
 

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE 
 

23 Water Street North 
 

 
 
Summary of Significance 

 

☒Design/Physical Value ☒Social Value 

☒Historical Value ☐Economic Value  

☒Contextual Value  ☐Environmental Value 

 
 
Municipal Address: 19-23 Water Street North, Kitchener 
Legal Description: Plan 374 Lot 153-154 Part Lot 155 
Year Built: 1894 
Architectural Styles: Neo-Gothic 
Original Owner: Church of St. John The Evangelist 
Original Use: Place of Worship 
Condition: Very Good 
 
Description of Cultural Heritage Resource  
 
19-23 Water Street North is a 19th century brick church built in the Neo-Gothic architectural style. 

The building is situated on a 0.57 acre parcel of land located on the south side of Duke Street West 

between Water Street North and College Street. The principal resource that contributes to the 

heritage value is the church. 19-23 Water Street North is recognized for its design/physical and 

historical/associative values.   



 

Heritage Value  
 
23 Water Street North is recognized for its design/physical, historic/associative, and contextual 
values.   
 
Design/Physical Value  
 
The building is a two-storey church built in the Neo-Gothic architectural style. The building is in good 

condition with many intact original elements. The existing building plan is in the form of a cross and 

the building itself is constructed with red pressed Milton brick. The building features a large Rhine 

tower with hip roof topped by a cross; lancelot arched stained glass windows with brick window 

hoods; triple windows representing the trinity; gabled roof; and brick pillars topped with gables. The 

Water Street addition located in front of the major axis of the building has tried to duplicate the style of 

the existing church; however, the materials used provide a contrast from the existing church.   

 
Historical/Associative Value  
 
The historic and associative values relate to early Jewish settlement and the original owner and use. 

The parish of the church was established in 1856 with Rev. Thomas S. Campbell officiating services 

held at a printing office on King Street East. In 1861 Rev. Stimson and H.J.F. Jackson (grandfather of 

painter A.Y. Jackson of the Canadian Group of Seven) purchased parts of lots 153 and 154 of 

Grange’s survey located at the corner of Water and Short (now Duke) Streets for $250.  

 

The original church was designed by architects Thomas and Hancock and built in 1862 in the 

picturesque gothic architectural style. The original church was demolished in 1894 to make room for 

the expanding congregation. The existing church was designed by a Toronto architect, Eden Smith, in 

the Neo-Gothic architectural style in the shape of a cruciform. St. John’s Anglican Church built the 

existing church in 1894 for a cost of $8500. Research suggests that the interior of the existing church 

was originally decorated with antique oak and the stained glass memorial windows of the original 

church. The existing church was opened for use and dedication by Rev. Maurice Scollard Baldwin, 

Bishop of Huron, on Sunday, October 7, 1894. In 1954, the parish hall was built and the church 

renovated. In 1996, the existing church completed a five-year program to restore and renovate the 

building.   

 
Contextual Value  
  

The existing church is surrounded by gardens, grass and a wrought iron fence, which provide an 

appropriate landscape and setting for the church. The property has contextual value because the 

church is in its original location and is historically and functionally linked to its surroundings. Further, it 

contributes to the continued character of the streetscape and surrounding area, being surrounded by 

or in proximity to a number of other historic buildings including 156 Duke Street West, known as the 

Boehmer Box, and 120 Duke Street, formerly the St. Jerome’s College/High School and now 

operating as the Wilfrid Laurier University Library and Faculty of Social Work.   

 
Social Value  
 
The church building not only has organized religious programs, but it also provides much needed 
community support. People meet in the mini-park space daily to converse and have lunch.  The 



 

church hall has been used for serving lunches for a number of years as well as a venue for 
community events.  
 
