof 1944 
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130 Worsley Street Barrie 

As early as 1799 the harbour of Penetanguishene on Georgian 

Bay was recognized as a possible location for a military 

depot to serve the upper lakes, but it was not until 1818 

that a road linking the bay to Lake Simcoe was constructed. 

This road commonly known either as the Military or Penetan

guishene Road fostered the earliest settlement in the Simcoe 

County. Over the course of the next fifteen years, settlement, 

while not dramatic, was measured, with concentrations either 

along the waterways or the few roads that existed. By 

1837 the total population of the county had reached 10,825. ' 

That same year authority was given by the Governor-

in-Council "to declare by Proclamation the County of Simcoe 

to be a separate and distinct District by the name of the 

District of Simcoe as soon as a good and sufficient gaol 

2/ and court house had been erected". ' While this measure 

was no doubt an acknowledgement of the county's increasing 

importance, it was probably more indicative of the trials 

of transportation during the period. The southern shore 

of Georgian Bay is even today a good distance from Toronto, 

and the proclamation reflected a need for local administration. 

The small settlement of Barrie, named after the British 

commodore at Kingston, was selected as the County Town. 

Situated at Kempenfelt Bay on Lake Simcoe, Barrie was no 
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more than a village in 1837. Even as late as 1851 the 

population was estimated to be only 800. One explanation 

for this slow rate of growth, besides the undeveloped 

character of Simcoe County in general, was that Barrie's 

only link to the commercial and political centers of the 

province was by way of a steamer service to Holland's landing. 

Following the selection of Barrie as County Town a 

four acre plot on the brow of a hill was reserved by order 

in council as the site for a gaol and court house. Since 

the town had been surveyed on lands owned by the Crown, 

the land for public buildings was given to the District 

as a grant held in trust. Composed of lots 110 to 120 

in the town of Barrie, the site was defined as: 

commencing in the northern limit of Worsley 

St. at the point of its intersection by the 

west limit of Pyntz St. at the southeast 

angle of the said lot No. 113; then north 5 

chains more or less to Mulcaster St; then 

south 5 chains more or less to Worsley St. 

aforesaid; then 8 chains more or less to 

3 ' the place of beginning. ' 

The choice was a good one, and the Simcoe County buildings 

still stand on this site, but apart from this promising 

beginning the erection of the court house and gaol is a 

confused and unfortunate story with a rather unhappy ending. 
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On the 9th of May 1840, a contract was signed for the construction 

of a gaol at a price of B4,000 according to plans of the 

architect, Mr. Young. The contractor for the gaol was 

Charles Thompson who tendered the price of 64,000 although 

the architect's cost estimate had been approximately 62,690. 

Because the majority of the contract was to be paid by debenture, 

the District had experienced difficulty in attracting offers 

of tender. Mr. Thompson's was the sole entry and it was 

4/ accepted. ' 

The succeeding autumn of 1841 "the Magistrates authorized 

the building committee to proceed with the erection of 

the court house" and approved of plans submitted by Horace 

5/ Keating. ' It is not known why the architect of the gaol 

failed to submit plans for the court house, even though 

Mr. Young and Mr. Keating must have known each other judging 

by an entry in the minutes of the District which says "In 

February, 1840, Mr. Keating was appointed clerk of the 

works, the architect /Mr. Young_7 having concurred in the 

same". ' A later entry is even more puzzling: "On the 

25th Sept., 1841, the Building Committee adopt specification, 

conditions and contract for court house, submitted by Clerk 

of Works - there appearing to have been no opportunity 

for competition, for which your Committee understand that 

7/ he claims 5 per cent on the estimate of 61,870". ' 

Whatever the reason, the result was unfortunate. 

Built primarily of brick with a lower story of stone the 
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design of the court house was unimaginative (Figure 1). 

With the sole exception of an extended centerpiece the 

building was completely without interest, resembling a 

simple frame meeting house rather than the important public 

building it was. This sentiment was shared by the council 

of the day, and justificatiably so, for the combined cost 

of the buildings had been substantial, a total of L7,000 

or $28,000. ' With an admirable restraint, James Dallas, 

Chairman of the Select Committee on Public Buildings wrote 

"it being quite obvious that the plan recommended and followed 

by the architect in finishing the roof of the court house 

is wholly unsuited to the climate of Canada, as the state 

of the ceiling now show, your Committee doubt whether it 

9/ would be right in the Council to settle with Mr. Keating". ' 

In an address to the council in February of 1843, the Warden 

of the District of Simcoe was moved to say, 

That District and other public works in this 

Province have been too frequently marked as 

sad failures cannot be more strongly portrayed 

than in the lamentable instance we unfortunately 

have in the court house in which we are now 

assembled, and is more glaringly discreditable 

from the proof that at once presents itself, 

and the talent we see displayed in the jail 

which might also have been employed for 

the court house. ' 
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Given the general dissatisfaction with the design 

of Horace Keating's court house, it is not surprising that 

within the course of a generation, the Simcoe court house 

was to undergo such a radical renovation as to make it 

unrecognizable. By the mid-1870s the court house at Barrie 

had become too small to accommodate the needs of the now 

prospering county. In a report of January 1876, the standing 

committee on county property came to the conclusion that 

while increased accommodation was very much required "any 

alterations in the present building would be a useless 

expenditure, and the state of the finances in the meantime 

would not justify us in recommending the erection of a 

new one". ' 

During the course of the year interest in the construction 

of new county facilities continued, including a study by 

the county surveyor. In February of 1877 the standing 

committee had altered their position and recommended the 

construction of a substantial brick building 40 ft. x 50 ft. 

and 16 ft. high. The report was read before council and 

adopted and an advertisement for tender was subsequently 

printed. Six tenders were submitted with the award going 

to George Ball, a Barrie contractor and owner of the local 

lumber mill. The contract was signed on the twenty-second 

of May with the work to be completed by the first of August 

at a contract price of $3,384.00. George Brown, a local 

12/ architect and building surveyor designed the renovations. ' 
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Before the signing of the contract, the design of 

the new building was changed from that proposed in the report 

of February. At that time the addition was to be built on the 

north east side of the court house, but after further investi

gation it was decided that an addition to the west of the 

court house would effect a more economical use of space 

as well as a vastly improved appearance. In order to achieve 

a harmonious blend of the two buildings the Committee also 

recommended that the front and east end of the old court 

13/ house be "finished in the same style as the new addition". 

Work at that time also included the installation of a 

furnace and renovations to the interior of the old building. 

Due to a temporary lack of brick, construction of 

the court house was delayed, but it seems to have been 

finished early in 1878, as the meetings of council in January 

of that year were held in the new building. Looking at 

photographs of the court house taken after the renovations 

(Figures 2, 3), one can see that that architect achieved 

the uniformity of appearance which he sought. It is difficult 

to recognize the old structure in the new, but the assymetry 

of the two wings reveals the tell-tale centre block of 

the old court house, disguised by a new roof and facade. 

George Brown's design for the renovation of the Simcoe 

court house, while not markedly original, is both honest 

and generally expressive of the time. Built of brick, 

the effect of the addition is to create a court house of 

rectangular proportions marked by a balanced yet unusual 
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play of elements. The general treatment of detail is Italianate 

and the roof is characterized by a series of gables formed 

at right angles to the dominating horizontal line of the 

building. The ground floor of the building was devoted 

to offices both for the council and the judiciary, with 

the court room and council chambers on the second floor. 

A small wing at the rear of the building contained the 

janitor's apartment. 

This court house has served the county until the present 

day, but there have been several alterations since 1877. 

The most important was a renovation in 1944 following 

a report made by the Fire Marshall of Ontario. The major 

recommendation of the report was that renovations be made 

to the ceiling and attic of the court house so that it 

might be made fire resistant. The recommendations were 

carried out, and the court house was given a new roof. 

Rather than restore the old roof, the old gables were removed 

along with the central tower and an entirely new roof was 

constructed, substantially changing the appearance of the 

court house (Figure 4). Other than the construction of 

a small vestibule at the front entrance, the body of the 

court house, including the Italianate detailing was unchanged. 

Recently a decision was made to erect a new court 

house for the Simcoe County. The new court house has been 

built around the old court house, and now 135 years after its 

original construction, the Simcoe County Court house is slated 

for demolition. 
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Figure 1: View of "Original" County Court House, c. 1868. 
(Simcoe County Archives.) 
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Figure 2: The "New" County Court House after Remodelling 
in 1877. (Simcoe County Archives.) 
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Figure 3: Simcoe County Court House after 1944 renovation. (Simcoe County Archives.) 