Heritage Attributes  
 
The heritage value of 19-23 Water Street North resides in the following heritage attributes:  

 

 All elements related to the construction and Neo-Gothic architectural style of the building, 

including:  

o Building plan in the form of a cross;  

o Red pressed Milton brick;  

o Large Rhine tower with hip roof topped by a cross;   

o Lancelot arched stained glass windows with brick window hoods;  

o Triple windows on front representing the trinity;   

o Gabled roof; and  

o Brick pillars topped with gables.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 

Photographs  

 
View from Water and Weber 

 

 

 

 



 

 

View from Bell Lane and Water St 

 

 



 

 

View of steeple  

 

 

 



 

CULTURAL HERITAGE EVALUATION FORM  
 

Address:                                                                                                               Recorder:                                            

 

Description:                                                                                                                   Date:  

1894 Neo-Gothic Church 

 

Photographs Attached:  

☒Front Facade ☐ Left Façade  ☒ Right Façade  ☒ Rear Facade ☒ Details ☐ Setting 
 

Designation Criteria  Recorder – Heritage Kitchener 
Committee  

Heritage Planning Staff 

1. This property has 
design value or 
physical value 
because it is a rare, 
unique, 
representative or 
early example of a 
style, type, 
expression, material 
or construction 
method. 
   

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐ 

Yes   ☒ 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐ 

Yes   ☐ 

2. The property has 
design value or 
physical value 
because it displays a 
high degree of 
craftsmanship or 
artistic merit. 
 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐ 

Yes   ☒ 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐ 

Yes   ☐ 

3. The property has 
design value or 
physical value 
because it 
demonstrates a high 
degree of technical or 
scientific 
achievement. 
 
* E.g. - constructed with a 
unique material 
combination or use, 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☒ 

Yes   ☐ 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐ 

Yes   ☐ 

19-23 Water Street North 

Church 

Gail Pool  
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incorporates challenging 
geometric designs etc.  
 

4. The property has 
historical value or 
associative value 
because it has direct 
associations with a 
theme, event, belief, 
person, activity, 
organization or 
institution that is 
significant to a 
community.  
 
* Additional archival work 
may be required. 

 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐ 

Yes   ☒ 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐ 

Yes   ☐ 

5. The property has 
historical or 
associative value 
because it yields, or 
has the potential to 
yield, information 
that contributes to an 
understanding of a 
community or 
culture.  
 
* E.g - A commercial 
building may provide an 
understanding of how the 
economic development of 
the City occured. 
Additional archival work 
may be required. 
 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐ 

Yes   ☒ 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐ 

Yes   ☐ 

6. The property has 

historical value or 

associative value 

because it 

demonstrates or 

reflects the work or 

ideas of an architect, 

artist, builder, 

designer or theorist 

who is significant to a 

community.  
* Additional archival work 
may be required. 

 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☒ 

Yes   ☐ 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐ 

Yes   ☐ 

7. The property has 
contextual value 
because it is 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐ 

Yes   ☒ 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐ 

Yes   ☐ 



 

important in defining, 
maintaining or 
supporting the 
character of an area.  
 
* E.g. - It helps to define 
an entrance point to a 
neighbourhood or helps 
establish the (historic) 
rural character of an area. 

 

8. The property has 
contextual value 
because it is 
physically, 
functionally, visually 
or historically linked 
to its surroundings.  
 
* Additional archival work 
may be required. 

 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐ 

Yes   ☒ 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐ 

Yes   ☐ 

9. The property has 
contextual value 
because it is a 
landmark.  
*within the region, city or 

neighborhood. 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☒ 

Yes   ☐ 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐ 

Yes   ☐ 

 

Notes  

 

 

 

 

 

Additional Criteria  Recorder Heritage Kitchener 
Committee 

Interior: Is the interior 
arrangement, finish, 
craftsmanship and/or detail 
noteworthy?  
 

  

 N/A  ☒    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐  

Yes   ☐ 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐ 

Yes   ☐ 

Completeness: Does this 
structure have other original 
outbuildings, notable 
landscaping or external 
features that complete the 
site?  