- 551 -
Canadian Inventory of His to r i : Building - Historical Building Report 

Historian: K e l l y J . Crossman 

Date: November, 1976 

Geocodc : 063580001000018 

City: L i n d s a y 

Address: 26 F r a n c i s S t . 

Building Name: v i c t o r i a County 
(if important) C o u r t House 

Source of Tit le Photo: 

P.A.O* 

Building Information 

Date of Construction: 1862-1863 

Architect: F r e d e r i c k W i l l i a m Cumberland and W i l l i a m George Storm 
Builder: John K e s t e v e n 

Craftsmen (List Type) 

Name and occupation of or iginal owner: V i c t o r i a County 

Notable subsequent owners and reason ident i f ied: 

Notable type of occupants: J u d i c i a r y , County O f f i c i a l s 

Notable occupants and reason identif ied : Judge , C l e r k 

Building use: G o v e r n m e n t a l : Cou r t House and O f f i c e s 

Major building mater ia l : w h i t e B r i c k and S t o n e 

Altera t ions: 
General Nature Date Architect Builder 
R e n o v a t i o n s and remova l 1971 
of b e l l - t o w e r 

Comments:The V i c t o r i a County Cour t House i s one of a number of 
b r i c k s t r u c t u r e s b u i l t i n L i n d s a y f o l l o w i n g a f i r e i n t h e town 
in 1 8 6 1 . I t i s a l s o n o t e w o r t h y a s one of t h e f i n a l d e s i g n s 
p roduced by Cumberland & S t o r m . 



- 552 -

Francis Street Lindsay 

That part of Ontario now known as Victoria County was 

first settled by Europeans in the years following the 

war of 1812. In 1818 the Colonial Government bought a 

tract of land encompassing 4,000 square miles from the 

Mississaugas Indians. ' Included in this tract were the 

present Counties of Peterborough and Victoria. At first 

these lands were included within the Newcastle District, 

but in 1841 they were reorganized as the Colborne District 

with the capital at Peterborough. With the replacement 

of District by County Government in 1850, the Colborne 

District became the County of Peterborough and in 1854 

the United Counties of Peterborough and Victoria. In 

1861 the County of Victoria was granted independent status 

2/ pending the construction of the necessary County Buildings. ' 

When the County of Victoria was granted independence 

in 1861, the town of Lindsay on the Scugog River, was 

3/ designated the official County Town. ' Originally the site 

of a grist mill, by 1861 Lindsay had established itself as 

4/ the principle town of the region. ' 

As the final separation of Victoria from Peterborough 

was dependent on the construction of the court house and 

jail at Lindsay, we find that the earliest entries in 

the minute books of the provisional council for the County 
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of Victoria deal with the acquisition of a suitable site. 

On the 20th of August, 1861 the Provisional County "formed 

a committee of the whole to select a site for the County 

Buildings". ' In the weeks that followed, various lots 

within Lindsay were offered as possible locations, but 

by the beginning of October the council had made its decision: 

a site of several acres on Francis Street. The land was 

owned by a Peter McPhee of Lindsay and H. Ruttan of Cobourg. 

The council met with some difficulty in effecting the 

purchase of the property "owing to the loose manner in 

7/ which the Honourable H. Ruttan held the property". ' 

By the end of the year the transaction was secured. The 

County paid $2,400.00 for the property. 

In July of 1861 a fire had destroyed a good deal 

of the town of Lindsay. One reason for the vast extent 

of damage was that Lindsay had been a town of frame buildings. 

Following the fire, the town determined to rebuild with 

brick and the court house was not to be an exception. A motion 

passed at a meeting of 22 August 1861, instructed Micheal Deane, 

the county engineer, to "draft plans and specifications for 

the new court house and GAOL to be erected in the town of Lindsay, 

in accordance with the government plans. The Court House to be 

built of brick, the outside walls to be faced with white pressed 

brick, the remainder of the walls to be of red brick; 

the gaol to be built of stone". ' 
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Although the county council obviously had a well-

defined conception of what their new court house should 

look like, they did not rely on Micheal Deane to draft the 

final plans. They commissioned the well-known and fashionable 

Toronto architects Frederick Cumberland and George Storm. 

How this came about is not clear. While it would seem 

plausible that Cumberland and Storm were approached by 

the county council, there seems to be little evidence 

to support such a supposition. Neither were Cumberland 

and Storm the winners of an open competition. On the 

contrary, at a council meeting which took place after 

Cumberland and Storm had been engaged, one council member 

suggested that such a competition should be held, only 

to have his motion defeated. What seems likely is that 

Cumberland and Storm simply submitted the plans - unsolicited 

- to the council for consideration. On the 15 of October, 

1861, a motion was carried: 

that Messrs. Cumberland and Storm of the City of 

Toronto, be requested by this council to prepare 

working plans and specifications for the erection 

of the County Buildings in accordance with the plans 

now presented by them for the inspection of this 

Council.... 

Whatever the circumstances surrounding their commission, 

the final plans of Cumberland and Storm were accepted, 
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and the architects of such landmarks at St. James Cathedral 

and University College came to design the Victoria 

County Court House. By February of 1862 Cumberland and 

Storm had completed their plans and advertisement of tender 

was published in Toronto and local newspapers. The advertise

ment in the Canadian Post, a Lindsay newspaper, read as follows: 

Notice to Contractors and Builders 

Tenders are required for the erection of a Court 

House and Prison at Lindsay, County of Victoria. 

Plans and specifications are available at the office 

of A. Lacourse Esq. , barrister at Lindsay or at the 

office of Cumberland and Storm, Romaine Building, 

Toronto. Tenders to be sealed and addressed to the 

Provisional Warden of the County of Victoria at Lindsay, 

on or before the 6th day of March next, at noon. 

By order S.C. Wood, Clerk, Lindsay, February 5, 1862. 

On 7 March 1862 the tenders were opened and the 

contract was awarded to John Kesteven, a contractor who 

had entered the lowest bid. According to the contract, 

Kesteven was to erect "a Court House and Gaol, according 

to the plans submitted by Messrs. Cumberland and Storm, 

for the sum of $28,771.86, to be completed by the 1st 

of October, 1863". 

The court house was finished some months earlier 

than October 1863 and the total cost of the structure 
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was $49,421.52. The cost broken down was as follows: 

Site 2,400.00 

Court House and Gaol with alterations 

and additions 33,079.80 

Gaol Yard Wall, Court House Fences, &c. 7,477.18 

Excavations and Drainage not in Contract 220.05 

Extensions of Main Sewer to River Bank 791.00 

Furniture to Gaol 816.74 

Furniture to Court House 3,079.99 

Hot Air Furnaces 627.72 

Sidewalks 473.12 

Wells and Cisterns 455.92 

$49,421.52 

The Architects received a total of $1,960.65. ' 

In 1874 a registry office, built according to the 

standard Ontario plan was added to complete the County 

buildings - court house, gaol and registry office. These 

buildings still stand today at the original site. 

As ordered by the county council, the court house 

was built of brick with a stone basement. (Figures 1 and 

2) Although the interior of the building has been remodelled 

since construction, the exterior remains essentially the 

same. The one main alteration was the removal of the bell-

tower in 1971. It is still used as a county court house and 

municipal office. 
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The building is one of the last designs of Cumberland 

and Storm. It is also interesting as one of a group of 

buildings built of brick in Lindsay following the fire 

of 1861. Finally it should be considered with the Ontario 

(06105003000146) and Lennox and Addington County Court 

Houses also built in the decades immediately following 

the establishment of the County system in 1850. 
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Figure 1: Victoria County Court House, Lindsay (c. 1900). 
(Ontario Archives. Ref. S14275.) 
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Figure 2: Victoria County Court House, Lindsay, n.d. 
(Ontario Archives. Ref. S14274.) 
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Historian: K e l l y Crossman 

Date: J u n e 1 1 , 1977 

Geocode: 06371000300390 

City: Nor th Bay 

Address: 390 P l o u f f e S t . 

Building Name: N i p i s s i n g 
(if Important) D i s t r i c t 

C o u r t House 
Source of Tit le Photo: 

O n t a r i o A r c h i v e s 

Building Information 

Date of Construction:l888 

Arch i tec t tRivas T u l l y - Government of O n t a r i o , Depa r tmen t of P u b l i c 
„ . . . Works; K ivas T u l l y , Ch ie f A r c h i t e c t 
Builder. j Q h n F l o r i n ( B e l l e v i l l e ) 
Craftsmen (List Type) 

Name and occupation of or iginal owner: O n t a r i o Depa r tmen t Of P u b l i c Works 

Notable subsequent owners and reason ident i f ied: 

Notable type of occupants: J u d g e , C l e r k , S h e r i f f 

Notable occupants and reason ident i f ied: 
L o c a l J u d i c i a r y and v a r i o u s government o f f i c i a l s 

A l t e r a t i o n s ( removal of c e l l s ) 1938-39 
Comments: c o n s t r u c t e d i n two p a r t s i n 1888 and 1909 , t h e N i p i s s i n g 
D i s t r i c t C o u r t House a t Nor th Bay i s one of t h e o l d e s t s u r v i v i n g 
C o u r t Houses i n t h e N o r t h e r n O n t a r i o D i s t r i c t s . 

i , „ , u , n „ , , „ . . o r i g i n a l - G o v e r n m e n t a l : C o u r t House , J a i l and O f f i c e s building use: 3 . _ -. „ .. 
p r e s e n t - G o v e r n m e n t a l : C o u r t House 

Major building material : Br i c k 

Altera t ions: 
Ceneral Nature Date Architect Builder 
A d d i t i o n 1896 O n t a r i o D.P.W. W i l l i a m C l a r k 

(F .R. H e a k e s , C.A.) 
J u d g e ' s Chambers 1909 R. W a l l a c e 

& Son 
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390 Plouffe Street North Bay 

The history of North Bay and the subsequent construction 

of a court house there really begins with the building 

of the Canadian Pacific Railway in the 1880s. Almost 

three hundred years earlier at the beginning of the seventeenth 

century, Etienne Brule had been the first European to 

travel up the Ottawa and reach Georgian Bay by way of 

Lake Nipissing. For two hundred years afterwards this 

Ottawa-Nipissing water route was used by fur traders travelling 

to the west from Montreal. But despite these long years 

of trade there was little settlement in the area, and 

following the amalgamation of the North West and Hudson's 

Bay Companies in 1821, the pattern of trade shifted north 

to the bay and the shores of Lake Nipissing were left 

undisturbed once again. ' 

With the arrival of the 1880s came the construction 

of the transcontinental railroad and Lake Nipissing was 

drawn from its historic isolation into the Canadian mainstream. 

In 1881 the newly formed Canadian Pacific Railway Co. 

acquired the already completed line of the Canada Central 

Railway which ran from Ottawa to Mattawa and began construction 

west to the Lake. The rail line finally reached the present-

day site of North Bay in 1882, but during the previous 

year a certain William McFarland had constructed a cabin 

on the lakeshore which served as a hostel and meeting 

place for the region. As it turned out John Mclntyre 

Ferguson, nephew of Duncan Mclntyre vice-president of 



-563 -

the CPR, had acquired land on the lakeshore a short 

time earlier along with Mr. Thomas Murray, M.P. for Renfrew. 

Soon after the completion of the rail line to the lake 

it was announced that the settlement about McFarland's 

cabin had been selected as a rail divisional point; Ferguson 

and Murray's land was surveyed as a townsite, and the 

2/ future greatness of North Bay and its "pioneers" was assured. ' 

Following the establishment of the CPR facilities 

at North Bay the town grew rapidly. In 1886 its position 

as a rail center was enhanced by the completion of a Grand 

Trunk Rail connection to Southern Ontario and the same 

year saw the establishment of a jail and land recorder's 

office. Although the District of Nipissing was not officially 

proclaimed a judicial district with a designated county 

town until 1895, a courtroom and lock-up was constructed 

at North Bay in 1888. The earlier jail of 1886 was a 

log building and no doubt the increasing importance of 

the town necessitated construction of a more substantial 

structure. ' 

Property for the new government buildings was purchased 

from Thomas Murray, and according to the report of Chief 

Architect Kivas Tully to his minister in 1888, plans and 

specifications were drawn up for "the court-room and lock—up 

4/ at North Bay, and submitted for tenders after due advertisement." ' 

The contract was awarded to John Florin of Belleville 

5/ at a price of $8,435,000. The contract was signed on 
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the 2nd of August 1888, work began immediately and the 

building was completed by December. 

Judging from letters which survive in the correspondence 

file of the Chief Architect at the Provincial Archives 

of Ontario in Toronto, Thomas Murray was in close contact 

with Kivas Tully before the plans for the courtroom and 

lock-up were completed. Mr. Murray seems to have been 

influential in having the court building constructed and 

he went so far as to recommend that the building be of 

a size not smaller than 36 ft. x 60 ft. and "as good building 

stone cannot be obtained conveniently at North Bay, I 

would suggest that the foundation be built of stone say 

5 or 6 feet high and the balance of brick, the court room 

over the gaol I expect will be a good height 16 feet at 

least...".6/ 

Murray must have been pleased with the court building, 

for his suggestions were followed quite closely. When 

completed the court-room and lock-up was a two-storey brick 

building, rather longer than it was wide and with a found

ation and cellar of rubble. (Figure 1) As was Murray's 

intention, a single building housed both the jail and court

room. The ground floor was given over to two small offices, 

cells for both male and female prisoners and kitchen 

facilities. On the upper floor was located the court room 

and various smaller rooms for the use of barristers, the 

judge and jury. 
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Clearly Tully regarded the building as a small, functional 

building to serve the needs of the growing but limited 

population of North Bay and the surrounding region. But 

within the limitations of circumstance and materials the 

architect did attempt to give the building as strong a 

sense of dignity and style as possible. He made good 

use of the red brick as a decorative element; including 

specific instructions for a "plinth and string courses 

of bevelled brick" and careful work about the windows 

7/ and doors. His concern extended to the interior of 

the building where he ordered a moulded cornice and corbels 

about the ceiling of the courtroom. 

Contrary to the original intention that the courtroom 

and lock-up was to serve only a limited population, the 

building has survived to the present day. Over the course 

of time it has, however, undergone various renovations 

and alterations. In 1895 the Judicial District of Nipissing 

was officially created and after a great deal of controversy, 

North Bay was selected County Town. So sensitive was 

the issue that the matter was decided through a series 

of referendums, and in the end North Bay emerged the victor 

8/ by the slim margin of eight votes. Following the decision, 

the courtroom and lock-up was elevated to the position 

of court house and in 1896 an addition was built "to increase 

the number of cells and to give accommodation to the gaoler, 

the apartments formerly occupied by him being occupied 
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as public offices." ' William Clark, a Toronto builder 

entered the lowest bid for the work and was awarded the 

contract. The addition seems to have been added to the 

rear of the original building and every effort was made 

to make it as much like the 1888 structure as possible. 

The contract was signed on the 27th of May 1896 and the 

work was finished the following autumn. Contract price 

was $3,145,000.10/ 

By 1909 increased demands on the limited space of 

the court house and gaol necessitated further expansion. 

This time the need was not more gaol space but offices, 

and so plans and specifications were drawn up "for an 

addition to the Court House at North Bay, to make provision 

for suitable quarters for the Judges." / The architect 

for this addition was F.R. Heakes, who had worked as Chief 

Draughtsman in the Chief Architect's office before replacing 

12/ Kivas Tully in 1896. ' Heakes was also responsible for 

the addition of 1896, but while that work represented 

nothing more than an extension of the building of 1888, 

in designing an addition for the Judge's Quarters Heakes 

shows a style of his own. The addition is curious in 

being a completely separate building; a cottage connected to 

the court house by an enclosed link. (Figure 1) According 

to the original blueprint the new building was designed to 

house several rooms, including a Judge's room and chamber, 

13/ on the main floor with a small library upstairs. ' 
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The contract was awarded by tender to Robert Wallace & 

14/ Son, contractors at North Bay for a price of $4,385.00. ' 

Work was begin in the summer of 1909 and the building 

was completed early in 1910. 

Until 1938 the court house at North Bay remained 

essentially unchanged, except for minor repairs and renovations. 

In that year the court house was completely overhauled 

and the gaol cells on the main floor were removed and 

replaced by offices. By 1942 the building housed, besides 

the courtroom and Judge's chambers, offices for the sheriff, 

registrar and Forest and Timber administration for the 

Nipissing District. 

Today the building continues to function as the District 

Court House for Nipissing. As such it is one of the oldest 

surviving court houses in the Northern Districts. 
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Figure 1: Nipissing District Court House, North Bay -
Court House and Judges' Chambers (c. 1910). 
(Ontario Archives, R.G. 15, E-7, Vol., 21.) 
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Figure 2: Nipissing District Court House, North Bay (1977). (C.I.H.B.) 
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Historian: Kelly Crossman 

Date: June 1 1 , 1977 

Geocode: 0 6 3 7 9 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 

City: Parry Sound 

Address: i o i James S t . (approx.) 