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☒  

Yes   ☐ 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐ 

Yes   ☐ 



 

Site Integrity: Does the 
structure occupy its original 
site?  
 
* If relocated, is it relocated on its 
original site, moved from another site, 
etc.  

 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐  

Yes   ☒ 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐ 

Yes   ☐ 

Alterations: Does this building 
retain most of its original 
materials and design features? 
Please refer to the list of 
heritage attributes within the 
Statement of Significance and 
indicate which elements are 
still existing and which ones 
have been removed. 
 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐  

Yes   ☒ 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐ 

Yes   ☐ 

Alterations: Are there 
additional elements or 
features that should be added 
to the heritage attribute list?  
 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☒  

Yes   ☐ 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐ 

Yes   ☐ 

Condition: Is the building in 
good condition? 
 
*E.g. - Could be a good candidate for 
adaptive re-use if possible and 
contribute towards equity-building 
and climate change action.  
 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐  

Yes   ☒ 

  

 N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐ 

Yes   ☐ 

Indigenous History: Could this 
site be of importance to 
Indigenous heritage and 
history? 
 
*E.g. - Site within 300m of water 
sources, near distinct topographical 
land, or near cemeteries might have 
archaeological potential and 
indigenous heritage potential.  

 
Could there be any urban 
Indigenous history associated 
with the property? 
 
* Additional archival work may be 
required. 

 

 

N/A  ☒  Unknown  ☐  No   ☐  Y

es   ☐  

 ☐ Additional Research 
Required    
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

N/A  ☒  Unknown  ☐  No   ☐  Y

es   ☐  

 ☐ Additional Research 
Required    
 

 

N/A  ☐  Unknown  ☐  No   ☐  Yes   ☐  

 ☐ Additional Research Required    
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

N/A  ☐  Unknown  ☐  No   ☐  Yes   ☐  

 ☐ Additional Research Required    
 

Function: What is the present 
function of the subject 
property? 
 

Unknown  ☐    Residential  ☐    

 Commercial  ☐  

Office   ☐        Other ☒  Church  

Unknown  ☐    Residential  ☐    Com

mercial  ☐  

Office   ☐        Other ☐  -
________________  



 

* Other may include vacant, social, 
institutional, etc. and important for 
the community from an equity 
building perspective. 

 

Diversity and Inclusion: Does 
the subject property 
contribute to the cultural 
heritage of a community of 
people? 
 
Does the subject property 
have intangible value to a 
specific community of people? 
 
* E.g.- Waterloo Masjid (Muslim 
Society of Waterloo & Wellington 
Counties) was the first established 
Islamic Center and Masjid in the 
Region and contributes to the history 
of the Muslim community in the area. 

N/A  ☐  Unknown  ☒  No   ☐  Y

es   ☐  

 ☐ Additional Research 
Required    
 
 
 

N/A  ☐  Unknown  ☒  No   ☐  Y

es   ☐  

 ☐ Additional Research 
Required    
 

N/A  ☐  Unknown  ☐  No   ☐  Yes   ☐  

 ☐ Additional Research Required    
 
 
 

N/A  ☐  Unknown  ☐  No   ☐  Yes   ☐  

 ☐ Additional Research Required    
 

 

 

Notes about Additional Criteria Examined 

 

 

 

 

Recommendation 

Does this property meet the definition of a significant built heritage resource, and should it be designated 

under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act? (Does it meet two or more of the designation criteria?) 

N/A  ☐    Unknown  ☐  No   ☐ Yes   ☒ 

 

If not, please select the appropriate action for follow-up  

☐      Keep on the Municipal Heritage Register 

☐    Remove from the Municipal Heritage Register 

☐    Additional Research Required  

Other:  

 

General / Additional Notes 



 

 

 

 

 

 

TO BE FILLED BY HERITAGE PLANNING STAFF:  

Date of Property Owner Notification:  

 