Building Name: Par ry Sound 
(if important) D i s t r i c t Court 

House 
Sdurce of T i t l e Photo: 

C . I . H . B . 

Building Information 

Date of Construction: 1871 + 1889 

Architect: Government of O n t a r i o , Department of Pub l i c Works; 
Builder: Kivas T u l l y , Chief A r c h i t e c t 

Mr. John McClel land/ Mr. George B a l l 
Craftsmen (List Type) Robert Adam - i n t e r i o r f u r n i s h i n g s 

Name and occupation of original owner: Onta r io Department of Pub l i c Works 
Notable subsequent owners and reason identified: 

Notable type of occupants: j u d i c i a l and County O f f i c i a l s 
Notable occupants and reason identified: Judge , D i s t r i c t R e g i s t r a r , Crown 
At to rney , P r o v i n c i a l P o l i c e 

„ . . . . o r i g i n a l - Governmental: Court House, J a i l and Reg i s t ry 
Building use: y Office 

. . . . . p r e s e n t - Governmental: Court House Major buiIdingStaterial : Frame / Brick 
A l t e r a t i o n s : 
General Nature Date Arch i t ec t Builder 
Addi t ion 1921 F.R. Heakes S t u a r t & 

S i n c l a i r 
r enova t ions 1949 
r e g i s t r y o f f i c e 1962 

Comments:Constructed in t h r e e s t a g e s in 1871, 1889 and 1921, the 
Par ry Sound Court House was f i r s t b u i l t dur ing the e a r l y yea r s 
of s e t t l e m e n t in the d i s t r i c t . 
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James Street Parry Sound 

First explored by the French at the beginning of the seven

teenth century, the north shore of Georgian Bay was for more 

than two hundred years part of the canoe route which led 

to the interior of the continent from Montreal and the 

shores of the St. Lawrence. Despite the years of travel 

throughout the region, the earliest record of permanent 

white settlement in what is now the District of Parry 

Sound dates from 1823. It was about this time as well 

that the north shore was first surveyed by a British naval 

officer, Lieut. Hebry Wolsey Bayfield, and the name of 

Parry Sound given to the largest sound on Georgian Bay. / 

By the 1850s the wholesale harvest of white timber 

in the Great Lakes Basin was already well-established 

in the United States, having begun in the middle 1830s. 

It was the growing interest in Canadian timber that provided 

the impetus for the establishment of white settlement 

in Parry Sound and for the founding of the town of Parry 

Sound in particular. In 1856 William Milnor Gibson applied 

for an application for a timber limit and mill location 

at the mouth of the Sequin River on Georgian Bay. Gibson, 

who came from Willowdale in York Township, had first 

come north as a land surveyor and this experience had 

2/ stimulated his interest in the north woods. ' 
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Gibson established a mill on the river which he directed 

with limited success until 1863. In that year William 

Beatty of Thorold came north looking for a suitable timber 

limit and subsequently purchased the "Parry Sound Estate" 

from William Gibson. When purchased in 1853, the so-called 

estate consisted "of a small mill taking its power from 

the Lower Falls of the Sequin River, a few cabins, and 

a fifty-square-mile timber limit which began a mile and 

a half south of the river mouth and encompassed the land 

3/ upriver and along the north shore of the Big Sound." ' 

Beside this estate, William Beatty and his sons also purchased 

2,198 acres of land at the mouth of the Sequin where Parry 

Sound now stands for the sum of four hundred and thirty—nine 

dollars.4/ 

Of the three members of the Beatty family who purchased 

the Parry Sound Estate, the one most interested in the 

north was William Beatty the younger. It was he who stayed 

at Parry Sound and devoted his energies to the development 

of the town, eventually buying out his father and brother's 

interest in 1872. 

Essential to the success of Beatty1s interest at 

Parry Sound, was the establishment of easy transportation to 

the south. Beginning in 1865, Beatty instituted a regular 

steamer service to Collingwood, which was the terminus of the 

Northern Railway from Toronto. Named the Wabund, this steamer 

was the lifeline of the north and brought prosperity to Parry 
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Sound. By 1871 the town was well on its way to a permanent 

existence. A Wesleyan Methodist Missionary Report of that 

year stated that "Five years ago Parry Sound was known only 

as the hunting ground of the Indians; it is now a thriving 

5/ village in the very heart of the "Free Grant Districts." ' 

A descriptive atlas also dating from 1871 had this to say: 

"There is a large wholesale and retail store kept by Messrs. 

J. and W. Beatty & Co. A magnificent saw-mill and grist

mill owned by the same company; a temperance hotel, boarding 

house, bakery, butcher's-shop, tinware and stove depot, 

and drug store, blacksmith shop, post and money order 

office, school, public library, Wesleyan Church, with Wesleyan 

minister, Church of England minister and Presbyterian missionary." ' 

It was also in that year of 1871 that the first court 

house was built at Parry Sound. In recognition of the 

growing importance of the region, and in anticipation of 

an expected wave of immigration now that land in both 

Muskoka and Parry Sound was being offered free to settlers, the 

Ontario Legislature had established the Territorial District of 

Parry Sound in 1870. As part of the provision of that act, both 

judicial and registration facilities were to be provided within 

7/ the District and so a court house was built at Parry Sound. ' 

Plans were drawn up by Chief Architect Kivas Tully 

and dated the 21st of June, 1871. According to Tully's 
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report to the minister a registry office, lock-up and 
8/ court room were all located in a single dwelling. ' Following 

the advertisement for tender the contract was awarded 

to Mr. John McClelland at a contract price of $1,675. 

Lot No. 15 on James St. at Parry Sound was purchased from 

William Beatty and his brother for $200 and the court 

house was constructed. ' 

According to the contract for the work which can 

be found at the Archives of Ontario, the 1871 court house 

was a frame building built on a stone foundation. The 

vault and chimneys were constructed of brick and the roof 

was shingled. The outside walls were finished with clapboard, 

and the remarks of the architect include instructions 

to "paint the letters "Registry Office" in black letters 

on a white board." ' Where this modest advertisement 

was to hang we do not know, but above the main entrance 

is a good guess. The court room was located on the second 

floor of the building with the registry office and lock-up 

below. 

In 1889 this original county building was expanded 

to create a large court room and more office space. Chief 

Architect Kivas Tully's report to the minister for 1889 

states that "plans and specifications were prepared for 

the addition to the Courtroom at Parry Sound, and tenders 

were received in June. The tender of Mr. G. Ball, Barrie, 

being the lowest, was accepted, and the work has progressed 
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in a satisfactory manner, under the superintendence of 

Mr. J.W. McClaren, Clerk of Works..."11/ 

The new addition was of brick, or at least of frame 

construction with a brick veneer. (Figure 1) The foundation 

12/ was of rubble "locally procured" and the roof was shingled. ' 

Although simply designed, Tully did introduce a minimum 

of decoration including round-headed windows, string courses 

13/ and pilasters which he ordered "to be carefullly constructed." ' 

The specifications for the work also includes instructions 

to "construct partitions across and along the present 

court room as above specified, to form grand and petit 

jury rooms as shown. Also for partitions in ground floor 

14/ of present building to suit proposed arrangements." ' 

The contract was signed on 18 June 1889 and the building 

was ready for occupation by November. The contract price 

was $5,190. The furnishing of the new court room was 

carried out by Robert Adam. 

For the next thirty years this expanded building 

met the needs of the District. Except for the removal 

of the registry office and gaol to separate buildings, 

the court house remained unchanged. In 1921 the increasing 

demand for office space necessitated construction of another 

addition. "Plans and specifications were made for an 

extensive addition to the Court House in Parry Sound, 

to give additional space for offices. Tenders were called 

for, the lowest being accepted and the following contracts 
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awarded: for general trades, Messrs. Stuart & Sinclair, 

of Hamilton; heating and plumbing by McTaggarts, of Parry 

15/ Sound." ' The electric wiring was carried out by the 

Department of Public Works itself. 

Designed by architect F.R. Heakes, who had replaced 

Kivas Tully as Chief Architect for Ontario in 1896, the 

1921 addition consisted of a wing added to the rear of 

the existing building. According to elevation drawings 

and plans held by the Ministry of Government Services 

for Ontario, the new wing was to contain offices for the 

Crown Attorney, the division court clerk and the Crown 

Lands Department on the ground floor. The second floor 

contained office space for the provincial police, the 

16/ magistrate's court and the petit jury. ' 

The addition was built of brick on a stone foundation, 

rectangular in shape with a hipped roof. (Figures 2 and 

3) Like the existing court room, the addition was not 

heavily ornamented but Heakes did use stone for the sills and 

keystones and employed a tile string course. The 1921 addition 

is also interesting in that its rather irregular fenestration 

contrasts with the rigid symmetry of the 1889 building. The 

work carried out by the Department of Public Works in 1921 

also included the interior renovation of the old building, and 

17/ the work was finished in 1922. ' 

Since that time the building has undergone various 

renovations, including a complete refurnishing in 1949—1950. 
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In 1962 a new registry office was built behind the wing 

added in 1921 but the court house remained unchanged and 

still houses the courts of the Parry Sound District. 
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Figure 1: Parry Sound District Court House, 1977 (CIHB) (T. & F. Photo) 



I 

oo 

Figure 2: Parry Sound District Court House, 1977. (C.I.H.B.) (T. & F. Photo.) 
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Figure 3: Parry Sound District Court House, 1977 (CIHB. T. & F. Photo) rear view. 
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Canadian Inventory of His tor i : Building - Historical Building Report 

Historian: K e l l y Crossman 

Date: J u l y 1 1 , 1977 

Geocode: 06424000301240 

City: Owen Sound 

Address: 1235 T h i r d Ave. E. 

Building Name: Grey County 
(if important) Cour t House 

•Source of Ti t le Photo: 

C.1.H.F3. 

Building Information 

Date of Construction: 1852-1853 

Architect: Mr. Smith (Guelph) 

Builder: Dowling & Dougal 
Craftsmen (List Type) John H a r k n e s s (Mason) 

N3ine and occupation of or iginal owner: Grey County 

Notable subsequent owners and reason ident i f ied: C i t y of Owen Sound 

Notable type of occupants: County and J u d i c i a l O f f i c e r s 

Notable occupants and reason ident i f ied : County J u d g e , Couty C l e r k , Owen 
Sound Police 

Building u se :Gove rnmen ta l : C o u r t House & P u b l i c S a f e t y and S e r v i c e . 

Major building material : S t o n e 

Alterat ions: 
General Nature 
A d d i t i o n 

Date 

1885 
Architect Builder 

M.B. Ayelsworth John Harkness 

Comments: The old Grey County Court House at Owen Sound is one 
of many Ontario court houses built in the 1850s. 
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1235 Third Avenue East Owen Sound 

The first white settlement in that part of Ontario now 

known as Grey County dates from the early 1830s. Charles 

Rankin is believed to have been the first man to build 

a home in the region in 1833 and it was Rankin who carried 

out the first surveys. / In 1837 Rankin was commissioned 

to mark a road running north to Owen Sound, and this he 

did, managing as well to survey part of the future townsite 

of Owdn Sound. The rebellion of 1837 slowed immigration 

to the area, but in 1840 John Telfer was appointed land 

agent and sent to establish a settlement on the townsite 

that Charles Rankin had surveyed three years earlier. 

Sydenham, as the town of Owen Sound was known until 

1856, prospered under the influence and direction of John 

Telfer. Located on the bay, it served as a northern gateway 

to the interior lands then being settled as farms. The 

first hotel was built in 1842 and by 1851 the town could 

boast a population of 150 or 200 persons. According to 

one eyewitness account, the office and house which land 

agent Telfer built upon his arrival in 1840 was known 

as Government House and was used as the schoolhouse and 

2/ public hall for political meetings. ' The earliest buildings 

were of log construction, and as late as 1849 both the 

Presbyterians and Methodists worshipped in log buildings. 
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The first court in Grey County was held at Sydenham 

or Owen Sound in 1848, but at that time the County was 

still included for judicial and administrative purposes 

in the Wellington District and the Judge for the hearing 

3/ had travelled over 80 miles from Guelph. ' Because of 

the irregular pattern of settlement in the region, and 

the changes in municipal administration in Ontario during 

the 1840s, much of the western portion of present-day Grey 

County remained unorganized during the decade. At the 

time, the more settled townships were included in the 

York District before 1842 and in the Wellington District 

from 1842 to 1849. With the passage of the Baldwin Act 

in 1849 the way was paved for reform and in 1852 the County 

of Grey was formally defined and constituted a provisional 

County. Named after Earl Grey, Grey County was united 

with the County of Wellington until such time as a County 

Town had been chosen and a court house and gaol erected. 

The total population of the County of Grey in 1851 

was the not insubstantial figure of 12,845, but the County 

was overwhelmingly rural and just beginning to evolve 

4/ from the pioneer stage of development. ' At that time 

there were only 13 churches and 14 schools in the whole 

County and farmers wishing to grind their wheat had a 

choice of four grist mills to choose from. 

Given that state of development, there were in 1851 

only two settlements with serious hopes of being selected 
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county town, and after considerable controversy Sydenham 

was chosen over the rival center of Durham. On the 15 

of April, 1852 the provisional council for the County 

of Grey met in Owen Sound in a tavern owned by a certain 

James Coleman. The most pressing business was construction 

of the county buildings and a special building committee 

was chosen from the councillors present. 

Offers for a site for the new court house and jail 

were made by three townsmen, Donald McDonald, John Frost 

and John Mills by name. It is not clear which if any 

of these offers was accepted, but the matter received 

considerable deliberation and the final site on Third 

5/ Avenue East was not chosen until the summer. The council 

paid 150 pounds for the site. 

A special committee was established by the county 

council to take charge of construction of the court house, 

and in due course they recommended that plans and specifications 

produced by a Guelph architect by the name of Smith be 

approved for the new county buildings. The committee's 

recommendation was adopted at a council meeting on the 

23 of August, 1852 and the committee was instructed "to 

make necessary arrangements and publish notices for tenders 
6 / for contracts to erect the necessary buildings". ' This 

was done and on 1 November 1852 a contract was signed 

with the firm of Dowling and Dougal to erect the court 

house and jail at a cost of 3,735 pounds. 
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The county passed a by-law to finance the construction 

of the county buildings but difficulties in selling the 

debentures seem to have delayed construction somewhat. 

The cornerstone for the court house was laid in the autumn 

of 1852 and the building was completed late in 1853. There 

appears to be some confusion among local historians as to 

who the builder actually was. As we have seen the contract 

was let to Dowling and Dougal but John Harkness is referred 

7/ to by several authors as the builder of the court house. 

As John Harkness reappears in the 1880s as contractor for an 

addition to the court house, it seems likely that while Dowling 

and Dougal were the contractors per se, Harkness was hired 

as the mason. 

From an early photograph of Owen Sound which shows 

the front of the registry office and the rear of the jail 

and court house we know that when originally built, the 

Grey County Court House was rather smaller than it is 

today. ' (Figure 1) The small two storey block at the south 

end of the building was constructed as an addition in 1885-

1886. (Figure 2) The same photograph indicates that the "tower" 

roof just to the south of center on the front facade is 

a later addition as well, and it is possible that it was 

added during the construction of the 1880s. 

When first completed the court house at Owen Sound 

was essentially a two-storey rectangular building of rubble 

construction. The main facade was faced with cut stone, 
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dominated by a central portion which projected slightly 

from the rest of the building and flanked by two short 

ends which act from the visual standpoint as shallow wings. 

The building is noticeable for its lack of ornamentation, 

a characteristic that was noted by nineteenth century 

9/ writers. ' Apart from the use of cut stone about the 

windows and a single string course the flat plane of the 

stone is unrelieved. The ground floor of the court house 

was used for offices with the court room above. 

With the exception of a platform and porch constructed 

in front of the court house in 1874, no major changes were 

made until 1885. Minor repairs were carried out to improve 

the ventilation of the court room in 1876, although the 

minutes of county council give no clue as to what specific 

changes were made. During the 1870s the county property 

committee reported to the county council that there was 

a need for increased office accommodation. ' The fact 

that such a report was made scarcely seven years after 

construction of the registry office is indicative of the 

growing demands on the court house facility. By 1885 

the cry for more office space was finally answered and 

a local architect by the name of M.B. Aylesworth was requested 

to draft plans and specifications for a court house addition. 

In June of 1885, Mr. Aylesworth presented three schemes 

for enlargement of the court house to the county council. ' 

While we do not know what the other proposals were, the 
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architect's second proposal calling for a fifty-five foot 

addition to include a new council chamber with connecting 

clerk's office was adopted. Tenders for contract of the 

addition were subsequently advertised in both the local 

press and the Toronto Globe and Mail. Out of eleven proposals 

12/ entered, the lowest bid was that of John Harkness. ' 

The contract was subsequently offered to Harkness at a 

price of $7,200 and so the addition to the Grey County 

Court House was built by the same man credited with working 

on the original building of 1852-53. 

Construction was begun in the summer of 1885 and 

the addition was in use by June of the following year. 

Architect Ayelsworth was hired as superintending architect 

at a fee of 5% of the cost of the building. Although 

the original contract set the price of construction at 

$7,200, a decision to extend the new council chamber three 

feet increased the set price to $7,670. By the time it 

was completed the total cost of the addition had risen 

to $8,422.13/ 

With the completion of the 1885 addition, the court 

house looked much as it does today. One major change 

to the facade was the removal of the porch constructed 

in 1874. Since the early 1960s the court house has ceased 

to house the judicial functions of the county. At that 

time a new county building was constructed in Owen Sound 

and the courts were moved from the old building. Except 

for police offices located in the 1885 addition, the old 

court house is now empty and is the property of the City 

of Owen Sound. 
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Figure 1: Grey County Gaol Yard and Registry Office, c. 1870. (Grey County Historical Society.) 
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Figure 2: Court House and Grey County Offices, Owen Sound, 
Ontario. (Grey County Historical Society.) 
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Canadian Inventory of Historic Building - Historical Building Report 

Historian: Kelly Crossman 

Date: June 11, 1977 

Geocode: 06425000800216 

City: Kenora 

Address: 216 Water S t . 

Building Name:Kenora D i s t r i c t 
(if important)Court House 

Source of Title Photo: 

Lake of the Woods Museum, Kenora 

Building use: Governmental: Court House 

Major building material : Br ick and Granite 

Alterations: 
General Nature Date Architect Builder 

Addition 1969 

Comments: Bui l t by the Department of Public Works for the Province 
of Ontario, the D i s t r i c t Court House a t Kenora i s one of a se r i e s 
of public s t ruc tu res b u i l t by the province in the north during 
the early years of development and set t lement . 

Building Information 

Date of Construction: 1910-1911 
Province of Ontario, Department of Public Works; 

Architect: p R ^ Heakes, Chief Architect 
Builder: M.A. Pigot t and son (Hamilton) 
n c» , , , . - x William J . Hynes - P las ter 
Craftsmen (List Type) B e r l i n I n t e r ior Hardware Co., - interior furnishings 

District of Kenora (Ontario 
, , , Dept. of Public Works) 

Name and occupation of original owner: 
Notable subsequent owners and reason identified: 

Notable type of occupants: Judge, Clerk, Magistrate , Sheriff , Pol ice . 

Notable occupants and reason identified: Local judic iary and various 
government o f f i c i a l s . 



- 596 -

216 Water Street Kenora 

Like most of Canada west of southern Ontario, the history 

of Kenora and the Kenora District during the 18th and 

19th centuries is the history of the fur trade. The French 

were the first to reach the Lake of the Woods in 1688 

but it was not until 1732 that La Verendrye established 

a fort in the area. ' Rat Portage or Kenora, as it is 

known today, was located at a position of strategic importance 

and with the fall of the French at Quebec it was the scene 

of bitter conflict between the Hudson's Bay and North 

West Companies. Located at the outlet of the Lake of 

the Woods into the Winnipeg River system, the region was 

at the head of a waterway leading to Lake Winnipeg, Hudson's 

Bay and the forests of the Northwest beyond. 

With the amalgamation of the Hudson's Bay and Northwest 

Companies in 1821, Rat Portage was organized as a Hudson's 

Bay post and the pattern of life was established for almost 

half a century. In 1870 the rebellion of the Metis at 

Red River signalled the beginning of the end of the historic 

isolation of the Lake of the Woods region. Reacting to 

the uprising, the newly-created Canadian Government sent 

a 1,200 man force to the west under the leadership of Lt.-Col. 

John Garnet Wolseley. Because of its military nature, the 

Wolseley expedition could not travel to Red River via the 

United States and so were forced to rely on the old route 
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of the fur traders. The difficulties of their route across 

the north, and the hardships endured illustrated the urgent 

need for an easy route from Eastern Canada to the west. By 

2/ the end of the decade construction of the CPR had begun. ' 

The building of the CPR and the rise of a lumbering 

industry to serve the Winnipeg building boom of the 1880s 

caused a dramatic influx of people. In 1871 the white 

population of the district was negligible, in 1881 it 

3/ had reached 4,564. ' Concurrent with this economic awakening 

was an increased interest in the region on the part of 

the Ontario Government. The Province of Manitoba claimed 

that this part of the Northwest was a legitimate part 

of their territory; a position that was supported by the 

Federal Government and legitimised in an act passed in 

1881. In 1882 Rat Portage was incorporated as a Manitoba 

Town. The Ontario Government disputed this claim however 

and took the issue to the Privy Council in London where 

4/ their position was finally unheld. ' 

In the meantime, the Ontario Government was not standing 

still and the records of the Ontario Department of Public 

Works report that a court-room and lock-up building was 

5/ constructed at Rat Portage during the winter of 1882-1883. ' 

In 1883 Rat Portage was incorporated as an Ontario township 

and in 1892 as an Ontario town. Perhaps the most curious 

incident which marked the years of the Ontario-Manitoba boundary 

dispute was election day, September 28th, 1883. On that day 
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polling took place to elect members to the Provincial 

Legislature of both Ontario and Manitoba. ' 

The courtroom and lock-up constructed in 1882-83 

was a simple frame and clapboard structure but it served 

the Kenora District for more than twenty-five years. 

Over the course of that time this early judicial building 

underwent a number of cosmetic improvements, designed 

no doubt to accommodate the rising expectations of the 

region. In 1893 the original log foundation was replaced 

by one of stone and in 1896 the outside walls were given 

7/ a brick veneer. ' Despite these efforts, by 1910 this first 

court room and lock-up which dated almost from the very be

ginning of white settlement in the region must have seemed 

hopelessly inadequate; by that time the population had swelled 

to 15,490. ' Besides this, the town had ambitions of becoming 

a major lumber and mining centre and was increasingly popular 

as a fashionable summer resort for well-to-do Winnipegers. 

Unlike the older and more settled parts of Ontario, 

construction of court facilities in the Northern Districts 

was the responsiblity of the Provincial Department of 

Public Works. So it was that in the summer of 1909 the 

Ontario DPW, under the direction of Chief Architect 

F.R. Heakes announced plans and specifications for a new 

court house to be built at Kenora. The Chief Architect's 

report to the Minister for 1909 contains a description 

of the proposed court house, and as the actuality proved 
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to be virtually identical to the intent, that description 

is reproduced here: 

"Plans and specifications were prepared for 

a new Court House to be erected in the Town 

of Kenora and tenders were advertised for. 

Only one tender was received, and as it was 

not satisfactory, it was deemed advisable to 

proceed with the foundation work by day 

labour, the materials being purchased by 

tender. The foundations have been constructed 

to the grade line and the work shut down until 

the spring. Tenders were also advertised 

for the plumbing and steam heating and 

electric wiring, and the contract was awarded 

to the Fred Armstrong Co., of Toronto, whose 

tender was the lowest. 

The building is being erected on a site 

provided by the town, on Water Street, 

extending through to the lake. The building 

will be 107 feet in length by 73 feet in 

depth and will face Water Street. It will 

be three stories in height, including the 

basement. The foundation walls to the 

grade line are constructed of cement; above 

this to the top of the plinth will be 

faced with stone coursing. The super

structure will be of red bricks with 
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stone heads and sills to the windows and 

doors. The roof will be covered with slates 

and will be surmounted in the centre by a 

handsome cupola. The main entrance is 

located in the centre of the front approached 

by a handsome portico and steps, entering into 

a vestibule leading into the main corridor 

15 feet in width in the centre and seven 

feet wide at the sides, running from 

north to south. A broad stairway leading 

to the upper floor is located in the 

centre of the main corridor. 

The Court Room is situated in the rear 

with entrances from the main corridor. The 

rooms to be occupied by the Judges and the 

Clerk of the Peace and Crown Counsel are 

situated on each side of the Court room. 

Provision is also made on the ground floor 

for offices of the Sheriff and County 

clerk, with rooms for clerks adjoining, 

with fireproof vaults off same, of ample 

proportions. A fireproof vault is also 

provided for the Clerk of the Peace. A 

lavatory, which will be fitted up with 

up-to-date plumbing appliances, is 

placed off the south end of the corridor 
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on this floor and a similar lavatory 

immediately over it on the upper floor. 

Provision is made on the upper floor 

for Judge's Chambers, Barristers' room, 

Library, Magistrates' room, Grand Jury 

and Petit Jury rooms. The building will 

be heated by steam, the boiler room and 
9/ 

coal vaults being located in the basement." 

(Figure 1) 

In the Spring of 1910 the Department of Public Works 

advertised for tender on construction of the remainder 

of the building and the award was given to the lowest 

bid entered by M.A. Pigott and Son of Hamilton. The total 

cost of their part of the works amounted to approximately 

$33,684. / Contract for the interior hardware and furnishings 

was awarded to the Berlin Interior Hardware Company of 

Berlin, Ontario. According to the terms of the contract 

with M.A. Pigott and Son, the court house was to be finished 

on the first of January 1911, but difficulties in obtaining 

materials delayed completion until July of that year. 

Still the court house was sufficiently complete to be 

used in the Spring Assizes of May 1911. Touring the 

new court house for the first time, the Grand Jurors at 

that spring session reported that we "have much pleasure 

in stating that the interior arrangements and finish of 

the building appears to be what is desired, with the exception 
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that the court room would appear too small and the electric 

lighting over the Judge's desk and the counsel's and the 

stenographer's, which is insufficient". ' 

Those same critics went on to say that the "exterior 

of the building on the street side presents a handsome 

appearance, but it is to be regretted that not more attention 

was given to beautifying the water side of the splendid 

12/ structure". ' While this concern for the "water side" 

of the court house was probably alleviated in later years 

when the building was properly landscaped, the Jurors 

made what is still a very valid observation about the 

court house at Kenora: that very little attempt was made 

to integrate the design of the court house with the physical 

and social characteristics of the site. 

Admittedly, this is an unfair criticism, for expecting 

an essentially nineteenth century building to meet late 

twentieth century sensibilities of a cultural and physical 

"fit" is unreasonable, but without being finical, such a 

criticism is useful. In terms of its facilities, accommodation, 

cost and quality of material used, the Kenora District Court House 

would have been a building of pride to any provincial town in 

1910. Great lengths were taken to obtain the best possible 

building both by the architect and the contractors. The 

architect included such fashionable details as a "skylight and 

glass dome set in the ceiling of the court room. Not only 

this, but the same ceiling was decorated in ornamented 
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plaster carried out by William J. Hynes brought from Toronto 

especially for the work. The contractor, finding the stone 

which had been selected for the coursing work unsuitable, 

looked for and finally found a local granite which he had 

13/ quarried for the structure. ' But for all this, the court 

house built at Kenora in 1911 was an academic work, produced 

in a Toronto office and then built willy nilly in the 

woods of Northern Ontario. As such it symbolizes in a 

very real way, the process of colonisation which was taking 

place at that time all across the west, a process characterized 

by the imposition of a sophisticated and urban culture 

on a primitive and still rural land. 

Although the court house has undergone various repairs 

and renovations since its construction it still serves 

as the judicial centre for the District. During the war 

the basement was remodelled to house a contingent of the 

Ontario Provincial Police and in 1969 an addition was 

constructed to accommodate the increasing needs of the 

region. 



- 604 -

Endnotes: 

1 Ernest Appleton, Kenora 1836-1936 Centennial Review 
(Kenora: 1936), pp. 1 + 2 . 

2 J.A. Sherrett, Historical Review of Rat Portage and 
Lake of the Woods (Kenora: 1952) , pp. 2-5. 

3 Ibid., p. 24. 

4 Ibid., p. 7. 

5 "Report of the Architect", Report of the Minister 
of Public Works for the Province of Ontario for 1882 
(Toronto: King's Printer, 1883), Municipal Docuemnts, 
P.A.O. 

6 J.A. Sherrett, Historical Review, p. 7. 

7 "Report of the Architect", Report of the Minister 
of D.P.W., 1893 (Toronto: King's Printer, 1894), 
p. 24 and "Report of the Architect", 1896 (Toronto: 
1897) , p. 12. 

8 J.A. Sherrett, Historical Review, p. 24. 

9 "Report of the Architect", Report of the Minister 
of D.P.W. for 1909 (Toronto: King's Printer, 1910), 
p. 26. 

10 "Schedule of Total Prices for the Various Works: 
Kenora Court House", P.A.O. Department of Public 
Works, Chief Architect's Files, Record Group 15, 
Series E-l, Box 14, II, Kenora District 1910-12. 

11 Kenora Miner and News, 10 May 1911, p. 1. 
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Figure 1: Kenora District Court House , Kenora , 1922 . ( Lake of the Woods Museum, Kenora ) . 
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Figure 2: Kenora District Court House ,Kenora,1978 . (Lake of the Woods Museum, Kenora ). 
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INDEX BY DATE OF CONSTRUCTION 

Date Geo-code Town 

1824 06333000101023 L'Original 

1827-1831 06108002600399 London 

1830-1832 06101012800140Z Toronto 

1830-1833 06103002600007 Cornwall 

1832-1841 06228000400044 Picton 

1838-1842 06133001000050Z Peterborough 

1841-1843 06104001300074 Guelph 

1841-1845 06125000500001 Brockville 

1842 and 1877 06346003700130 Barrie 

1842-1843 06157001800043 Perth 

1846-1847 06132001700026 Niagara-on-the-Lake 

1848 06154001000095 St. Catharines 

1848-1850 06136000500081Z Chatham 

1852-1853 06101007200057 Toronto 

1852-1853 06173006500080Z Brantford 

1852-1853 06424000301240 Owen Sound 

1852-1854 06202003400002A St. Thomas 

1853-1854 06105003000416 Whitby 

1854-1855 06248000500043 Milton 

1855 06135001203277 Windsor 

1855-1856 06210000400102 Welland 

1855-1858 06106006000001 Kingston 

1856-1860 06138001300055 Cobourg 

1862-1863 06358000100001Z Lindsay 

1863-1864 06205000300036Z Simcoe 

1864-1865 06163000500097 Napanee 
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1864-1867 06194000400300 Pembroke 

1865-1866 06207000100203 Walkerton 

1865-1866 06235002300003 Brampton 

1870-1872 06107000200002 Ottawa 

1871 and 1889 06379000100101 Parry Sound 

1880-1881 06321000800051 Orangeville 

1885-1887 06206008500001 Stratford 

1888 06371000300390 North Bay 

1889 06332000100001Z Gore Bay 

1889-1900 06101012800060 Toronto 

1890-1892 06214002900441 Woodstock 

1899-1900 06144002300003 Bracebridge 

1910-1911 06425000800216 Kenora 

1913-1914 06329000100333 Fort Frances 

1919-1922 06204000200440 Sault Ste. Marie 

1923-1924 06236000300277 Thunder Bay 
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INDEX OF ARCHITECTS, BUILDERS AND CRAFTSMEN 

ADAM, Robert - interior furnishing 06379000100101 

ALFORD, John - builder (alterations 06133001000050Z 

ALLAN, G.A. - architect (alterations) 06125000500001 

ALLEN, William - builder 06157001800043 

LEN ARISS & CO. - builders (alterations).. 06104001300074 

H.A. ARNOLD & CO. - builders (alterations) 06173006500080Z 

AYELSWORTH, M.B. - architect (alterations) 06424000301240 

BALD, William & Helems, John - builders... 06210000400102 

BALL, George - builder 06332000100001Z 

- builder (alterations) 06346003700130 

- builder 06379000100101 

BARRON, William - builder 06154001000095 

BECKWORTH, Walter & MacDonald, Donald 

- builders 06333000101023 

BERLIN INTERIOR HARDWARE CO. 

- interior furnishings 06329000100333 

BERTRAND & FRERE - builders 06333000101023 

BLACKWELL, Walter - architect (alterations)06133001000050Z 

BROADBENT & Overall 

- builders (alterations 06108002600399 

BROOKS, R.T. - architect 06214002900441 

BROWN, A.J. - builder 06214002900441 

BROWN, George - architect (alterations) 06346003700130 

BROWN, J.J. - architect (alterations) 06103002600007 

BROWN, John - builder (alterations) 06154001000095 
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BROWN & Morrison - builders 06136000500081Z 

BURNET, William & David - builders 06138001300055 

CARFRAE, Robert & Parke, Thomas 

- carpenters 06108002600399 

PAUL CARRUTHERS CONSTRUCTION CO. LTD. 

- builders 06144002300003 

CHAFFEY, Benjamin - builder 06125000500001 

CHAPMAN, W.D. - tin & sheet metal work 06194000400300 

CHARTERS, E.T. - builder (alterations) 06332000100001Z 

CLARK & Murray - architects 06248000500043 

CLARK, William - builder (alterations) 06371000300390 

COCHRANE & Pollack - stone carvers 06202003400002A 

COMBER, Comber & Mack - architects 

- (alterations) 06103002600007 

COOKE, James - carpenter 06194000400300 

COWAN - architect (alterations) 06104001300074 

CRAIG - Zeidler - architects (alterations) 06133001000050Z 

CRAIN & Mix - builders (alterations) 06125000500001 

CUMBERLAND, Frederick William & Rickout, 

Thomas- architects 06101007200057 

& Storm, William George 

- architects (alterations) 06101012800140Z 

- architects 06105003000416 

- architects 06358000100001Z 

CUTHBERTSON, Alexander - builder 06157001800043 

CUTHERTSON - architect 06214002900441 

DARRACH, N.R. - architect (alterations)... 06202003400002A 
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DAVIDSON, John - carpenter 06132001700026 

DENVER & Smith - architects (alterations). 06106006000001 

DOBBIE & Grierson - builders 06321000800051 

DOLSON, S.G. - builder (alterations) 06424000301240 

DOWLING & Dougal - builders 06424000301240 

DURAND, Goerge F. - architect 06206008500001 

EATON, James R. - builder 06144002300003 

ELLIOT, John - builder 06101012800060 

ELLIOT, John - builder 06207000100203 

ELLWOOD, G. & Fraser, Thomas - builders... 06202003400002A 

JOHN ENTWISTLE CONSTRUCTION CO. LTD. 

- builders (alterations) 06103002600007 

EWART, John - architect 06108002600399 

FINNIE, James - architect (alterations)... 06133001000050Z 

FLORIN, John - builder 06371000300390 

FORIN, John - builder 06163000500097 

FOWLER - architect 06214002900441 

FRASER, Thomas & Ellwood, G. - builders... 06202003400002A 

GARVIE & CO. - masons 06132001700026 

GRIERSON & Dobbie - builders 06321000800051 

HARKNES, John -mason 06424000301240 

HELEMS, John & Bald, William - builders... 06210000400102 

HOGG, David - furnishings 06194000400300 

HOLMES, William - carpenter 06125000500001 

HOLMS, C & Tracy, Thomas - architects 

- (alterations) 06108002600399 

HORSEY, Edward - architect 06106006000001 
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HOWARD, John - architect 06125000500001 

HUBICKI, Totten, Sims, Associates -

architects (alterations) 06105003000416 

HYNES, William J - plasterer 06239000100333 

JACKSON, George & John - builders 06205000300036-Z 

JACKSON, James - stone carver 06205000300036Z 

D. JANNISON & SON LTD. - builders 06204000200440 

JOHNSTON - builder 06103002600007 

JORDAN, Albert K. - architect 06135001203277 

KAUFFMANN, William - architect 06235002300003 

KEARNS, N.A. - architect (alterations) 06210000400102 

KEATING, Horace - architect 06346003700130 

KENNEY, Michael - builder 06248000500043 

KESTEVEN, John - builder 06235002300003 

-builder 06358000100001Z 

KIPPEN, Duncan - builder 06194000400300 

LATSHAW, John - architect 06154001000095 

LEBLANC & Martin - architects (alterations)06333000101023 

LENNOX, E.J. - architect (alterations) 06101007200057 

-architect 06101012800060 

LETT/SMITH ARCHITECTS - architects 

- (alterations) 06101007200057 

LOGAN, James - builder (alterations) 06125000500001 

LUNDRUM, William - architect (alterations) 06333000101023 

MACDONALD, Donald & Beckworth, Watler 

- builders 06333000101023 
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MACK, Comber & Comber - architects 

(alterations) 06103002600007 

MARTIN & Leblanc - architects (alterations)06333000101023 

MATHESON, John - carver, sculptor 06206008500001 

MATHEWS - builder 06333000101023 

MCCLELLAND, John - builder 06379000100101 

J. McDIARMID CO. - builders 06236000300277 

MCKENZIE BROTHERS - builders 06135001203277 

McKNIGHT, J.H. - builder (alterations) ... 06202003400002A 

McPHERSON, Malcolm - architect 06157001800043 

MITCHELL, Alexander - clockworks 06125000500001 

MIX & Crain - builders & alterations 06125000500001 

MORRISON & Brown - builders 06136000500081Z 

MOSER, Joseph - painter 06138001300055 

MURRAY, David - architect 06207000100203 

MURRAY & Clark - architects 06248000500043 

NEWLAN, George - builder (alterations) ... 06106006000001 

ONTARIO ART BRASS CO. - electric fictures. 06329000100333 

ONTARIO, Province of Department of Public 

Works 

- builder (alterations) ... 06144002300003 

- builder (alterations) ... 06332000100001Z 

- Creba, D.G. - architect 

(alterations) 06144002300003 

- Heakes, F.R. -

Chief Architect 06144002300003 
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06204000200440 

06236000300277 

06329000100333 

06332000100001Z 

- (alterations) 06371000300390 

- (alterations) 06379000100101 

06425000800216 

Tully, Kivas -

Chief Architect 06332000100001Z 

06371000300390 

06379000100101 

OVERALL, & Broadbent - builders 

- (alterations) 06108002600399 

PAGANI, Richard - architect (alterations). 06104001300074 

PARKE, Thomas & Carfrae, Robert 

-carpenters 06108002600399 

WILLIAM PARKER CONSTRUCTION - builders ... 06104001300074 

PENNIMAN, E.G. & Seaman, Allan G. builders 06329000100333 

PIGOTT & SON M.A. - builders 06425000800216 

PINK, Thomas - hammered & fine iron work.. 06194000400300 

POLLACK & Cochrane - stone carvers 06202003400002A 

POTTER, J.W. - stone work 06194000400300 

POST, A.A. - architect (alterations) 06105003000416 

POWER, John - architect (alterations) .... 06106006000001 

06163000500097 

RIDOUT, Thomas & Cumberland, Frederick 

William - architects 06101007200057 
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RITCHEY, John - builder 06101007200057 

RITCHIE, John - builder 06101012800140Z 

SCOBELL & Tassell - builders 06106006000001 

SCOBELL, Joseph - architect & builder 06133001000050Z 

SCOTT, William - painter 06228000400044 

SCRIMGEOUR BROTHERS - builders 06206008500001 

SEAMAN, Allan G. & Penniman, E.G. 

- builders 06329000100333 

SHAW, Milton - builders (alterations) 06136000500081Z 

SIMS, Totten, Hubicki, Associates -

- architects (alterations) 06105003000416 

SINCLAIR & Stuart - builders 06204000200440 

- builders (alterations) 06379000100101 

SINON, William & Turner, John - builders.. 06173006500080Z 

SKINNER, D.E. - architect (alterations)... 06321000800051 

SMITH, David - builder 06157001800043 

SMITH & CO., W.C. - builders 06214002900441 

SMITH - architect 06424000301240 

SMITH & Denver - architects (alterations). 06106006000001 

SMITH/Lett Architects - architects 

(alterations) 06101007200057 

SOULE, C.J. - architect 06321000800051 

STORM, William George & Cumberland, 

Frederick William 

- architects (alterations) .... 06101012800140Z 

- architects 06105003000416 

- architects 06358000100001Z 



- 616 -

STUART & Sinclair - builders 06204000200440 

- builders (alterations) 06379000100101 

SULLIVAN - builder (alterations) 06106006000001 

SURTEES, Robert - architect 06107000200002 

TAYLOR & TAYLOR - builders (alterations).. 06173006500080Z 

WILLIAM THOMAS FIRM - masons 06138001300055 

THOMAS, William - architect 06132001700026 

- architect 06136000500081Z 

THOMPSON, Charles - builders 06346003700130 

TIMMS CONSTRUCTION CO. R. builders 06210000400102 

TOTTEN, Sims, Hubicki, Associations 

- architects (alterations) 06105003000416 

TOSSELL & Scobell - builders 06106006000001 

TRACY, Thomass Holms C. - architects 

(alterations) 06108002600399 

TULLY, KIVAS - architect 06138001300055 

- architect 06154001000095 

- architect 06210000400102 

TURNER, John - architect 06173006500080Z 

- architect 06202003400002A 

- architect 06205000300036Z 

VENTIN, C.A. - architect (alterations) ... 06205000300036Z 

WALLACE, James - builder 06105003000416 

WALLACE & SON, R. - builders (alterations) 06371000300390 

WEBSTER, John W. -builder 06107000200002 
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WEREN BROTHERS CO. LTD. - b u i l d e r s 

(alterations) 06321000800051 

WESTLAKE, William - mason 06105003000416 

WORTHINGTON BROTHERS - stone supplies 06138001300055 

WYCOTE, James - tinner 06228000400044 

YOUNG, George - builder 06136000500081Z 

ZEIDLER & Craig - architects (alterations) 06133001000050Z 




